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Abstract

At the Belle II experiment a Time-of-Propagation (TOP) counter is used for particle identification in the barrel region. This novel
type of particle identification device combines the Cherenkov ring imaging technique with the time-of-flight and therefore it relies
on a precise knowledge of the time of collision in each triggered event. We discuss the performance of the counter and present a
maximum likelihood based method for the determination of event collision time from the measured data.
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1. Introduction

The Belle II experiment [1, 2] is a second generation of
B Factory experiments aimed for the precise measurements
in B, charm and τ physics as well as for the searches of
physics beyond the standard model. The experiment is sited
at KEK, Tsukuba, Japan. The upgraded KEKB collider, the Su-
perKEKB provides collisions of 4 GeV positrons with 7 GeV
electrons at or near the energy of Υ(4S ) resonance, which pre-
dominantly decays to a pair of B anti-B mesons. With similar
cross-sections also pairs of cc and ττ are produced, enabling
to study charm and τ-lepton physics with the same collected
data. The SuperKEKB collider utilizes the so called nano-
beam optics, with which it is possible to squeeze the beams at
the interaction region to a sub-micron dimensions and hence to
achieve much larger luminosity at similar beam currents. The
SuperKEKB is targeting a 30-times the luminosity of its ances-
tor.

The Belle II detector is a general purpose spectrometer uti-
lizing charged particle vertexing and tracking, neutral particle
detection and particle identification (PID). It consists of the fol-
lowing components: a vertex detector made of two layers of
DEPFET sensors (PXD)1 and four layers of double-sided sil-
icon detectors (SVD), a central drift chamber (CDC), a time-
of-propagation counter (TOP) in the barrel and a proximity fo-
cusing aerogel RICH (ARICH) in the forward, both utilizing
Cherenkov ring imaging technique, a CsI(Tl) based electromag-
netic calorimeter (ECL), and a KL and muon detector system
(KLM). The super-conducting solenoid coil provides a mag-
netic field of 1.5 T for the charged particle momentum mea-
surements.

Except PXD all other detector components are involved in
particle identification: SVD and CDC with energy loss mea-
surements (dE/dx), TOP and ARICH exploit Cherenkov ring
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1second DEPFET layer is not completely installed yet

imaging, ECL is involved with energy deposit measurements
and KLM with penetrating power measurements. The last two
components mainly contribute to lepton identification, while
the first four components contribute mainly to hadron identi-
fication. All these components provide log likelihoods for the
six stable or long lived charged particles: electron, muon, pion,
kaon, proton and deuteron. The log likelihoods are combined
by summing over detector components,

logLh =
∑
det

logLdet
h , h = {e, µ, π,K, p, d}. (1)

Particle selection is performed by either using a binary PID,

Ph/h′ =
Lh

Lh +Lh′
, (2)

where h and h′ denote particles to be distinguished, or by a
global PID,

Ph =
Lh∑
h′ Lh′

. (3)

It is also possible to weight the likelihoods in Eq. 3 with the
corresponding prior probabilities.

The Belle II has started taking data in 2019. Since then
we recorded 424 fb−1, a data sample roughly equivalent to the
BaBar or half of the Belle data sample, but compared to the
target it represents roughly a 1% of the final goal. The luminos-
ity has been steadily increasing during past data taking period,
reaching a world record of 4.7 × 1034 cm−2s−1 in 2022. To
achieve the target of 6 × 1035 cm−2s−1 an increase of the order
of magnitude is still needed in the next years.

2. The TOP counter

The TOP counter is a variant of the DIRC detector [3].
Cherenkov photons emitted in a quartz plate by charged par-
ticles are transported to the photon detectors by means of to-
tal internal reflections. The two dimensional information about
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the Cherenkov ring is obtained by measuring the time-of-arrival
and the position of photons at the photon detectors. The
time-of-arrival is measured relative to the e+e− collision time
and thus includes the time-of-flight of a particle. This kind
of DIRC therefore combines time-of-flight measurement with
Cherenkov ring imaging technique.

The Belle II TOP counter [4] is devoted to hadron ID in the
barrel region between polar angles of 320 and 1200. It con-
sists of sixteen modules positioned at a radius of 120 cm. The
quartz optics of a module is composed of a 2.6 m long, 2 cm
thick and 45 cm wide quartz plate and a 10 cm long expan-
sion prism at backward side (Fig. 1). At forward side the quartz
plate is shaped to form a spherical mirror of radius-of-curvature
of 6.5 m. The prism exit window is equipped with two rows
of sixteen Hamamatsu R10754 micro channel plate photo mul-
tipliers (MCP-PMT) with NaKSbCs photocathode and 4 × 4
anode readout channels [5] forming an imaging plane of 512
pixels. These tubes are single-photon sensitive, have excellent
time resolution( Fig. 2) and can work in a strong magnetic field.

The readout electronics is based on a 8-channel waveform
sampling ASIC developed by the University of Hawaii [6].
Each channel of the chip utilizes a switched-capacitor array
with a sampling rate of 2.7 Gs/sec and a 11 µs long analog ring
buffer for storing waveforms. Four ASIC chips are mounted on
a carrier board together with a Xilinx Zynq 030-series FPGA
which provides clocking and control for the ASICs. A set
of four carrier boards and a data aggregator board (SCROD)
equipped with a 045-series Xilinx Zynq FPGA form a front-end
readout module that interfaces with the Belle II data acquisition
system (DAQ). When a trigger is received, the ASIC chips dig-
itize the relevant time interval of the waveforms for triggered
channels using 12-bit Wilkinson-type ADC. The digitized data
is then sent to the SCROD where the pedestal subtraction and
feature extraction (time, amplitude and pulse width) are per-
formed. The feature-extracted data are packed and sent via
optical link to the DAQ system. Electronic time resolution of
∼50 ps has been obtained for single photon signals.

Figure 1: Quartz optics

3. Calibration of TOP counter

Calibration of TOP counter involves several steps. At first,
the time base of sampling electronics of each of the 8192 elec-
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Figure 2: Transition time spread (TTS) of Hamamtsu R10754.

tronic channels is calibrated with a precision better than 50 ps
(r.m.s). This is performed by injecting double pulses of a con-
stant time delay between the first and second pulse into the in-
puts. The calibration constants are determined with a minimiza-
tion procedure described in Ref. [7]. The second step involves
time alignment of channels within each module with a precision
of at least 50 ps (r.m.s). This is done with a laser calibration sys-
tem consisting of a pico-second pulsed laser source coupled to
a light distribution system made of optical fibers and equipped
at output with graded index micro lenses that illuminate MCP-
PMT’s uniformly as much as possible [8]. The last two steps
are done with muons from e+e− → µ+µ− events, since particle
identities are known in these events. These calibrations involve
time alignment of modules and the calibration of bunch cross-
ing time offset [7] with respect to the accelerator RF clock, with
which the waveform-sampling electronics is synchronized; the
precision is below 10 ps (r.m.s). Besides the timing calibrations
we perform also masking of hot and dead channels; the masks
are determined from the measured collision data.

The first three calibrations are found to be very stable in time.
They are performed at the beginning of each new running pe-
riod and cross-checked several times during that period. The
bunch crossing time offset depends on the accelerator condi-
tions that can change on a daily basis. This calibration is per-
formed continuously for every run.

4. Particle identification with TOP counter

Particle identification is based on an extended likelihood
method with an analytical construction of the probability den-
sity functions (PDF) [9, 10]. For a given charged particle hy-
pothesis h (h = e, µ, π,K, p, d) the extended likelihood is de-
fined as

logLh =

N∑
i=1

log
(NhS h(ci, ti) + NBB(ci, ti)

Nh + NB

)
+ log PN(Nh + NB), (4)

where Nh and S h(c, t) are the expected signal yield and signal
PDF for the hypothesis h, respectively, NB and B(c, t) are the
expected background yield and background PDF, respectively,
and c and t are the pixel number and arrival time of the detected
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photon, respectively. The second term in Eq. 4 is the Poisson
probability to measure N photons while expecting Nh + NB.

The signal PDF for a given pixel c is parameterized as a sum
of mc Gaussian PDF’s:

S h(c, t) =

mc∑
k=1

nckG(t − tck;σck), (5)

where tck and σck are the position and width, respectively, and
nck is the fraction of expected signal photons in the k-th peak.
Those as well as mc are determined analytically with the model
described in Ref. [10]. The background PDF is modeled as
a uniform distribution in a time window in which the photons
are measured. The expected background yield NB is estimated
event-by-event from the photon counts of other modules.

PID performance of TOP counter is governed mainly by two
parameters: the number of detected photons per charged par-
ticle and the single photon time resolution. Both have been
studied with collision data using muons from e+e− → µ+µ−

events. The momentum range of these muons is between 4 and
7 GeV/c, hence the Cherenkov angle is saturated in quartz. The
number of detected photons per muon is measured in a time
window of 0 to 75 ns, the same as used for the likelihood de-
termination; a time window of -50 ns to 0 is taken to estimate
background. Background subtracted photon yields as a func-
tion of muon polar angle are shown in Fig. 3. On average we
detect 20 to 45 photons per muon. Strong polar angle depen-
dence is due to several factors: muon trajectory length in the
quartz (proportional to 1/ sin θ), a fraction of Cherenkov ring
satisfying total internal reflection requirement, and the photon
losses due to light absorption, quartz surface imperfections and
mirror reflectivity. Photon losses are the largest for polar angles
around cos θ ∼ 0.3 since the distance photons must travel is
the longest. Enhancement at nearly perpendicular moun impact
(cos θ ∼ 0) is due to the fact that the total internal reflection
requirement is satisfied for the photons flying directly toward
PMT’s (direct photons) as well as for those flying toward the
spherical mirror (reflected photons).
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Figure 3: Number of detected photons per muon as a function of cosine of
muon polar angle.

With muons from e+e− → µ+µ− events we also measured
the time resolution of single photons. The main contribution
to the resolution comes from the dispersion of light in quartz

(chromatic error) and is proportional to the photon time-of-
propagation [9]. We first assigned photons to the peaks of ana-
lytic PDF (Eq. 5) using sPlot technique [11]. The differences of
measured photon times and the associated peak positions were
then histogrammed in bins of photon propagation time and fi-
nally fitted with a convolution of TTS distribution (Fig. 2) and
a Gaussian distribution, whose width σ is taken as a free pa-
rameter. The results are shown in Fig. 4. A linear dependence
is clearly visible for the direct photons, while for the reflected
ones an enhanced time resolution can be noticed; this enhance-
ment is due to chromatic error corrections obtained by focusing
photons with a spherical mirror.
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Figure 4: Single photon time resolution except TTS as a function of photon
propagation time.

Performance of kaon identification has been studied with
collision data using kinematically tagged kaons and pions
from D0 → K−π+ decays with D0 meson reconstructed in
D∗+ → D0π+ decay. The results for PK/π > 0.5 are shown
in Fig. 5. Cherenkov threshold for kaon is at 0.5 GeV/c, while
the minimal transverse momentum needed to reach the TOP
counter is 0.27 GeV/c. Above the Cherenkov threshold and be-
low 2 GeV/c the identification efficiency is between 90% and
93% with 4% to 8% pion mis-identification (Fig. 5a). Above
2 GeV/c the performance starts to degrade; at 3 GeV/c it reaches
a broad plateau with ∼80% efficiency and ∼20% pion mis-
identification. Fig. 5b shows polar angle dependence. In the
backward region (cos θ < 0) the performance is better than in
the forward region primarily because of smaller particle mo-
menta. The deep in efficiency at cos θ ∼ 0.3 coincides roughly
with the minimum in photon yields shown in Fig. 3. For these
photons also the chromatic error contribution is among the
largest.

5. Determination of bunch-crossing time

The start for photon time-of-arrival measurements is given by
level one trigger whose precision (about 8 ns r.m.s.) does not
match the requirement for TOP counter (below 25 ps). This
precision can be obtained by identifying a collision bunch-
crossing in the off-line processing. The SuperKEKB collider
orbits bunches of particles with a frequency of 508 MHz, which
corresponds to about 2 ns spacing between RF buckets. The
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Figure 5: Kaon efficiency and pion mis-identification probability as a function
of momentum (a) and cosine of polar angle (b) for PK/π > 0.5 as measured with
collision data using D∗+ → D0(K−π+)π+ decays.

length of a single bunch is 6 mm (r.m.s.), which corresponds to
a 14 ps (r.m.s) spread in collision time. If the collision bunch-
crossing is uniquely identified, one can correct the measured
photon times by the precise timing given with the RF clock and
hence can obtain the required start time precision.

The method relies on maximizing the sum of log likelihoods
(Eq. 4) of particles hitting the TOP counter against a common
offset subtracted from the measured photon times. At least one
particle in the event that emits enough Cherenkov photons is
therefore needed. Particle identities are also required; they are
determined from dE/dx measurements in CDC and SVD (the
most likely ones are chosen). The result of maximization is
then rounded to the nearest RF bucket time and used to correct
photon arrival times.

The maximum is searched by scanning a selected time in-
terval because local maxima are usually present. This search
is performed in two steps. First, a coarse scan is performed
in steps of 0.5 ns within a time interval of ±50 ns using a
lookup table of time-projected PDF’s. Then a fine scan is per-
formed in a time interval of ±5 ns around the result of the coarse
scan, divided into 200 equidistant steps, and using a complete
2-dimensional PDF’s. Finally, the maximum is determined pre-
cisely by fitting a parabola to the three largest values.

Efficiency of finding the correct bunch-crossing depends on
particle multiplicity and is found to be very sensitive to beam
background. Monte Carlo simulations of generic BB events
give the following efficiencies: 98.2% if beam background is
absent, 97.4% with the present background level and 92.1%

with the level expected at the SuperKEKB target luminosity.
The inefficiency is found to be primarily due to false max-
ima caused by Cherenkov photons coming from beam back-
ground shower particles. These are not correlated with the col-
lision time, therefore reducing the search interval should in-
crease the efficiency. Recently, SVD can provide the collision
time with ∼1 ns precision enabling to shorten the search inter-
val. The improved method is using the collision time deter-
mined with SVD instead of the coarse scan. In addition, falsely
reconstructed bunch-crossings are suppressed by requiring re-
constructed bunch-crossing to be matched with a filled bucket.
With these modifications the efficiency has been largely im-
proved: 99.9% at present background level, and 99.5% at the
target luminosity where we expect a background rate of 11 MHz
per PMT. The method becomes also much less dependent on
particle multiplicity, as shown in Fig. 6.
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Figure 6: Efficiency of finding the correct bunch-crossing as a function of parti-
cle multiplicity. The average multiplicity of hadronic events is about 4 charged
particles in the acceptance of TOP counter.

Acknowledgments

We thank the SuperKEKB group for the excellent operation
of the accelerator; the KEK cryogenics group for the efficient
operation of the solenoid; the KEK computer group for on-site
computing support; and the raw-data centers at BNL, DESY,
GridKa, IN2P3, and INFN for off-site computing support.

This work was supported by the following funding sources:
European Research Council, Horizon 2020 ERC-Advanced
Grant No. 884719; Slovenian Research Agency research grants
No. J1-9124, J1-4358 and P1-0135.

References

[1] https://www.belle2.org/

[2] T. Abe et.al., KEK Report 2010-1 (2010).
[3] I. Adam et.al., Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 538 (2005) 281.
[4] J. Fast, Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 876 (2017) 145.
[5] S. Hirose et. al., Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 787 (2015) 293.
[6] D. Kotchetkov et.al., Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 941 (2019) 162342.
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Abstract

We present a ceramic material based on hematite (Fe2O3) and zirconia stabilized with yttria at 8% molar (YSZ), that exhibits
stable electrical properties with transported charge and that can be tuned to the resistivities necessary to induce spark-quenching
in gaseous detectors (ρ = 109-1012 Ω·cm), from room temperature down to the liquid-vapor coexistence point of nitrogen (77 K).
It, thus, allows covering the operating temperatures of most immediate interest to gaseous instrumentation. The ceramics have
been produced in a region of mass concentrations far from what has been usually explored in literature: optimal characteristics are
achieved for Fe2O3 concentrations of 75%wt (LAr boiling temperature), 35%wt (LXe boiling temperature), and 100%wt (room
temperature). The nine order of magnitude enhancement observed for the electrical conductivity of the mixed phases relative to
that of pure Fe2O3 is startling, however it can be qualitatively understood based on existing literature. Plates of 4 cm × 4 cm
have been manufactured and, prior to this work, operated in-detector at the LXe boiling point (165 K), demonstrating spark-free
operation. Preliminary results obtained for the first time on a spark-protected amplification structure (RP-WELL) at around the
LAr boiling point (90 K) are now presented, too.

Key words: Time Projection Chambers, TPCs, optical readout, imaging chambers, scintillating gases
PACS: 29.40, Cs

1. Introduction

Resistive-protection schemes are nowadays ubiquitous in
avalanche-based gaseous detectors for which the detection
of single-photons [1] or single-electrons [2] is required, in
harsh environments with an abundance of highly ionizing
particles [3] or when a very fast response is needed [4,5].
During detector operation, when the regular avalanche
growth unnaturally destabilizes into the formation of a
streamer channel, resistive-protection effectively helps
at quenching further evolution and preventing electrical
breakdown. At much lower gains than the ones needed for
the aforementioned applications, operation in ultra-pure
noble gas can in principle benefit from a similar protection

∗ Currently at CIC nanoGUNE (Donostia).
∗∗Corresponding author.

Email address: Diego.Gonzalez.Diaz@usc.es (D. González-Dı́az).

scheme [6], thus mitigating the impact of the feedback pro-
cesses that eventually lead to discharge in those conditions.

When it comes to spark quenching through resistive pro-
tection, three main approaches exist: coatings [7], micro-
patterned resistive elements [3], and plates [8]. Although
the first two represent attractive directions, the develop-
ment of plates remains crucial in some detector configura-
tions, chiefly for resistive plate chambers (RPCs) [9,10] and
resistive plate wells (RP-WELLs) [11]. The scarcity of ma-
terials suitable for use as plates was a concern in the early
00’s (e.g., [12]), however the situation has been greatly al-
leviated over the last two decades with the introduction
of ‘chinese’ glass [13], warm-glass [14] and Si3N4/SiC ce-
ramics [15] at least, an effort largely driven by the R&D
of the Compressed Baryonic Matter experiment (CBM) at
FAIR (Darmstadt) [8]. Stimulated by this progress, a nat-
ural follow-up question to us was whether resistive-plate
protection of gaseous detectors could be extended to tem-
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peratures considerably below standard conditions.
It must be noted that the region of greatest interest to

modern gaseous instrumentation starts at 87.5 K (the boil-
ing point of argon) and new material technologies should
cover at least the 165 K landmark (the boiling point of
xenon), ideally up to room temperature. The difficulty of
spanning such a broad temperature range lies in the fact
that many insulator materials display an Arrhenius-type
conductivity law: a material with the right resistivity for
spark quenching at around 77 K can be expected to be a de-
cent conductor at room temperature. Studies performed in
the context of resistive plate chambers point to the need of
volume resistivities around 109-1012 Ω·cm to achieve good
spark-quenching (e.g., [16]). Further, the material should
ideally display a stable conductivity during operation as a
function of time and transported charge, not being this the
case for most common insulators [12]. Therefore, and given
that the detector atmosphere is driven by its operational
characteristics and not by the need to replenish the ionic
charge carriers that migrate through the resistive protec-
tion, electron conductivity is an attractive feature.

When targeting a new insulating material focused on this
latter aspect, ceramics represent an appealing possibility
due to the large margin offered for customization, the possi-
bility of achieving low outgassing and ruggedness, and their
potential for scalability to large areas at affordable price.
Fe2O3 (hematite), in particular, represents an interesting
starting point as it displays electron conductivity based on
the polaron-hopping mechanism [17,18]. Despite being too
resistive for cryogenic use in gaseous detectors, its conduc-
tivity might be enhanced by orders of magnitude through
the addition of Zr, Ti, Si or Ge [19–22]. In this case the
dopant acts as an electron donor, up to concentrations of
10% Zr atoms per Fe atom (or 16.3%wt, in weight per-
centage), when a new phase is formed. For larger concen-
trations, ZrO2 (zirconia) might be used instead, leading to
speculation of additional contributions to the electron con-
ductivity, either through the grain-boundary [23], or elec-
tron hopping through Fe cations in the zirconia lattice [24].
Given this landscape, a natural possibility was to evaluate
ceramics based on Fe2O3 and zirconia stabilized with yt-
tria at 8% molar (hereafter yttria-stabilized zirconia, YSZ)
for which a large body of experience exists ([25–30] and
references therein). Despite the existence of abundant ex-
perimental work, we found ourselves quickly in the range
above the solubility limit of Fe3O2 in YSZ (about 6% mo-
lar, [28]), that has been much less studied in literature.

In this work we evaluate the viability of using ceram-
ics based on hematite (Fe2O3) and yttria-stabilized zirco-
nia (YSZ) as resistive plates for spark-quenching of gaseous
detectors, with Fe2O3 concentrations in the range of 30-
100% per weight (%wt). Two photos of an Fe2O3/YSZ ce-
ramic plate at an Fe2O3 concentration of 85%wt are shown
in Fig. 1 (left: pre-sintered, right: fully-sintered). Details
on its fabrication and preparation will be discussed else-
where. This paper is structured as follows: in section 2 we
introduce the setup and experimental methods; section 3

Fig. 1. Left: pre-sintered ceramic plate (after polishing and
edge-rounding) made from Fe2O3/YSZ (mass fraction 85/15), at the

Instituto de Cerámica de Galicia (ICG/i-MATUS) in Spain. Right:

fully-sintered ceramics plate (4 cm × 4 cm × 0.2 cm).

includes a detailed characterization as a function of elec-
tric field, temperature, frequency, transported charge and
Fe2O3 concentration; section 4 presents first results from
an RP-WELL operated at LArT, and we end with a short
discussion in section 5 and main conclusions.

2. Experimental setup for electrical
characterization

Fig. 2. Description of the measurements of the electrical resistiv-
ity: electrodes were deposited on both faces of the sample, electrical

leads clamped, and the readout performed through a Keithley 6487

picoammeter. Top: configuration for RT (left) and LNT (right). Bot-
tom: PT-100 epoxied to the sample for resistivity measurements as

a function of temperature. Temperature measurements were directly

recorded with a multimeter.

For plate-based resistive protection of gaseous detec-
tors, the product of the bulk resistivity times the sam-
ple thickness represents the main metric driving system
performance (e.g., [8]). Accordingly, a thorough charac-
terization of the bulk resistivity was performed following
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the recommendations in [31]. Guard-ring was dimmed
necessary only for low-temperature measurements of the
ceramics with low Fe2O3 concentration (30%wt), other-
wise measurements would be shunted by surface currents.
Fig. 2 describes the setup. The characteristic size of the
electrodes was chosen to be at least 10 times larger than
the plate thickness, to keep fringe-field effects at the 10%
level or below [32]. Connections were made through elec-
trical leads clamped to the sample, that was immersed
directly in a liquid N2 (LN) bath in the case of measure-
ments performed at LN-temperature (LNT). Different
electrodes were studied: Ag-loaded epoxy [33], Ag-loaded
paint [34], Pt (deposited via magnetron sputtering), Au
and Cr (deposited via physical evaporation). All samples
were thoroughly polished prior to adhering the electrodes
in order to exclude the presence of oxide skin. The electri-
cal resistivity was determined with a Keithley 6487 device.
Measurements were performed up to the limits of the ap-
paratus, namely: i) loss of sensitivity at low voltage due
to noise, ii) exceeding the current limit for high voltages
(20 mA), iii) exceeding the maximum voltage (500 V).

At LNT, measurements were generally found to be com-
patible within ±25%, however deviations of up to 3 or-
ders of magnitude appeared at room temperature (RT), as
shown in Fig. 3. In this latter case, Cr-electrodes yielded
the lowest resistivity and a good ohmic behavior while the
rest exhibited some form of charge blocking that was re-
duced as the field increased, approaching the Cr values.
Therefore, the Cr-electrode was selected and a systematic
uncertainty assigned to the LNT measurements based on
the dispersion between different electrode types. 1 Point-
to-point variations of the resistivity were studied in differ-
ent regions within the sample (near the four corners and at
the center). Their relative spread, in the range 8-30%, was
used as an estimator of the sample uniformity.

Measurements as a function of temperature were taken
in ‘drift’ mode, i.e., by removing the sample from the LN
bath and letting it gradually warm up, unimpeded. A PT-
100 was epoxied directly to the sample (Fig. 2-bottom).
The first 5 seconds upon removal from the bath were ex-
cluded from the measurement to allow the sample to reach
equilibrium, and the average of two identical series was
taken. The combined uncertainty was estimated from their
standard deviation, the point-to-point variations, and the
electrode-to-electrode variations, added quadratically.

Last, measurements of the dielectric constant were per-
formed, as its value impacts the signal induction process
and the recovery time of resistive-protected detectors (e.g.,
[35–37]). For practical reasons, a first assessment based on
a standard LCR-meter with a limited range of 0.1 kHz -
1 MHz was performed.

1 For few of the LNT series, and given that the low-frequency noise
in the setup was not completely stable during the measurements,

silver paint electrodes yielded a sensitivity down to lower voltages

and were used instead.

Fig. 3. Impact of the electrode type on the measured resistivity. Top:

behavior at LNT for the 70%wt Fe2O3 ceramics. Bottom: behavior

at RT for the 40%wt Fe2O3 ceramics. Bands represent the statistical
uncertainty only. The slightly different field range covered by each

series comes from the different electrode sizes and noise levels.

3. Measurements

3.1. Dependence with electric field

Resistivity measurements as a function of the external
electric field for LNT and RT are given in Fig. 4. All sam-
ples have thicknesses in the range 1-3 mm. A steep loss of
linearity can be seen at LNT, the trend becoming softer as
the Fe2O3 concentration increases. No such effect could be
observed at RT (albeit at much smaller fields, limited by
the maximum current drawn by the picoammeter). During
detector operation, a maximum voltage drop of few 10’s
of V across the ceramic sample can be anticipated, above
which the gas amplification would start to deteriorate sub-
stantially. Hence, the 20 V value is highlighted with a verti-
cal line for reference. 2 A grey horizontal band, correspond-

2 The voltage drop across the plate arises from the average charge
released by the avalanches and the rate at which they are produced.

Although a detector might be operated at very high event rates (i.e.,

at voltage drops across the resistive plate well over 100 V) and still

3



Fig. 4. Bulk resistivity as a function of electric field at different tem-
peratures. Top: measurements at LNT (the 30%wt sample was out

of range). Bottom: measurements at RT. The shaded band in the
top figure indicates the range of suitable values for detector opera-

tion and the dashed vertical line is the maximum voltage drop at the
sample expected during operation. Uncertainty bands are obtained
through quadratic addition of the point-to-point spread with the sta-
tistical uncertainty of the measurement. The systematic uncertainty

from the electrode-to-electrode variations was quadratically added
for the LNT case.

ing to values that are experimentally known to offer good
spark quenching, was added following [16]. It can be seen
that, assuming a maximum voltage drop during operation
in the order of few 10’s of V, samples in the Fe2O3 con-
centration range 65-78%wt would be well suited for oper-
ation close to LNT/LArT. Depending on the particle flux
on the detector, resistivities as high as 1013 Ω·cm might be
considered, potentially enabling the use of ceramics with
concentrations down to 40%wt.

Several series of increasing and decreasing voltages in
the range 0-5.5 kV were applied to both a 60% and a 75%
sample at LNT through a CAEN471 power supply, and the

present a ‘usable’ response, assessing such a situation is not the goal

of this work.

current monitored. A monotonous behavior was observed
up to 3 kV, above which the reproducibility of the I-V
curve was lost. This voltage was then applied to the samples
for several minutes, observing no instability. Hence, we can
safely assume that the breakdown voltage is above 3 kV for
mm-samples in the aforementioned concentration range, a
priori suited for LNT/LArT operation.

3.2. Dependence with temperature

Resistivity measurements as a function of temperature
are given in Fig. 5 for the most representative samples. Re-
sults from a previous 35%wt-ceramic have been included
as a dashed line [38], although a direct comparison is not
possible given the less mature fabrication procedure and
different post-processing. Measurements at stabilized tem-
perature (LNT, RT) are included as stars, and a weighted
fit to an Arrhenius-like exponential law (log(ρ) = a− b ·T )
is shown as a dotted trend. The slopes are compiled in Ta-
ble 1. The overall behavior supports the fact that, for prac-
tical purposes, good thermal uniformity is achieved in the
sample during warm-up, and that the PT100 follows the
sample temperature with good precision. Samples in the
range 30-40%wt cross the shaded band at around the tem-
perature of LXe (LXeT), as expected from [38].

Fig. 5. Low-field resistivity as a function of temperature, obtained for
the most representative samples. Measurements in ‘drift-mode’ are
indicated with circles, while the stars correspond to measurements
at stabilized temperature.

Based on the observed temperature dependencies, it is
possible to represent the low-field resistivities as a function
of the concentration of Fe2O3, as done in Fig. 6. Here, a
reference measurement for pure Fe2O3 ceramics, performed
at 293 K, has been included too. It is interesting to see that
the trend as a function of Fe2O3 concentration is similar
in the temperature range 77-293 K, except that it becomes
steeper as the temperature decreases, in the extremes of
the covered range of 30-82%wt. For all temperatures, there
is a marked change in behavior in the region 30-40%wt (in
contrast with the softer dependence observed in the region
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Sample (%wt Fe2O3) a b · 10−2 (K−1)

82 12.08 ± 0.01 3.59 ± 0.01

70 15.07 ± 0.04 4.12 ± 0.02

40 16.27 ± 0.08 4.15 ± 0.03

35 17.54 ± 0.08 4.14 ± 0.03

30 19.20 ± 0.08 4.66 ± 0.03

Table 1

Parameters of the Arrhenius-like fit of the volume resistivity of
Fe2O3/YSZ ceramic samples vs temperature: log(ρ) = a − b · T .

40-70%wt). Although the resistivity keeps decreasing as the
Fe2O3 concentration increases, measurements at RT give
some indication that the concentration corresponding to
the inversion point might be close to 85%wt.

Fig. 6. Dependence of the volume resistivity with Fe2O3 concentra-
tion for low fields. Solid lines: resistivity measurements at stabilized

temperature (RT and LNT). Here the error bands include the uncer-
tainty due to variations with electrode type, the sample uniformity
and statistical uncertainty. Dashed lines: resistivity values estimated

from an exponential fit to the T -dependence. Star: resistivity of a

pure-Fe2O3 sample at 293 K.

3.3. Dependence with time/transported charge

The samples showed no strong dependence on humidity
or time after storing them for about a year. Additional mea-
surements were performed to indirectly assess the nature of
the conductivity mechanism at room temperature and be-
low, by applying voltage over time in a sustained manner.
The situation is advantageous in that a very large charge
can be transported at room temperature by profiting from
the relatively large conductivity displayed in those con-
ditions. Therefore, two sets of measurements were taken:
i) at LNT, for the maximum voltage of the picoammeter
(500 V) and ii) at RT, for the maximum current (20 mA).
The results are shown in Fig. 7. At room temperature, no
effect is seen up to 1 C/cm2, a large number by high energy
physics standards. A measurement at LNT up to compa-
rable charges should be carried out at a later stage, as it

can not be confirmed at the moment that the conductivity
mechanism is the same across temperatures. It should be
noted, however, that for transported-charge densities well
in excess of those anticipated by some future experiments
such as DUNE (around 100 µC/cm2 [6]), no effect could be
seen at LNT either, for the 70%wt sample (Fig. 7-right).
This is very encouraging, as such an Fe2O3 concentration
belongs to the range where detector operation has been
demonstrated at around that temperature (section 4).

Fig. 7. Stability of the electrical resistivity over time for a 70%wt

Fe2O3 ceramics under sustained high voltage operation. The left
figure (RT) was taken at the maximum current of the picoammeter.

The right figure (LNT), at the maximum voltage (500 V).

3.4. Dependence with frequency

The transparency of a resistive plate to the signal in-
duced by an avalanche in the gas depends on both its resis-
tivity and capacitance. On the one hand, surface resistiv-
ities (Rs) above 10’s of MΩ/sqr are known not to disturb
signal induction at the time scale of avalanche formation
[36,37]. For homogeneous materials such as the ones de-
scribed here, where the relation ρ/d = Rs may be assumed
(d being the sample thickness), this condition is fulfilled by
many orders of magnitude. On the other hand, if the cou-
pling capacitance between the plate and pick-up electrode
is too low, an additional loss can occur. According to the
Schockley-Ramo theorem [39], the current induced by an
avalanche I(t) under the hydrodynamic approximation is:

I(t) = qe n(t) vd(t) ·Ew (1)

Here qe is the electron charge, n(t) the number of charge
carriers in the drift gap, vd(t) their drift velocity and Ew

the so called weighting field. Considering that for a parallel-
plate geometry vd and Ew are parallel, a ‘coupling factor’
might be defined as the ratio between the weighting field
modulus in the protected structure and the unprotected
one, as:

f =
Ew|protected
Ew|unprotected

(2)

Ew is in this case nothing but the anode-cathode capaci-
tance of the amplification structure, per unit area and di-
vided by ε0 (Ew = CA/ε0, e.g. [40]). Specifically, for the
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RP-WELL/WELL geometries (Fig. 9), the coupling factor
evaluates to:

f =
Ew|RP−WELL

Ew|WELL
' εr
εr + d/g

, (3)

where εr is the dielectric constant of the plate, g the depth
of the holes and d the plate thickness. In the limit when the
plate has a very large dielectric constant or its thickness is
much smaller than the hole depth, f → 1.

Fig. 8. Dielectric constant (εr) measured as a function of frequency
at LNT (left) and RT (right), for selected samples.

Fig. 8 shows the dielectric constant measured up to MHz,
for illustrative purposes. If no additional relaxation mech-
anism would be present up to the GHz (avalanche) scale,
the value of εr(1MHz) might be used to evaluate eq. 3, that
we provide for illustration in Table 2. Although for insula-
tors it is common to find relaxation at low frequencies (i.e.,
well below MHz), an additional elucidation of this aspect
remains important.

Sample (%wt Fe2O3) εr Coupling factor

82 32.32 0.93

70 18.88 0.88

40 6.75 0.73

Table 2
Estimated coupling factor (defined in text) for RP-WELL structures

of 0.8 mm-deep holes and 2 mm-thick resistive plates, at LNT.

Interestingly, these results point to a relatively high di-
electric constant for operation close to LNT/LArT, as the
70%wt sample displays a value εr(1MHz) ' 20 in these
conditions, about×2-4 larger than other resistive materials
that are usually found in resistive-plate detectors [35,41].
Measurements for pure hematite at room temperature are
found to be in the same range, in agreement with existing
estimates [42].

4. In-detector performance

As discussed in section 1, resistive materials represent
a sensible option to mitigate the effects of electrical dis-
charges in micropattern gaseous detectors (MPGDs). A re-
cent review can be found in [11]. The Resistive Plate WELL
(RP-WELL), incorporating a resistive plate in between the
amplification stage and the charge readout, was proposed

for instance as a novel technology able to operate at higher
gain and in discharge-free mode [43].

The first successful operation of an RP-WELL at cryo-
genic temperature was performed in Ne/CH4 gas at LXeT
(163 K) under both X-rays and UV irradiation and reported
in [38]. In that study, a ceramic plate made of Fe2O3/YSZ
(35%wt Fe2O3) with a bulk resistivity of ∼1011 Ω·cm was
used. A superior performance compared to a standard (un-
protected) WELL was reported. In light of these results, it
is important to understand to which extent Fe2O3/YSZ ce-
ramics with higher Fe2O3 concentrations can allow extend-
ing discharge-free operation down to LArT. To that aim,
the operation of a cryogenic RP-WELL was attempted in
purified argon vapor at 90 K. It was assembled by means of
a 0.8 mm-thick THGEM structure coupled to a pick-up an-
ode via a Fe2O3/YSZ ceramic plate (at 75%wt and 65%wt
Fe2O3 concentration: ρ ∼1010-1011 Ω·cm at 90 K). Irradi-
ation was performed with a 241Am α source installed on
a metallic plate (cathode), 15 mm below the amplification
structure and a field of 0.5 kV/cm was implemented in the
drift region. A scheme of the cryogenic RP-WELL detector
and test setup is depicted in Fig.9.

Fig. 9. Setup for the characterization of a cryogenic RP-WELL at
90 K (pressure 1.2 bar). Irradiation was accomplished with a 241Am

α source.

As a result of α-particle irradiation, ionization electrons
are generated in the drift gap and subsequently transferred
into the THGEM holes. Depending on the voltage applied
across the structure, charge multiplication can occur and
signals can be detected with a dedicated electronic chain.
Typical charge-spectra for the 75%wt (light blue) and
65%wt (dark blue) ceramic plates are shown in Fig. 10, at
avalanche gains slightly over 10. Each spectrum has been
normalized to its maximum. Spectra are characterized by
the presence of a full-energy peak accompanied by a low-
energy tail accounting for partial energy loss in the collima-
tor. Further details on the RP-WELL detector operation
and its stability at cryogenic temperatures will be detailed
in a dedicated publication. Excerpts can be found in [44].

6



Fig. 10. Example of charge spectra from an RP-WELL coupled to
Fe2O3/YSZ ceramics at 65%wt Fe2O3 (dark blue) and 75%wt Fe2O3

(light blue). It was operated at 90 K and 1.2 bar in purified argon
vapor.

5. Discussion

Tunability of the resistivity of hematite ceramics by nine
orders of magnitude, through addition of YSZ in differ-
ent proportions, makes Fe2O3/YSZ ceramics suitable for
gaseous-detector assemblies at temperatures from liquid ni-
trogen up to room temperature. Of particular interest are
the 75%wt, 35%wt, and 100%wt samples, which show resis-
tivities in the range 109-1012 Ω·cm at the LAr, LXe boiling
temperatures and room temperature, respectively. The ap-
proximate agreement between the resistivity values of the
new ceramic batch and an earlier version developed in [38]
suggests that the overall characteristics of the final samples
do not depend critically on the fabrication details.

Apart from the suitable resistivity range, the high break-
down voltage observed (above 3 kV) together with the
strong hints of electronic conductivity and stability over
time and transported charge, represent (a priori) essential
assets for the intended application. Both literature and our
measurements support the electron-conductivity hypothe-
sis:

(i) On the low Fe2O3-concentration end (few %wt),
Fe- and Fe2O3-doped YSZ ceramics have been ex-
tensively studied with concentrations up to around
5% mol and at high temperatures. Under these con-
ditions, the conductivity is predominantly ionic.
However, when the content of Fe-based impuri-
ties exceeds the solubility limit at around 6% mol
(2.84%wt), paths of hematite have been reported to
generate across the sample [23–25].

(ii) On the medium Fe2O3-concentration region (20-
50%wt), the aforementioned effect seems to induce
electron movement at the Fe sites, either through
disaggregated Fe ions at the grain-boundary [23] 3

or by electron hopping through Fe cations in the
zirconia lattice [17,24,26]. At these unusual con-

3 The possibility of the existence of a new phase at the grain-

boundary has been advocated on that work too.

centrations, mixed electronic-ionic conductivity has
been reported at high temperature [24,30], while the
range below room temperature seems not to have
been explored.

(iii) On the high Fe2O3-concentration end, below the
YSZ percolation threshold, electron conductivity
based on the polaron-hopping mechanism is known
to take place [17,18], and an enhancement in the
conductivity is expected due to the higher amount of
free electrons resulting from Zr donation [17].

Some (or all) of the above electron-conductivity mech-
anisms are expected to become dominant for low temper-
atures in case of medium and high Fe2O3-concentrations,
given that the activation energy will be too low to enable
ion conductivity [24].

The existence of mixed electron-ion conductivity at room
temperature is hinted in our data by indications of charge-
blocking at low fields (Fig. 3-bottom) as well as the non-
monotonous behavior of the relaxation time with Fe2O3

concentration (Fig. 8-right). While, based purely on the sta-
bility of the conductivity with transported charge, ion con-
ductivity seems to be subdominant, additional indications
can be found at LNT. In such conditions, charge blocking
disappears for low electric fields and the relaxation times
evolve monotonically with Fe2O3 concentration, facts that
can be interpreted as a result of the conduction process be-
coming ‘simpler’ at low temperatures, and expectedly dom-
inated by a form of electron conduction.

6. Conclusions

We demonstrate the maturity of Fe2O3/YSZ ceramic
plates made in-house for use in gaseous detectors as re-
sistive protection, across temperatures, specifically from
77 K (LNT) up to 300 K (RT). Fe2O3/YSZ ceramics are
robust, display low-outgassing and their resistivity is tun-
able through adjustment of the Fe2O3 content. Optimal
Fe2O3 concentrations are found to be 30-40%wt (LXeT),
65-75%wt (LArT) and 100%wt (RT). In the 65-75%wt
range, for which ‘in-detector’ operation has been presented
here for the first time in a dual-phase configuration at
around LArT, the material has an approximately linear
response up to 20 V voltage drop, and displays a break-
down voltage above 3 kV. Very good signal-coupling is ex-
pected by virtue of a relatively large dielectric constant
around εr ∼ 20. No electrical-aging effect (e.g., exhaustion
of charge carriers) was observed up to 8 mC/cm2 (LNT)
and 1 C/cm2 (RT). According to these results, and existing
literature, the dominant conductivity form of this family
of ceramics is likely of electron origin, thus guaranteeing
stability during run-time.
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1 Introduction

The MAgnetized Disc and Mirror Axion eXperiment (MADMAX) [1] is a project to search for dark
matter axions in the mass range around 100 µeV. This mass range, which is particularly difficult to
access experimentally, is favored in the scenario where the breaking of the Peccei-Quinn symmetry
happens after an early cosmic inflation [2]. To explore this part of the axion parameter space,
MADMAX utilizes the dielectric haloscope approach [3]. The axion to photon conversion occurs
inside a strong magnetic field at the boundaries between media with different dielectric constant Y.

The core element of MADMAX is the so-called booster, an arrangement of dielectric discs of
up to 1.25 m diameter in front of a metallic mirror (Y = ∞). The discs will be made from material
with high Y and low dielectric losses (low tan 𝛿), like lanthanum aluminate or sapphire. The mirror
directs the power generated in the booster system uni-directionally towards a receiver at one end of
the system. By arranging the dielectric discs in a proper way, the very weak emitted power (from
dark matter axions) of the order of 10−27 W can be boosted to a detectable level. The frequency
dependent ratio between power emitted by the booster to power emitted by the mirror only is called
boost factor. By re-arranging the distance between discs, the axion mass to which the system is
sensitive, as well as the bandwidth of the boost factor, can be tuned. The booster will be housed
inside a cryostat and will be cooled to liquid helium temperature in order to increase sensitivity
of the receiver by minimising the thermal noise of the system. The entire set-up will be placed
inside a ∼ 9 T dipole magnet to be located in the iron yoke of the former H1 experiment at DESY in
Hamburg (Gremany). The power emitted from the booster in form of microwave radiation is then
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focused by an elliptical mirror onto a horn antenna connected to a low-noise receiver system using
a heterodyne detection scheme.

To tune the range in which the experiment is sensitive, it is necessary to re-arrange the distance
between discs. For this purpose, a high-precision positioning system is required to move the large
discs (approximate weight of a 1.25 m diameter lanthanum aluminate disc is 6 kg). The positioning
system has to withstand cryogenic temperatures (around 4 K), high magnetic fields (9 T) and has to
ensure high precision (better than 10 µm) along a long stroke in the order of typically many cm up
to, in extreme scenarios, a metre. Additionally, the positioning system needs to be able to operate
in a gaseous helium atmosphere, which is necessary to ensure an efficient cooldown and a good
thermalisation of the dielectric discs. A concept for the positioning system using piezo actuators
based on the stick-slip principle was developed by the MADMAX collaboration in cooperation with
the company JPE: three actuators are used to move a disc, thus featuring actuators with different
orientations with respect to gravity and mechanical load. Table 1 lists the specifications for the
piezo-based linear stage (piezo actuator plus carriage) and a summary of the performed qualification
tests.

Table 1: Technical specifications of the MADMAX positioning system, and summary of conducted
tests at room temperature (RT) and cryogenic temperatures (low T).

Parameter Requirement Tested at RT Tested at low T
General specifications

Power consumption at rest < 25 mW
Power consumption during operation < 40 mW
Heat input through cabling < 0.5 mW
Operation in magnetic field 9 to 10 T not tested 5.3 T
Operation at cryogenic temperatures 4.2 K N/A 4.2 K
Operation in vacuum 10−6 mbar ok ok
Operation in He gas atmosphere 10−1 mbar N/A 10−1 mbar

Motor requirements
Travel range 1000 mm 130 mm∗ 130 mm∗

Stage velocity at 4.2 K 100 µm/s N/A 60 to 100 µm/s
Stepsize < 10 µm at 4.2 K 12 µm 2 µm
Load per actuator 2 kg 2 kg 2 kg
Different actuator orientations see Fig. 3 ok ok
Lifetime 10 m > 13 m∗∗

∗ maximum travel range in our set-up
∗∗ factory acceptance test

2 The stick-slip piezoelectric linear stage for MADMAX

The disc spacing in the booster must be adjustable and therefore each disc is connected to three
carriages, in a 120 degrees distribution along the disc circumference. Each carriage runs over a
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: The MADMAX linear stage consists of a carriage with piezo actuator and roller bearings
(a) interfacing with the ceramic rail (b).

stationary ceramic rail, as shown in Fig. 1. A carriage interfaces to its rail via four ceramic roller
bearings, two fixed and two mounted on a flexure pivot, allowing them to be spring preloaded
to maintain play free and smooth operation, to compensate for significant dimensional changes
between assembly at room temperature and operation at cryogenic temperature. The preload force
is applied by simply fixing a single screw, no adjustment is needed. The screw will deform a
leafspring to a predetermined value, set by geometry in the aluminum carriage frame, and the
symmetrical layout guarantees that both bearings are preloaded with the same force. To drive a
carriage over the rail it is fitted with a bespoke JPE designed MADMAX actuator (referred as piezo
actuator in fig. 1). This piezo electric actuator operates by the so-called stick-slip motion and is
depicted in Fig. 2. When applying the above-mentioned bearing preload, the wings of the actuator
(yellow parts at the top in Fig. 2a) are pressed at the same time against the stationary rail with a
predefined force, thereby locking this part of the actuator to the rail in the direction of motion by
friction. For slow piezo movement the inertia of the carriage with the connected disc will not be
sufficient to break this friction, and the carriage will move with respect to the wings and therefore
also with respect to the rail, but a rapid piezo return-motion will cause the friction to break, and
the carriage will remain stationary. Effectively, a micron level step is made and repetitive operation
of the actuator will result in macroscopic motion, up to the required meter level. An additional
challenge is the power supply to the actuator, which traditionally would require wires to travel with
the carriage over a meter distance. An elegant solution has been found in the use of sliding contacts
on the piezo actuator which contact a stationary power rail in the booster, thus eliminating the need
for wires.

3 Qualification at room temperature

To qualify the demonstrator of the MADMAX piezolectric linear stage at room temperature,
the displacement was measured as function of time for different settings of the relevant actuator
parameters (relative stepsize and frequency of the steps), different mechanical loads and in different
orientations.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2: Piezo actuator concept (a) and realized prototype (b and c). In (a) the wings (yellow) of
the actuator are pressed against the stationary rail not shown here. Compare also to the component
labeled "Piezo actuator" in Fig. 1.

3.1 Set-up

The set-up of the demonstrator is shown in Fig. 3, which features a single actuator assembly of
which in MADMAX three will be used per disc. The set-up can be placed in the four different
orientations (#0, #1, #2, #3) indicated in the lower part of Fig. 3. In all orientations the movement
of the stage is in the horizontal plane, as foreseen for the MADMAX booster. A retroreflector
was mounted on the carriage (or on the weight block) in order to measure its displacement along
the ceramic rail. It was aligned with the optical head of a laser interferometer system (SmarAct
PicoScale with C03 sensor head and ECU) which allows to measure the stage displacement with a
frequency of approximate 1 kHz and a resolution of better than 100 nm.

A weight block (made of two parts) can be mounted onto the carriage to test the system with
different mechanical loads and to simulate the weight of the disc: no weight (0 kg), 1 kg (half weight
block), and 2 kg (full weight block). The 2 kg weight configuration resembles the situation in the
booster where a single 6 kg disc is moved by a total of three motors.

Communication with the linear stage was realized via a dedicated CADM2 controller by JPE
(which was customized for the operation of the demonstrator). Input parameters to the controller
are the relative stepsize (RSS) and step frequency. RSS can be varied from 0 to 100 % in 1 %
increments and affects the maximum voltage difference applied to the piezo actuator during a stroke
and by this the achieved displacement in one step/cycle of the stick-slip motion (stepsize). The step
frequency, adjustable from 0 to 50 Hz in 1 Hz increments, determines the number of steps performed
per second. Multiplying stepsize (depending on RSS) and frequency gives the stage velocity.

3.2 Measurements and results

To qualify the demonstrator at room temperature, overall stage velocity and average stepsize were
measured as function of RSS and frequency for four different orientations and the three different
weight configurations. To do so, the stage displacement was measured as function of time. Fig. 4a
shows the displacement with time for a sequence of 20 steps in forward direction with 100 %
relative stepsize and for 10 steps per second, in orientation #0 and with 2 kg mechanical load.
The individual steps are clearly visible as well as the small reverse movement after each forward
step which is typical for the inertia-based stick-slip principle. The demonstrator was behaving as
expected. The same behavior was observed in all orientations tested. Fig. 4b shows the distribution
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Figure 3: Picture showing the room temperature set-up (without the additional weight block)
and main parts labeled. Sketches below the picture indicate the nomenclature of the different
orientations used throughout this text. The picture shows the set-up in orientation #2.

of the individual stepsizes extracted from five 20-step movements: The two small peaks left and
right of the mean stepsize are formed by the first and last steps of each 20-step movement, as these
are shorter/longer than the steps in between due to technical reasons. This does not affect the mean
stepsize as the shortest and longest steps compensate each other. For the configuration used in Fig. 4
the width of the distribution of the individual stepsizes is below 100 nm (not taking into account
the first and last step of each movement).

For the following measurements described in this section, the mean stepsize is extracted from
five 20-step movements. For the later measurements at cryogenic temperatures, no cryo-compatible
laser interferometer was available at the time. The use of end switches in the set-up for cryogenic
temperatures allows to compute the velocity of the stage from the travel time of a defined range. The
velocity is therefore used as a figure of merit to allow easy comparison between room temperature
and cryogenic measurements.

The velocity (and stepsize) of the stage was measured as a function of the step frequency
(varied from 10 to 50 Hz in 10 Hz increments) and the relative stepsize (varied from 20 to 100 % in
20 % increments) for all four orientations and the three different weight configurations, forward and
reverse. As to be expected, the velocity is a linear function of the step frequency, and independent
of the orientation. Therefore, later measurements at cryogenic temperatures were carried out with
a fixed frequency of 50 Hz and for only three of the four orientations.

Fig. 5 shows the forward and reverse velocities (and stepsizes) as function of the relative stepsize
for the three different weight configurations in orientation #0 and for a step frequency of 50 Hz. For
this setting it can be clearly seen that the determined velocity is proportional to the relative stepsize.
This general behaviour was reproduced in the measurements with all other settings. As expected
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Figure 4: Displacement of the piezo stage measured with the Picoscale laser interferometer during
a forward movement of 20 steps with a frequency of 10 Hz and 100 % stepsize (a), and histogram of
the individual stepsizes extracted from five 20-step forward movements (b). The stage was operated
in orientation #0, with 2 kg mechanical load, at room temperature and without a magnetic field. In
(a) the individual steps and the stick-slip movement are clearly visible. In (b) a narrow distribution
of the individual stepsizes around the mean stepsize is visible, due to technical reasons the first and
last step in a movement are always different (one being shorter and the other longer than the steps
in between) resulting in the two side peaks left and right of the main distribution. This does not
affect the mean stepsize.

for an actuator using the stick-slip principle there is a small difference (typically in the order of less
than a micron) between the forward and reverse velocity. The stick-slip motion relies on the inertia
of the load, hence a minimum mechanical load on the carriage is required for the system to work
according to specifications. This can be seen in Fig. 5 as the velocity with 0 kg is actually lower (by
about 20 to 50 % depending on the relative stepsize) than the velocity with an added mechanical
load, while it hardly differs by less than a micron for 1 kg and 2 kg. Without sufficient inertia, the
stage will move more in the opposite direction during the slip phase of the motion, resulting in a
smaller stepsize. The dependence of the velocity and stepsize on the relative stepsize parameter is
linear with an offset, i.e., a minimum relative stepsize (or voltage difference in the applied signal)
is needed for the stage to start moving.

4 Qualification at cryogenic temperatures and high magnetic field

The availability of a system that reliably actuates the discs with the needed precision at cryogenic
temperature and at high magnetic field is one of the very challenging aspects of the MADMAX
project. Especially it is known that for these kind of piezoelectric actuators the stroke and thus the
stage velocity decrease when going to lower (or even cryogenic) temperatures. In order to verify
the functionality of the piezo-based linear stages, it is unavoidable to test them in a representative
environment. Initial tests were performed in an available vacuum cryostat at a temperature of 4.5 K.
In a second step, the stage was also tested inside a 5.3 T dipole magnet, both at 28 K in vacuum and
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Figure 5: Linear stage velocity and stepsize measured with a laser interferometer as a function
of the relative stepsize parameter for different loads mounted on the carriage of the linear stage
(0 kg, 1 kg and 2 kg). Measurements were performed with the actuator in orientation #0, at room
temperature, and without a magnetic field.

at approx. 5 K with helium exchange gas surrounding the piezo stage. For all these cryogenic tests
the velocity was derived by measuring the time needed to move the stage between two end switches
of the system. A summary of the different set-ups and performed measurements can be found in
Table 2. It is important to mention that at cryogenic temperatures piezoelectric ceramics experience
various changes in their properties, including a strongly reduced electrical capacitance, as well as a
reduction of the strain coefficients ([4–8]). These changes might influence the performance of the
piezo actuators.

Table 2: Summary of set-ups and measurements. At room temperature the velocity was measured
with the laser interferometer over short movements and not full travel cycles.

Stage set-up Test facility Orient. 𝑃[mbar] Temp cycles vel. (f) vel. (r)
JPE set-up Lab all 103 RT - 775(4) µm/s 795(6) µm/s
JPE set-up Vac. Cryostat #3 < 10−5 4.5 K 10 71(5) µm/s 80(5) µm/s
JPE set-up Vac. Cryostat #1 < 10−5 4.5 K 8 71(5) µm/s 80(5) µm/s

ALPS set-up Vac. Cryostat #2 < 10−5 4.5 K 20 116(5) µm/s 116(5) µm/s
ALPS set-up ALPS-magnet #2 < 10−4 28 K 10 126(10) µm/s 142(6) µm/s
ALPS set-up ALPS-magnet #2 10−1 gHe 5 K 6 50(5) µm/s 62(5) µm/s
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Figure 6: Demonstrator set-up modified to fit in the bore of the ALPS magnet. Below the 1 kg
weight block, the unmodified carriage is running along the unaltered ceramic rail.

4.1 Set-ups for cryogenics

Two different linear stage test set-ups were used for the tests in cryogenics. For the tests at 4.5 K
(without a magnet), the original set-up delivered by JPE was slightly modified to mount it onto the
cold plate of a Cryovac vacuum cryostat. This stage set-up was placed inside the vacuum volume of
the Cryovac cryostat. The pressure reached was better than 6 × 10−6 mbar. In order to ensure good
heat transfer, the cold plate and the weight block of the linear stage were connected via a copper
braid. Two end switches were installed to constrain the travel range of the stage to a defined distance.
The controller of the linear stage was programmed to switch the moving direction when one of the
end switches was activated. A 2 kg block was attached to the stage carriage to simulate the weight
of a dielectric disc. The temperature of the system was monitored using three temperature sensors
(LakeShore DT-670 silicon diodes). The sensors were attached to one side plate, to the copper strip
(responsible for heat transfer between stage and cryostat) and to the weight block. The linear stage
velocity, obtained from the measured travelling time, is used to characterize the performance of the
stage under different conditions.

For the tests in the magnetic field in vacuum and in a gaseous environment, an ALPS-II dipole
magnet [9] at DESY (Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron) was used. In order to meet the limited
space requirements of the 55 mm diameter cold bore, modifications were carried out. The modified
set-up including the modified test weight are shown in fig. 6. In this ALPS-magnet test set-up,
smaller side plates were required, as well as a more compact stainless steel weight (approx. 1 kg).
Three CERNOX temperature sensors were attached to the side of the weight, to the cooling copper
strip and to the carriage (closer to the piezo actuator than in the previous configuration), see Fig. 6
for their position. The magnetic field is perpendicular to the direction of motion of the stage as it
will be in the MADMAX booster.

4.2 Qualification measurements at cryogenic temperatures

Figure 7 shows the stage velocity derived from the test runs for three different actuator orientations
(all following a horizontal movement). Three of the data sets (black, red and blue markers) were
taken in a vacuum cryostat at temperatures below 10 K, whereas the last one (green markers) was
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taken in the ALPS magnet at 28 K. At the beginning of each run in the vacuum cryostat, the
temperature of the stage was 4.5 K, gradually increasing during operation to a maximum of 9 K.
The stage moved along a travel range of 14 mm for 10 cycles in orientation #3 (see Fig. 3, bottom)
and along an 18 mm range for 8 cycles at orientation #1. A cycle is defined as the movement of
the stage from the start to the end position and back to the start position. Forward and reverse
movement directions are plotted separately in order to visualize any direction dependencies.

With the JPE set-up in the vacuum cryostat, the stage moved reliably in both orientations,
with a slightly different velocity in orientation #1 than in orientation #3. A stage velocity of
approx. 71 µm/s in the forward direction and approx. 80 µm/s in the reverse direction was derived.
Before testing the stage in the presence of the magnetic field, the ALPS set-up was tested for 20
cycles in the vacuum cryostat (blue markers). The absolute stage velocity was significantly faster
than with the original set-up (approximately 116 µm/s). However, the hysteresis between the two
movement directions was almost absent. The improvement in the velocity was likely caused by a
change of the carriage wheels/bearings to an improved design which was implemented along with
the general modification of the set-up for the tests in the magnet. The ALPS set-up was tested in
the ALPS magnet after cool down, in vacuum, initially without a magnetic field (green markers).
The minimum temperature achieved inside the magnet (in vacuum) was 28 K. Due to the higher
temperature, the stage was significantly faster: approximately 124 µm/s in the forward direction
and 137 µm/s in the reverse direction.

Stage velocity as function of temperature is shown in figure 8. At approximately 6 K, the
stage (JPE set-up, orientation #1) was initially moving with a velocity of 70 µm/s and 76 µm/s,
respectively. The cryostat temperature was then slowly increased in a controlled manner. The
stage velocity increased, as expected, with increasing actuator temperature (for both movement
directions). At lower temperatures, the piezo stroke is, as mentioned above, smaller and so, for a
fixed frequency of 50 Hz, the stage velocity is reduced. As the temperature is increased, the piezo
stroke becomes larger, resulting in larger velocities, as observed during the experiment.

4.3 Measurements at high magnetic fields and in a gaseous helium environment

The measurement was repeated with different magnetic field values. The comparison of the stage
velocity for three values of the magnetic field (0, 1.9 and 5.3 T) is shown in Fig. 9. Here, both the
tests in vacuum (𝑃 < 10−4 mbar) and in a helium gas environment are shown. At 𝑃 < 10−4 mbar
and 𝑇 = 28 K (black markers), in a 1.9 T magnetic field, a small increase in velocity from 126 µm/s
to 132 µm/s was observed for the forward direction. In a 5.3 T magnetic field, a significantly larger
velocity of 155 µm/s was obtained. For the reverse direction, a much smaller increase to 141 µm/s
and to 143 µm/s, respectively, was observed. The large change of velocity for the forward direction
in the presence of a strong magnetic field perpendicular to the direction of movement is still under
investigation. The large error bars for the data points without a helium gas atmosphere results from
the temperature of the piezo actuator rising during movement cycles of the stage due to the weak
thermal linkage of the piezo actuator to the rest of the system.

Helium gas was injected gradually into the ALPS magnet, directly before and after ramping
up the ALPS magnet to 5.3 T. Within 10 minutes after injecting gas, the temperature of the set-up
dropped from 28 K to approx. 5 K. In the gHe environment, the stage was approximately a factor
two slower as expected from the dependence of the stage velocity on the stage temperature (see also
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Figure 7: Velocity of the linear stage measured with the original set-up and the ALPS set-up
at different cryogenic temperatures and in different orientations. All tests were carried out in a
vacuum cryostat, except the measurement at 28 K, performed inside the ALPS-magnet vacuum
bore. The measurements were performed without a magnetic field. The maximum error is smaller
than ±5 µm/s, decreasing with decreasing stage velocity. Errorbars are not shown for the sake of
simplicity.

Fig. 8). This decrease in velocity was observed for all He partial pressures and for both directions
of movement. In all previous tests in an environment with 𝑃 < 10−4 mbar, an increase of the local
temperature of the set-up during operation could be observed. In the presence of helium gas, this
increase in temperature was not observed. This is likely due to the gas efficiently cooling the piezo
element. Thus, the actuator does not warm up locally. This keeps the stroke of the piezo element
very small, i.e., the linear stage very slow. Additionally, in the presence of helium gas, an increase
in velocity in the forward direction at 5.3 T was observed, as already seen in vacuum (Fig. 9).

5 Conclusions

In the series of qualification tests and measurements, it could be verified that the demonstrator of
the piezo-based positioning stage for the MADMAX booster works in all orientations and mostly
independent of the applied mechanical load. The here presented piezo-based linear stage works at
room temperature as well as at cryogenic temperatures down to 4.5 K. While the velocity at the
lowest temperatures with approximately 60 to 70 µm/s is below the specified value of 100 µm/s,
it is still sufficient for MADMAX. It could be shown that the linear stage works in high magnetic
fields up to 5.3 T as well as in a gaseous helium atmosphere. The latter is crucial to improve the
thermal linkage between the stage and its surroundings to keep the piezo actuator from warming up
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Figure 8: Velocity of the linear stage as function of temperature. Measured with 2 kg load mounted
to the stage carriage and with the piezo actuator moving in orientation #1. Measurement was
performed with the original set-up, and without magnetic field.

during movement. This shows that the actuator developed for MADMAX exploiting the stick-slip
principle is suited for the disc positioning system of the MADMAX booster.

6 Outlook

With the general concept of the piezo-based linear stage being successfully qualified for the MAD-
MAX booster, a simple system, dubbed Project200 (or in short P200) has been built. P200 features
three of the piezo stages moving a single 200 mm diameter disc in a small-scale version of the
mechanical structure of MADMAX’ prototype booster. In addition, Project200 features a cryo-
compatible laser interferometer, which allows monitoring the positions of the three piezo actuators,
and a dedicated control system. This system allows for the synchronous movement of three piezo
actuators using the laser interferometer reading as feedback signal for the positioning of the disc.
Tests of the Project200 set-up inside a 1.6 T magnetic field and at cryogenic temperatures have been
performed and results will be reported in a future publication.
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Figure 9: Velocity of the linear stage as a function of the applied magnetic field. Measurements
were performed with the ALPS set-up (approximate mechanical load: 1 kg) and inside the bore
of the ALPS magnet with and without a gaseous helium atmosphere (pressure between a few
10−2 mbar and 10−1 mbar) surrounding the set-up. The presence of the gaseous helium atmosphere
significantly improves the thermal coupling between the set-up and the cold bore of the magnet.
Without the gaseous helium atmosphere, the stage temperature increases during operation, resulting
in larger error bars.

References

[1] Brun, P. et al. (The MADMAX Collaboration), A new experimental approach to probe QCD axion
dark matter in the mass range above 40 µeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 186 (2019).

[2] Buschmann, M., et al., Dark matter from axion strings with adaptive mesh refinement, Nat. Commun.
13, 1049 (2022).

[3] Caldwell, A. et al., Dielectric Haloscopes: A New Way to Detect Axion Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett.
118(9), 091801 (2017).

[4] Simpson,A. M. and Wolfs,W., Thermal expansion and piezoelectric response of PZT Channel 5800
for use in low-temperature scanning tunneling microscope designs, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 58 (1987)
2193-2195.

[5] Locatelli,M. and Lamboley,G. and Michenaud,J. P. and Bayot,V., Easy method to characterize a
piezoelectric ceramic tube as a displacer, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 59 (1988) 661-663.

[6] Blackford,B. L. and Jericho,M. H. and Boudreau,M. G., A vertical/horizontal two-dimensional
piezoelectric driven inertial slider micropositioner for cryogenic applications, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 63
(1992) 2206-2209.

[7] Fouaidy, M. and Martinet, G. and Hammoudi, N. and Chatelet, F. and Olivier, A., Characterization at

– 12 –



Cryogenic Temperatures of Piezostacks Dedicated to Fast Tuners for SRF Cavities, 2007 14th
International Conference on Mixed Design of Integrated Circuits and Systems (2007) 17-22.

[8] Adhikari,R. and Doesinger,K. and Lindner,P. and Faina,B. and Bonanni,A., Low temperature and
high magnetic field performance of a commercial piezo-actuator probed via laser interferometry, Rev.
Sci. Instrum. 92 (2021) 035002.

[9] Albrecht, C. et al., Straightening of superconducting HERA dipoles for the any-light-particle-search
experiment ALPS II, EPJ Tech. Instrum. 8, 5 (2021).

– 13 –



Development of AC-LGAD detector with finer pitch
electrodes for high energy physics experiments
Sayuka KITA1, Koji NAKAMURA2, Tomoka IMAMURA1, Ikumi GOYA1,Kazuhiko
HARA3

1 Graduate School of Science and Technology, University of Tsukuba, 1-1-1 Tennodai,
Tsukuba, Ibaraki, 305-8571, Japan
2Institute of Particle and Nuclear Studies, High Energy Research Organization, 1-1 Oho,
Tsukuba, Ibaraki, 305-0801, Japan
3 Faculty of Pure and Applied Sciences and Tomonaga Center for the History of the Universe,
University of Tsukuba, 1-1-1 Tennodai, Tsukuba, Ibaraki, 305-8571, Japan

E-mail: kita@hep.px.tsukuba.ac.jp, Koji.Nakamura@cern.ch

(Received May 23, 2023)

Low-Gain Avalanche Diode (LGAD) sensor is one of candidate sensors for the tracker at fu-
ture hadron collider experiments. To use this sensor as a tracking detector, AC-LGAD sensor
is being developed which has both timing and spatial resolutions. In high luminosity environ-
ments, good timing resolution (typically 30 ps) together with O (10 µm) spatial resolution helps
to reduce pileup effect and reconstruct tracks correctly. By optimizing fabrication parameters,
80 µm pitch strip and 100 µm pitch pixel sensors are successfully produced. The signal height
(MPV) was 39.26±0.08 mV and 128.9±3.3 mV, respectively, for penetrating β particles. The
observed 60% of signal reduction of the strip sensor is explained by a larger inter-electrode
capacitance compared with the pixel sensor. In this paper, we present the performance of
fine electrode pitch AC-LGAD sensors including the pulse height and cross-talk of pixel and
strip type sensors evaluated using a β-ray source and the detection efficiency measured in an
800 MeV electron beam.
KEYWORDS: silicon, tracker, LGAD, AC-LGAD

1. Introduction

Tracking detectors in future high-energy and high-luminosity hadron colliders are re-
quired to correctly assign the tracks associated to the hard scattering vertex among huge
number of pileup vertices. Up to 200 collisions are expected in an event at the HL-LHC ATLAS
experiment [1] and 10 times more in the future circular hadron collider. In such an environ-
ment, a revolution in the tracking system is required, e.g., realization of a time resolution of
O (10) ps in addition to a spatial resolution of O (10) µm.

The Low-Gain Avalanche Diode (LGAD) is a semiconductor detector with improved time
resolution. Presently a time resolution of 30 ps [2] has been achieved for minimum ionizing
particles (MIPs). In realizing the spatial resolution with LGAD, we have identified potential
difficulties in improving the granularity of the electrodes [3, 4] without decreasing the active
area fraction. To solve the issue, a capacitively-coupled LGAD sensor (AC-LGAD) [5] has been
developed by KEK and University of Tsukuba in collaboration with Hamamatsu Photonics
K.K. (HPK). In the previous study [6], the three process parameters, n+ and p+ implant con-
centrations and electrode coupling capacitance, were varied and the fundamental AC-LGAD
performance was evaluated to optimize the parameters.
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In this paper, the performance of fine electrode pitch sensors with pixel type and strip type
electrodes is described.

2. AC-LGAD prototypes

The LGAD sensor is basically an n+-in-p semiconductor diode, containing an additional
p+ layer under the n+ electrode with a larger boron doping compared to that in the p-bulk
region. The additional layer makes an extremely high electric field, typically over 300 kV/cm,
between n+ and p+. Such a large electric field induces avalanche multiplication, increasing
the number of electron and hole pairs by about 10-20 times of that originally produced by
a MIP. Superior time resolution is a consequence of rapid movement of a large number of
electrons and holes created in the gain region by the high electric field. Concerning the spatial
resolution improvement, the granularity of the electrodes is increased. In case where the gain
layers (combination of n+ and p+) are formed separately for each direct-coupled electrode,
the regions between the n+ electrodes have no gain hence the fill factor is low as described
in [4]. To overcome this feature, a capacitively-coupled LGAD (AC-LGAD) sensor, as shown in
Fig. 1(a), has been developed. A single uniform gain layer is placed over the sensor active area
and for the segmented readout, patterned aluminum electrodes are placed on the oxide layer,
and the induced signal is read out capacitively. The uniform gain layer eliminates the inactive
regions as the avalanche multiplication occurs uniformly across the entire active area.

Fig. 1(b) illustrates the signal readout principle of the AC-LGAD sensor and equivalent
circuit. The signal charge produced by the avalanche (Q0) flows in two paths; one is read out
via coupling capacitors (Ccp), and the other is cross-talk through the n+ implant that has an
effective resistance (Rimp). The read out charge (Q) is determined by the impedance ratio of
the two, ZCcp and ZRimp , which are the impedances of Ccp and Rimp, respectively. Additional
cross-talk is expected via inter-electrode capacitance (Cint) in case ZCint is large and becomes
comparable to ZCcp . Although a presence of cross-talk to the neighboring electrodes through n+
layer is a feature of AC-LGAD sensor, optimization study of n+ and p+ doping concentrations
succeeded in suppressing the cross-talk reasonably small and keeping the signal height large,
as described in [5] and [6].
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Fig. 1. AC-LGAD detector (left) and signal readout model of AC-LGAD (right).

According to the signal readout model, the coupling capacitance (Ccp) and inter electrode
capacitance (Cint) are the important parameters to be optimized while the effective n+ resis-
tance (Rimp) is optimized to be as large as possible but avoiding the depletion to reach the insu-
lator. The Ccp was varied by the thickness of the insulator (a combination of silicon dioxide and
silicon nitride) layer as well as the area of the electrode. The thickness of the insulator layer
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was varied so that the coupling capacitance is 120 pF/mm2, 240 pF/mm2 and 600 pF/mm2,
each for the two n+ resistivity points, as summarized in Table I. Since the Al electrode deter-
mines the granularity of the device, sensors with various pitches are tested. All the prototype
sensors used for the study in this article are summarized in Table II.

Table I. Summary of six prototype variations in n+ implant concentrations and coupling capaci-
tances, Ccp.

Ccp [pF/mm2]
n+ resistivity [Ω/ä] 600 240 120

1600 E600 E240 E120
400 C600 C240 C120

The p+ concentration was tuned to keep the LGAD operation voltage in a range for each
of the n+ resistivity points. The operation voltage is similarly 190 V among C-type senors and
160 V among E-type sensors, so the sensor performance of each type can be compared at the
same bias voltage.

Table II. Physical parameters of the produced sensor types; Strip and Pixel. The overall size, elec-
trode pitch, electrode width, and the numbers of electrodes in column and row directions are summa-
rized. "Cut Strip" contains strips of different lengths (200µm ∼ 8890µm) in one sensor.

Sensor type Strip Cut Strip Pixel
overall dimension (mm) 11.2 × 2.7 2.4 × 2.4
electrode pitch (µm) 80 100×100 150×150 200×200
electrode 40, 45, 60, 70 40, 60 90 140 190
dimension (µm) ×9880 ×200∼8890 ×90 ×140 ×190
#column×#row 16×1 10×10 6×6 5×5

3. Performance dependence on the fabrication parameters

3.1 Experimental procedure using β source
The sensor performance dependence on the sensor fabrication parameters is evaluated

by injecting 90Sr β-ray as MIP. The reverse bias (negative voltage) is supplied to the rear of
the sensor via conductive tape attached on a KEK 16ch amplifier board [6]. The scintillation
counter read out with MPPCs is used as the trigger. The amplified signals are digitized by a
desktop digitizer, CAEN DT5742 (5 GHz sampling with 1024 long memory of 12-bit ADC with
1 V full scale) [6]. Typical pulse shape is reported in elsewhere [5].

The signal pulse height is searched for among the sampled points as the largest negative
height among the all readout channels, 4×4 for the pixel and consecutive 16 for the strip
sensors. The arrival time of the signal is defined as the time at 50% of the pulse height. The
pulse height distributions as shown in Fig. 2(a) (and also in Fig. 4(a)) are for the events whose
arrival time is between 0 to 30 ns. The signal size of the distribution is evaluated as MPV of
the distribution of the signal pulse heights separated from the "noise" fitted by a Landau and
Gaus convoluted function [6]. The "noise" events are for the case β-ray traversed outside the
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readout area representing the largest noise observed in this time range. The noise distribution
is fitted by an asymmetric double Gaussian function.

Fig. 2(b) shows the relationship of noise rejection factor and signal efficiency. A signal
efficiency of 99.54 % is achievable at a 10−4 of noise rate (104 of rejection factor).
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Fig. 2. (a) Pulse height distribution of E600 pixel sensor of 100 µm pitch evaluated using 90Sr. Red
and blue curves correspond to fitted signal and noise distributions. (b) The signal efficiency and rejection
factor of the same sensor.

3.2 Pixel dependence on Rimp and Ccp
To measure the dependence on Rimp and Ccp, the six 150 µm pitch pixel sensors are com-

pared for the signal size. Fig. 3(a) shows the signal size with respect to Ccp for the two Rimp
values. Red and blue points correspond to Rimp value of 400 Ω/� (C-type) and 1600 Ω/� (E-
type), respectively. The signal size becomes larger with Ccp and Rimp as expected: the sensor
with maximum signal size is of 1600 Ω/� of Rimp and 600 pF/mm2 of Ccp.

3.3 Dependence on the pixel pitch
The signal size is compared among pixel sensors with different pitches, 100, 150 and

200 µm and with Ccp of 600 pF/mm2. The signal size is observed very similar in each of the
Rimp values, as shown in Fig. 3(b).

For the 100 µm pixel sensor with 1600 Ω/� and 600 pF/mm2, the obtained signal size is
128.9±3.3 mV as a fit shown in Fig.2(a), and the separation of signal and noise distributions
is excellent.

3.4 Strip sensor performance
3.4.1 signal size and cross-talk

The performance of the strip sensor is also studied using β ray as the strip sensors are
useful in reducing the total number of readout channels in experiments. Fig. 4(a) is the distri-
bution of largest single channel pulse height in 16 consecutive readout strips of E600 type. The
signal MPV is 39.26±0.08 mV, and signal efficiency calculated as for the pixel sensor is 99.99%
at a 10−4 of noise rate. The magnitude of cross-talk is also evaluated as the pulse height ratio
to the leading strip with the largest pulse height in an event, The magnitude of the cross-talk
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Fig. 3. (a) The signal size evaluated using 90Sr as a function of Ccp. Each colored point corresponds
to fixed Rimp value. (b) The Signal size evaluated using 90Sr as a function of pixel pitch (Ccp is
600 pF/mm2). Each colored point corresponds to fixed Rimp value.

is shown in Fig. 4(b) as a function of the distance to the leading strip. The cross-talk distance
is defined as the distance constant of an exponential function fitted to the profiled data points.
The cross-talk distance of E600 strip is 62.4±0.8 µm, which is smaller than 1 strip distance,
so the cross-talk suppression is reasonably achieved. The results indicate the designed strip
sensor has a good signal to noise ratio and a small cross-talk, performance being expected in
hadron collider experiments. Note that the non-zero constant at the tail is due to the feature
of searching for the largest noise in the pre-defined time range of 30 ns.
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Fig. 4. (a) Pulse height distribution of strip E600 evaluated using 90Sr. Red and blue curves are fitted
signal and noise distributions. (b) Pulse height ratios to the leading strip as function of distance from
leading strip. Black dots are profiled points and fitted by an exponential + constant function.
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3.4.2 signal size dependence on the strip length
Comparing the pulse heights of the strip and pixel sensors, the strip signal size is smaller

than pixel, by a factor of about 3, although the strip is larger in the electrode area, hence larger
coupling capacitance. A larger inter-electrode capacitance in the strip sensor is in effect. To
check this, a dedicated strip sensor of which strip electrodes have different lengths is fabricated
and response to β ray is measured. The strip sensor has cut-lines in diagonal direction, cutting
16 electrodes at different lengths making 32 electrodes with different lengths (as the strip is
read out from both sides). In addition, we fabricated 2 electrode widths, 40 µm and 60 µm,
at the same 80 µm pitch. The signal size is observed to become smaller with strip length as
shown in Fig. 5(a). Each colored point corresponds to the strip width of 40 µm (Narrow) or
60 µm (Wide). The wide strip has a larger slope, indicating the signal reduction with length
is due to inter-strip capacitance, which is larger in wide electrode strips. In case of the wide
strip, the signal size is reduced to 40% from 1 mm to 10 mm strip length. The cross-talk is
also measured. The cross-talk ratio in Fig. 5(b) is evaluated as pulse height ratio of leading
strip to the sum of both neighboring strips. The cross-talk increases with strip length, and in
case of wide strip, the cross-talk ratio is 1.2 at 10 mm. The significant increase of cross-talk
contributes in reduction of signal size of the leading strip. The observation suggests that the
signal pickup is very similar between the strip and pixel, and the strip sensor of 10 mm length
is useful if the magnitude of the cross-talk is taken into account.
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Fig. 5. The pulse height (left) and crosstalk (right) of dedicated strip sensors with different strip
lengths which is measured by 90Sr. Narrow and wide strips are with electrodes of 40 µm and 60 µm
widths, respectively. The cross-talk ratio is defined as pulse height of leading divided by the sum of
neighboring strips.

4. Detection efficiency evaluated using electron beam

The efficiency of detecting MIP particles is evaluated by using an 800 MeV electron beam
available at Research Center for Electron Photon Science (ELPH), Tohoku University. Five-
layer telescope is used for tracking. The pixel size of telescope sensors is either 50×250 µm2

or 25×500 µm2. Two scintillation counters read out with MPPCs are used for trigger with one
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of five telescope sensors used to define region of interest (ROI) in addition. Triggering is con-
trolled by an FPGA based trigger logic unit (TLU) [6]. In evaluating the efficiency by 800 MeV
electron testbeam, 4×4 of 100 µm pitch pixels located at the center of active area are wire-
bonded and read out with DT5742. The threshold for each pixel signal is determined such that
the noise rate is 10−4. An efficiency map is constructed for the events which recorded at least
1 hit pixel divided by the number of tracks. The track pointing resolution is evaluated from
the projected efficiency distribution across the pixel boundary edge, resulting 48.7±7.2 µm in
X direction and 105±12 µm in Y direction. The efficiency is evaluated using the tracks that
pass the region 1 sigma in pointing resolution inside from the pixel edges. The efficiency dis-
tributions projected in X and Y are shown in Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(b). The data points are fitted
by an error function on both edges, and the efficiency is evaluated in the top flat region of the
distributions. The efficiency is 97.6±0.7% in X and 97.4±1.1% in Y, respectively. These values
are high enough considering the residual multiple scattering effects. Note that the area with
response is wider than the physical readout area of 400×400 µm2, as the surrounding pixels
are not wirebonded and signals are read out via cross-talk.
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Fig. 6. Efficiency of 100 um pixel (E600) in direction X(left) and Y(right) evaluated in an 800 MeV
electron testbeam.

5. Conclusions

Development of AC-LGAD sensors with finer pitch electrodes is in progress with Hama-
matsu Photonics. To make signal larger and crosstalk smaller, two parameters, n+ resistivity
and coupling capacitance, are optimized. The sensor which has largest n+ resistivity and cou-
pling capacitance demonstrated a best and excellent performance as a tracking sensor.

Comparing different pixel pitches down to 100 µm, the pulse height is almost identical.
The signal size is 128.9±3.3 mV and signal efficiency is 99.54% at a 10−4 of noise rate: the
signal is well separated from noise. A detection efficiency of 97% is achieved in an 800 MeV
electron beam, where the observed efficiency includes residual effect of multiple scattering.

The signal efficiency of strip is 99.99% at a 10−4 of noise rate. The inter-strip capacitance
effect is larger in strip than in pixel sensor. A signal reduction to 40% is caused at a strip
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length of 10 mm.
In summary, clear signal is observed in 100 µm pitch pixel and 80 µm pitch strip sen-

sors, demonstrating excellent AC-LGAD sensor performance as a tracking sensor. To deploy
AC-LGAD sensors as an inner tracker in hadron collider experiments, radiation tolerance is
required. New ideas of radiation hardening are investigated and will be implemented in next
prototypes. Also ASIC must be developed for multiple channel readout.
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Abstract

We describe the development, operation, and application of the 4D Camera – a 576 by 576 pixel

active pixel sensor for scanning/transmission electron microscopy which operates at 87,000 Hz.

The detector generates data at approximately 480 Gbit/s which is captured by dedicated receiver

computers with a parallelized software infrastructure that has been implemented to process the

resulting 10 - 700 Gigabyte-sized raw datasets. The back illuminated detector provides the ability

to detect single electron events at accelerating voltages from 30 - 300 keV. Through electron

counting, the resulting sparse data sets are reduced in size by 10−300× compared to the raw data,

and open-source sparsity-based processing algorithms offer rapid data analysis. The high frame

rate allows for large and complex 4D-STEM experiments to be accomplished with typical STEM

scanning parameters.

∗ percius@lbl.gov
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I. Introduction

Progress in direct electron detectors (DEDs) for transmission electron microscopy (TEM)

has recently lead to significant advances in almost every aspect of the field. DEDs provide

significantly faster readout, zero dead time (rolling shutter readout), and large improvements

in sensitivity compared to traditional charge-coupled device (CCD) cameras. DEDs avoid

the conversion process of electrons-to-photons-to-electrons involved in the use of CCDs with

a scintillator. This leads to improvements in sensitivity, point spread function (PSF), and

detector quantum efficiency (DQE). DEDs have achieved great success in solving 3D biologi-

cal structures (such as proteins) in the field of Cryo-EM due to their improved sensitivity (to

reduce dose) [1] and speed (to correct motion blur) [2, 3]. Further, in situ TEM has greatly

benefited from the improved time resolution (∼ 1 msec) and use of ‘rolling readout’ mode to

eliminate the duty cycle (dead time) of older detector technologies allowing every electron

to contribute to the measurement. [4, 5] DEDs are also incorporated into spectrometers for

electron energy loss spectroscopy (EELS) and secondary electron microscopes for electron

backscatter diffraction (EBSD) with great success. [6, 7]

The application of advanced DEDs for scanning TEM (STEM) allows the user to acquire

the two-dimensional convergent beam electron diffraction (CBED) pattern at every scan

position in a two-dimensional set of scanning positions. The resulting data set is thus four-

dimensional (4D) leading to the common term of 4D-STEM. [8] This is a rapidly evolving

field enabling the acquisition of data with traditional STEM image contrast produced by

radial, monolithic detectors as well as enabling new imaging modalities [9, 10]. For example,

ptychography has achieved extremely high resolutions [11] and the ability to image high- and

low-scattering elements simultaneously [12]. Reconstruction of the 3D scattering potential

is possible by so-called S-matrix Reconstruction from a focal series of 4D-STEM datasets.

[13, 14] Electric field measurements have been shown possible at the atomic level. [15, 16]

Strain and structural measurements at the atomic- to nano-scale are possible due to scanned

parallel beam techniques. [17–19] Beam sensitive crystalline materials such as polymers can

be investigated with 4D-STEM as well. [20]

The success of DEDs to improve the resolution, sensitivity, flexibility, and efficiency of

STEM experiments is truly creating a revolution in atomic- and nano-scale analysis on

many fronts. However, most current detectors operate with approximately 1 to 1.5 kHz
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FIG. 1. A schematic of the 4D Camera detector, data acquisition, and data processing system.

Each 1/4 sector of the detector is separately processed by four FPGAs and forwarded to four

receiver servers. The receiver servers buffer the data in main memory at the full data rate until a

scan is complete. Data is then offloaded to the event builder PC (named “Mothership 6”) which

includes a fast connection to the NERSC supercomputer system. Data can be locally or remotely

processed for rapid feedback at the microscope.

acquisition rates, which is slower than typical STEM scanning rates of 100 - 1,000 kHz.

This can lead to the incorporation of artifacts due to sample drift or charging [21, 22],

especially in ptychography where phase information about the sample is found using the

overlapping of adjacent probes. kHz acquisition rates also limit the achievable minimum

dose applied to a sample, because the operator must reduce the beam current by a factor of

10 to 100 when switching from ADF-STEM imaging, which is used for focusing and aligning,

to 4D-STEM in order to maintain the same dose.[23] Further, slow acquisition rates limit

the use of 4D-STEM for large field-of-view acquisitions and for complex STEM acquisition

schemes such as focal series, electron tomography, scan rotation series, in situ, and high

throughput experiments. Recent successes have achieved excellent results at high frame

rates at the cost of pixel binning. [24] The 4D Camera was designed to acquire full frame

4D-STEM data with a probe dwell time of 11 µs making 4D-STEM highly complementary

to traditional STEM detectors.
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II. Camera setup and acquisition system

The 4D Camera sensor is mounted in a retractable Gatan K3 camera housing, making

it immediately deployable on any TEM. It is currently installed on a double aberration-

corrected Titan 80-300 named the TEAM 0.5 at the National Center for Electron Microscopy

(NCEM) facility within the Molecular Foundry at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory

(LBNL). Each frame consists of 576 by 576 pixels digitized to 12 bits, which is about 4

Mbit per frame. At 87,000 Hz, the raw data rate is approximately 480 Gbit/s requiring

a dedicated acquisition system to capture the full data rate. The full detector system (see

Figure 1) includes a set of field programmable gate arrays (FPGAs) for collecting and routing

the digitized detector pixel signals and a set of computers for data capture, storage, and

analysis. A 1/4 sector of each frame is handled separately by a dedicated FPGA / receiver

pair during acquisition. The raw data is accumulated at the full rate into the memory of

the four dedicated receiver servers over a high speed network consisting of 48 x 10 Gbit/s

connections (12 links per receiver). After the STEM scan is complete, the data is then

offloaded to flash memory installed in a fifth event builder server over 4 x 20 Gbit/s network

connections.

The fifth server acts as the storage and processing computer for data reduction, post-

processing, and interactive analysis and is directly connected to the National Energy Re-

search Computing Center (NERSC) by 100 Gbit fiber providing extra computational and

storage capabilities for the large amounts of data generated. The open-source stempy [25]

processing software was developed to rapidly reduce the raw data by finding electron strikes,

and a 1024 by 1024 probe position data set can be reduced from 700 GB to less than 10 GB

in under ten minutes using local or remote processing. Other post-processing such as vir-

tual annular detector (vADF-) STEM image generation is then accomplished using Jupyter

notebooks applied directly to the sparse output data. The operator receives rapid feedback

at the microscope to determine the quality of each scan even for these extremely large data

sets.
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FIG. 2. Schematics of (a)-(b) 80 kV and (c)-(d) 300 kV electron scattering (red lines) in 10 µm

wide APS pixels (vertical gray lines). (a) and (c) show how a thinner inactive layer reduces electron

scattering leading to reduced lateral energy deposition compared to a sensor with a thicker inactive

layer ((b) and (d)).

III. Sensor details

The sensor is a complementary metal oxide semiconductor (CMOS) active pixel sensor

(APS) with 10µm by 10µm square pixels. APS sensors are designed to capture a few

scattering events for each incident electron in the charge collection area while minimizing

lateral charge deposition. A schematic of such a CMOS sensor is shown in Figure 2 which

demonstrates how front-side illuminated sensors with regions of material above the charge

collection region broaden the range of energy deposition due to electron scattering. In

general, front-side illuminated CMOS detectors are limited to operating at relatively high

accelerating voltages (i.e. 300 keV) to minimize this effect and avoid damaging the chip

electronics. The 4D Camera sensor was produced by thinning the inactive substrate layer

to reduce electron scattering outside the active area. The sensor is back-side illuminated

thus exposing the charge collection region (see Figure 2 (a) and (c)) first to the beam. The

detector was tested at accelerating voltages from 6 − 300 kV, and full charge deposition is

seen at voltages below 30 kV. The sensor used to acquire the data in this manuscript was

over-thinned, removing some of the active region making it comparatively more sensitive at

lower accelerating voltages.

For typical STEM experiments, the incident electron beam flux is sufficiently low, such

that only about 1% - 2.5% of the detector pixels will be hit with an electron in each frame;

however, it can also be used in “integration” mode where each pixel intensity is the sum of

all charge deposited in a pixel allowing full frame movies to be acquired with high current.
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Here, we discuss the detector for use in only the sparse counting mode. During the design

phase, we considered typical parameters for aberration-corrected STEM operating conditions

(60-300 kV, ∼ 10µs dwell time, 1 - 100 pA beam current) in order to match 4D Camera

operation as close as possible to normal operational parameters. Using these parameters,

87,000 Hz was a chosen to match the ∼ 10 µs dwell time used in typical HR-STEM image

acquisitions. At such acquisition speeds and beam currents only about 1 electron will strike

a pixel and the surrounding nearest- and second-nearest neighbors. The energy deposited in

a pixel and the surrounding pixels is then used to determine the initial pixel location of the

electron strike.[26] The nature of electron scattering in a material dictates that the electron

on average will deposit energy in a large surrounding area [27], leading to blurring called the

point spread function (PSF). As shown in Figure 2, thinning the inactive layer and back-

side illumination will reduce electron scattering, but the surrounding pixels can still have

energy deposited in them. Further, the number of scattering events and amount of energy

deposited is a stochastic process leading to a Landau distribution of energy deposition in

each pixel.[28] It is thus impractical to use the amount of energy captured in each pixel to

differentiate the number of electrons. However, if the flux on the detector is sufficiently low,

then we can assume with high confidence that only one electron will strike within any 3 by

3 pixel neighborhood creating a local peak. The pixel with the highest deposited energy

is very likely the original strike location of the electron, furthermore sub-pixel locations

can be determined using centroiding.[29, 30] In the simple case, the highest intensity pixel

is counted as one electron regardless of energy deposition, and the surrounding pixels are

set to zero which removes the PSF blurring. This also leads to suppression of detector

dark current noise and the ability to sum frames without adding detector noise.[26] An

added benefit is that the counted data are highly compressible leading to smaller storage

and memory requirements and the ability to implement faster computation with algorithms

designed to take advantage of this sparse data format.[31] What would be extremely large

(> 100 Gbyte) datasets can be compressed 10 − 300× with the ability to fit in the working

memory of consumer grade computers and GPUs. The 4D Camera has been in operation

since approximately Spring of 2019. The capabilities of the detector for several operating

modes is presented and discussed in more detail below.
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FIG. 3. HR-STEM imaging of a STO/PTO multi-layer. a) A raw camera frame acquired in 11µs

from one scan position. b) A single counted frame showing only electron strikes as bright pixels.

c) A PACBED pattern generated by summing the counted data. d) The simultaneously acquired

ADF-STEM image and magnified inlay. e-h) The CoMx, CoMy, CoMr, CoMθ of a small 250 by

250 pixel region of the full scan. i) The DPC image calculated from the CoMx and CoMy with

magnified inlay. The inlays have a field-of-view of 2.3 nm.

IV. HR-STEM: virtual detectors and phase contrast imaging

A. STO/PTO heterostructure

Typical STEM imaging experiments use radially symmetric, monolithic bright field (BF),

annular bright field (ABF), and/or annular dark field (ADF) detectors to integrate electrons

scattered to different angles in diffraction space. The choice of detectors and their in-

ner/outer angles must be decided before an experiment is conducted. The use of a pixelated

detector to capture the full scattering pattern provides the ability to generate traditional
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STEM image contrast with the flexibility of choice as to the inner/outer angle(s) during

post-processing. The 4D Camera provides the ability to acquire a large, continuous range

of scattering angles in the same amount of time as a typical STEM experiment (< 15 sec).

Once electron-counted, a radial sum algorithm implemented in the sparse domain [25, 31]

further reduces the 4D data to 3D and allows a user to interactively set detector inner/outer

angles for the desired STEM image contrast.

Figure 3 shows data acquired at high resolution from a highly converged electron beam

of a SrTiO3(20) / PbTiO3(20) / SrTiO3(20) multilayer sample acquired perpendicular to

the interfaces (i.e. planview) along the [100] direction. The sample was detached from a

substrate and placed on a TEM grid using the process described in [32], and the nominal

thickness was 23.64 nm. The STEM was operated at 300 kV with a convergence angle of

30 mrad and a beam current of about 100 pA. The thinned sensor is approximately 30%

efficient at detecting 300 kV electrons, necessitating larger beam currents than should be

necessary. Figure 3(a) shows a single raw camera frame. A faint outline of the central

circular beam is visible but is obscured by camera dark noise. Figure 3(b) shows the same

frame after it has been electron counted where each bright pixel indicates the location of

one electron strike. Most electrons are within the central beam although some are scattered

outside. Summation of all sparse frames from every scan position produces a position-

averaged convergent beam electron diffraction (PACBED) pattern, as shown in Figure 3(c),

which can be used to determine sample thickness, composition, and other properties [33, 34].

Two dark horizontal rows are due to production defects in this first iteration of the detector,

and other horizontal defects are due to non-linear camera noise which are not removed due

to the thin detector. Figure 3(d) shows the simultaneously acquired ADF-STEM image

where the projected Pb and Ti / O columns show the expected Z-contrast.

Phase contrast imaging is a powerful technique which can simultaneously image the

weakly and strongly scattering atoms in materials [35]. It can be implemented using pixe-

lated area detectors [36] or segmented monolithic detectors [37], where the measurement of

the phase is accomplished using e.g. differential phase contrast (DPC) algorithms.[38, 39]

The center of mass (CoM) of each pattern is calculated giving a measurement of the shift

of the central disk or a redistribution of intensity within the disk as it is scanned across the

sample.[40] For sparse 4D Camera data, the CoM calculation is implemented in the sparse

domain where only the positions of electrons are considered, leading to a faster calculation

9



FIG. 4. Low-dose HR-STEM DPC phase imaging of a doped NaYF4 nanoparticle. The inset

shows a 4 nm by 4 nm magnified region of the edge of the NP where yttrium, sodium, and fluorine

columns are visible.

compared to normal dense datasets. [31]

The CoM was calculated for each counted frame in Figure 3. Even with the small number

of electrons (see Figure 3(b)) the CoMx and CoMy signal is quite strong as can be seen in the

zoomed in Figure 3(e)-(f), respectively. Atom positions are at the center of each red/blue

blob. The radial deviation of the CoM (Figure 3(g)) shows each atomic column with a

singularity in the center as the beam passes directly over the column, and the vector angle

is plotted in Figure 3(h). Finally, the CoM images are used to calculate the DPC signal

resulting in Figure 3(i) over a 25.4 nm field of view with 0.025 nm real space pixel size. In

DPC, it is known that the A site and B site columns should have a more similar contrast

than presented in ADF-STEM due to the additional phase shift introduced by the oxygen

atoms not typically imaged by high angle scattering. In Figure 3i, the pure oxygen columns

are visible, but difficult to resolve at this length scale. Other datasets acquired with smaller

probe step sizes clearly show the oxygen columns, but we display this medium magnification

data set to demonstrate the ability to scan large regions for e.g. polarization measurements.

[41]
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B. Dose Sensitive NaYF4 nanoparticle

To show the capabilities of the detector for low-dose imaging of sensitive materials with

high- and low-scattering elements, we chose a hexagonal NaYF4 nanoparticle with core

and shell doping of 15% thulium and 20% gadolinium, respectively. [42] These avalanching

upconverting nanoparticles exhibit extremely large amplification factors due to a photo

avalanche mechanism and are useful as probes in optical imaging of biological systems and

high-density, rewritable 3D photopatterning.[43, 44] Several questions about the structure

of these core/shell nanoparticles remain such as the dispersion of defects and dopants and

the core/shell interface which could be answered by detailed high resolution analysis. The

material is sensitive to the electron beam [45] and contains high- and low-scattering elements

with small inter-atomic spacings difficult to resolve.

The NPs are best imaged along the c-axis where mixing of atom species along the pro-

jection direction is minimized. Low-dose HAADF-STEM measurements can resolve the

yttrium atoms due to their relatively large Z-number, but the other atomic columns are

weak scatterers. High resolution 4D-STEM scans were acquired using the 4D Camera with

a 200 kV accelerating voltage, 17.1 mrad convergence angle, and each diffraction pattern

contained approximately 150 electrons (2 pA beam current). 1024 by 1024 real space probe

positions were required to image the entire 26 nm diameter NP in a 30 by 30 nm field of

view with 0.029 nm pixel size with a total dose of approximately 1800 e−/ Å2. This allows

the fluorine atomic columns to be resolved, while minimizing sample damage. The DPC

signal was extracted from CoM measurements of each diffraction pattern to produce the

image shown in Figure 4. The inset shows the atomic arrangement overlaid on a magnified

portion of the top edge of the NP where the hexagonal rings of the yttrium and 50/50

yttrium/sodium columns are seen as the brightest columns. At the center of each bright

hexagon is a dimmer sodium column. Triangular arrangements of fluorine columns surround

the brighter columns. In the center, some defects due to beam damage are seen, but the

edge is fairly stable all around the NP. We found that the NP centers were more easily dam-

aged by the beam which is either due to the thulium dopants in the core or more inelastic

scattering due to the increase in projected thickness. The ability to simultaneously image

high- and low-scattering elements in a large beam sensitive NP shows the capabilities of the

4D Camera for investigating new classes of materials previously too sensitive to image at
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FIG. 5. HR-STEM DPC and ptychographic imaging of gold NPs on carbon. (a) ADF-STEM

image generated from the sparse 4D data set. (b) Single-pass DPC image created from the sparse

4D data set (c) The single side band ptychographic image from the sparse data set.

high resolution using these techniques.

C. Ptychography

DPC is one type of phase contrast imaging that is relatively simple to extract from CoM

measurements made by a pixelated detector. It does not however utilize the full range of

information possible with such a detector and can be implemented using simple segmented

detector with only four channels. [37, 46] A more advanced algorithm capable of using the

entire scattering distribution is called ptychography. [47, 48] We implemented a ptycho-

graphic reconstruction method that takes advantage of the sparse nature of 4D Camera

data providing large scale, rapid analysis on a modest GPU. The method is described in

more detail in [31] and is based on the single sideband (SSB) algorithm developed previ-

ously. [12, 49] In brief, the SSB ptychography method takes the Fourier transform of the 4D

data hypercube along the probe scanning directions. Summation of the intensity within the

double overlap regions of the double reciprocal space data set can then be used to determine

the object function which approximates the projected potential of the sample in the weak

scattering limit. The speed and sparse data output of the 4D Camera provides the ability

to rapidly generate ptychographic reconstructions over a wide field-of-view in less than 10

minutes.

Figure 5 demonstrates the ptychographic reconstruction capabilities of the 4D Cam-
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era from a 1024 by 1024 4D-STEM scan with 0.03 nm real space pixel sampling of gold

nanoparticles on an ultra-thin carbon substrate. The beam accelerating voltage was 80 kV,

the convergence angle was 30 mrad, and the beam current was approximately 80 pA. At this

accelerating voltage, the detector is approximately 50% efficient as measured by comparing

the measured screen current from the Titan software to the flux of electron strikes incident

on the detector. Figure 5(a) shows the virtual ADF-STEM image generated by summing all

electron strikes within 46 - 72 mrad showing several approximately 5 nm gold nanoparticles.

Figure 5(b) shows the DPC reconstruction using the same technique as used for Figure 3(i)

and 4 where the atomic contrast is better resolved and more features are seen in the lightly

scattering carbon substrate. Figure 5(c) shows the SSB ptychographic reconstruction from

the same data set where more low frequencies and improved atomic contrast is evident with

the inset Fourier transforms. Implementation of the SSB algorithm to take advantage of

the sparse data output allows a 1024 by 1024 probe position 4D-STEM data set, which is

originnally 700 GB in raw form, to be processed by a GPU in less than 1 second. [31]

V. Parallel beam large field-of-view acquisitions

Another common experimental mode of 4D-STEM is nanobeam electron diffraction

(NBED), where the convergence angle of the STEM probe is reduced to avoid overlap of

diffracted beams on the detector.[8] The probe is localized to approximately the nanometer

scale and can provide information about crystal phase, orientation, and strain while also

providing the ability to generate virtual BF and virtual DF real space images from any

desired scattering angles. The speed of the 4D Camera provides the ability to scan over

very large fields-of-view reducing the need to carefully choose the region of interest. Full

devices or a battery stack can be rapidly investigated with nanometer scale real space pixel

sizes over a 10’s of micron-sized field of view.

A. LiPON Battery Stack

The ability of the detector to investigate an entire device was tested on a focused ion

beam (FIB) lift-out of a 15 by 15 µm sized battery stack composed of (from top to bottom)

platinum and aluminum protective layers, titanium, LiPON, LiCoO2, nickel, aluminum and

13



FIG. 6. Large-scale parallel beam 4D-STEM scan of a battery stack. (a) A subset of diffraction

patterns tiled next to each other representing 1/16th of the probe positions in each direction. The

diffraction patterns are binned by eight to fit the page. (b) An overview image of the full FIB liftout

sample. The left hand side is sufficiently thin for 4D-STEM measurements. (c) The simultaneously

acquired ADF-STEM image for one 4D-STEM scan showing the full battery stack with Z-contrast.

The regions in the (d) blue, (e) orange, and (f) green boxes shown in (a) are enlarged to show the

details of the diffraction patterns for different regions of interest. (g) The sum of all diffraction

patterns overlaid with the radial sum of all diffraction patterns showing several diffraction rings.

The colorbar is in units of electrons and on a log scale.
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FIG. 7. vADF-STEM images generated using a rotational sum for each diffraction pattern. Refer

to Figure 6(g) to see each ring in the full data set. The images are generated using scattering from

the (a) [111], (b) [311] and [222], (c) [400], and (d) [440] family of reflections in LiCO2.

silicon as shown in the overview SEM image of the entire FIB liftout seen in Figure 6(b).

The thickness of each region of the battery stack can be differentiated by Z-contrast in the

ADF-STEM image in Figure 6(c) simultaneously acquired with the 4D-STEM data.

The 4D Camera was used to acquire several separate scans of the thin area of the specimen

with 256 by 1024 real space probe positions to improve the signal to noise. In total ten

frames were acquired per probe position with a total acquisition time of 38 seconds. The

rapidity of the scans and the nanometer scale scanning step size meant that sample drift

could be ignored. The microscope was operated at 300 kV and configured in a parallel beam

configuration with a convergence angle of about 1 mrad. A patterned aperture was used to

improve the ability to localize individual diffraction spots.[19] The beam was rastered with

a step size of 12.8 nm over a field-of-view of 3.27 by 13.07 µm. Each scan was reduced to

electron counts, and the shifts of the electron beam on the detector due to scanning a large

field of view were removed using shifts from a vacuum scan acquired at the same STEM

magnification and camera length. The reduced, combined data set (originally 1,740 GB of

raw data) only required 7 GB of disk space in the sparse format.

A tiled visualization of the 4D-STEM data is shown in Figure 6(a) along with the simul-

taneously acquired HAADF-STEM from only the first scan (Figure 6(c). To fit the page,

only one in sixteen patterns is displayed, and each diffraction pattern is binned by eight to
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72 by 72 pixels. The regions of interest (ROIs) enclosed in blue, orange, and green boxes are

enlarged to show more detail. Figure 6(d) is from the blue rectangle where the LiPON di-

rectly contacts the LiCoO2 for the electrolyte-electrode interface. It is clear that the LiPON

is amorphous and that the interface is rough. The orange ROI enlarged in 6(e) is from a thin

LiCoO2 region and shows that diffraction patterns along the vertical direction are more sim-

ilar as compared to their horizontal neighbors indicating grains are extended vertically along

the growth direction (columnar growth). The patterns in the green rectangle (Figure 6(f))

are from the LiCoO2 / nickel / aluminum interfaces at the bottom electrode. Differences

in crystal orientation and structure are clearly visible, but require advanced processing for

quantitative understanding of such a large data set beyond the scope of this demonstration.

[50–53]

Figure 6(g) is the sum of every pattern in the full data set showing several distinct rings

as well as the shape of the patterned aperture. Interestingly, the inner-most ring is brighter

on the top and bottom compared to the horizontal direction which matches the real space

horizontal-vertical scanning directions. This supports a preferential direction for the LiCoO2

crystals visually identified in 6(e). Summation of intensity for a range of scattering angles

for rings of interest produces the vADF-STEM images shown in Figure 7. The images

correspond to scattering from the LiCo2 (a) [111], (b) [311] and [222], (c) [400], and (d)

[440] family of reflections. [54, 55]

Solid state battery degradation and failure are directly linked to the electrochemical and

mechanical limitations of bulk electrode, electrolyte material layers and their interfaces. [56]

Data acquisition at this scale and rapidity provides bulk and localized, granular structural

information of the solid state battery system that can be used to highlight crystallographic

preferences within bulk LiCoO2, modifications in structure of LiCoO2 from electrode bulk

to electrode-electrolyte interface, as well as other structural patterns. This data, if com-

bined with complementary EELS information, can develop a statistically robust analysis of

initial microstructure, charge-discharge microstructure evolution as affected by lithium ion

movement, and finally, breakdown of lithium ion transport, i.e., battery failure.
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VI. Summary

The 4D Camera’s high frame rate and data rate enables rapid scanning with the possibility

to integrate 4D-STEM into more complex experiments and modalities. The integration of

the camera with large computation resources improves feedback time to the operator from

days to minutes. The 4D Camera allows a STEM to be treated as a multi-functional electron

scattering beamline which goes beyond the traditional “single image acquisition” approach

in favor of capturing all scattering information where one can effectively perform many

experiments on a single, large multi-dimensional data set with massive data analytics.
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Simulating particle detector response is the single most expensive step in the Large Hadron Col-
lider computational pipeline. Recently it was shown that normalizing flows can accelerate this
process while achieving unprecedented levels of accuracy, but scaling this approach up to higher
resolutions relevant for future detector upgrades leads to prohibitive memory constraints. To over-
come this problem, we introduce Inductive CaloFlow (iCaloFlow), a framework for fast detector
simulation based on an inductive series of normalizing flows trained on the pattern of energy de-
positions in pairs of consecutive calorimeter layers. We further use a teacher-student distillation
to increase sampling speed without loss of expressivity. As we demonstrate with Datasets 2 and 3
of the CaloChallenge2022, iCaloFlow can realize the potential of normalizing flows in performing
fast, high-fidelity simulation on detector geometries that are ∼ 10 – 100 times higher granularity
than previously considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

The computational resources required by the physics
program of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) are im-
mense. In addition to the formidable demands set by the
acquisition, reconstruction, and analysis of the physics
events themselves, the physics goals of the LHC call for
detailed and accurate simulations of these events. Such
simulation requires even greater computer resources than
the data acquisition and analysis itself (see [1–5] for re-
cent reviews of the current status and future plans for
LHC computing).

The most significant bottleneck (see e.g., Figure 1 of
[2]) in simulating LHC events is modeling the response of
the detector — and in particular that of the calorimeter
— to incident particles using Geant4 [6–8]. As the high-
luminosity runs of the LHC progress, the demand for
efficient simulation of collider events will only grow more
pressing.

In recent years, a wide variety of deep generative
models — including Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs), Variational AutoEncoder (VAE)-based models,
normalizing flows, and diffusion models [9–29] — have
demonstrated their potential for fast and accurate surro-
gate modeling of Geant4. The probability distribution
of energy depositions within a calorimeter can be learned
by neural networks trained on collections of Geant4
events, and then new simulated events can be produced
from these networks much faster than running Geant4
itself. This approach has gone beyond proof-of-concept,
with AtlFast3 [22] (the current official fast-simulation
framework of the ATLAS collaboration) adopting a GAN
for a portion of its calorimeter simulation.

To spur new solutions [23, 26, 27] to the problem of
fast calorimeter simulation, the Fast Calorimeter Simu-
lation Challenge 2022 (CaloChallenge2022) [30] presents
three datasets [31–33], each with increasing numbers

of detector segments. Previous work [26] showed that
the CaloFlow method of [17, 18], based on nor-
malizing flows [34–36] (see also [37, 38] for reviews),
could be quite successful at fast and accurate emula-
tion of Dataset 1 calorimeter showers. Generalizing the
CaloFlow method to Datasets 2 [32] and 3 [33], which
are a factor of ∼ 10 and ∼ 100 larger in dimensionality
compared to Dataset 1, is the focus on this work.

The primary obstacle to scaling the CaloFlow ap-
proach up to Datasets 2 and 3 is memory consump-
tion. While normalizing flows are a powerful method
for density estimation and generative modeling in high
dimensional spaces, they can be very memory intensive,
since they attempt to parametrize a bijective transfor-
mation between the data space and a latent space of the
same dimension. Scaling the same architecture used in
CaloFlow up to Datasets 2 and 3 would easily outstrip
the locally available GPU memory, since the total num-
ber of model parameters scales as O(d2), where d is the
data dimension.

Recently, L2LFlows [28] was proposed in order to
overcome this obstacle. L2LFlows is based on the phys-
ical intuition that — since particles propagate through
the calorimeter primarily in one direction — the pattern
of energy deposition in one layer should depend in large
part on the pattern in the previous layers. Trained on a
toy dataset (derived from the one used here [15, 19]) for
the International Large Detector (ILD) [39, 40] of compa-
rable size to Dataset 2, L2LFlows introduced one flow
per calorimeter layer, conditioned on up to five previ-
ous layers through an embedding network. By not train-
ing a single flow to learn the voxel energies of the entire
calorimeter, as was the case in [17, 18, 26], but instead
breaking up the model into separate flows (each no larger
than a single layer of the calorimeter), L2LFlows was
able to keep the memory footprint of the model man-
ageable while still scaling it up to a higher granularity
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calorimeter.
In this paper, we take the approach of L2LFlows

one step further and replace the separate flows for each
calorimeter layer with a single flow that generates the
voxel energies in each layer, conditioned on the previous
layer. This allows for the entire calorimeter shower to be
learned inductively: training not on entire events over all
layers, but rather on pairs of layers. Like in a mathemati-
cal induction proof, the initial layer is learned separately.
Then, new events are simulated layer by layer, with the
results for the ith layer serving as conditional input for
the same normalizing flow now generating the (i+ 1)th.

In more detail, our new framework, which we dub In-
ductive CaloFlow (iCaloFlow), uses three normalizing
flows to learn and generate calorimeter events. First,
Flow-1 learns the pattern of total energy deposition in
each layer of the calorimeter, conditioned on the incident
energy entering the detector. This is a relatively low-
dimension dataset, with the dimension being the num-
ber of layers (45 for the examples used in this paper).
Next, Flow-2 learns the pattern of normalized energy
deposition within the first layer of the calorimeter, con-
ditioned on the total energy deposited in the layer. Fi-
nally, Flow-3 learns the pattern of normalized energy
deposition in the ith layer, conditioned on both the total
energy deposited in the layer and the pattern of energy
deposition in the previous (i − 1)th layer. This last flow
is trained simultaneously over the deposition pattern of
every layer beyond the first.

To achieve both high fidelity and ultra-fast gener-
ation speed, we follow the teacher-student method of
CaloFlow. First we train Masked Autoregressive Flow
(MAF) [41] versions of Flow-1, Flow-2 and Flow-3 on
the Geant4 data. MAFs are fast in density estimation
but slow (by a factor of O(d)) in generation. Then we fit
“student” versions of Flow-2 and Flow-3 to their MAF
teacher counterparts, using the technique of Probability
Density Distillation (PDD) [42].1 The student models
are Inverse Autoregressive Flows (IAFs) [43], which are
fast in generation but slow in density estimation.

The result is a new deep learning architecture, ca-
pable of learning and quickly generating calorimeter
events even for the largest detector layout of CaloChal-
lenge2022. We quantify the fidelity of the events gener-
ated by both the iCaloFlow teacher and student flows,
using a combination of histograms of physical features, a
classifier neural network trained to distinguish Geant4-
generated events from the output of iCaloFlow (as in
Ref. [17, 18, 26, 28]), and other metrics. We also mea-
sure and report on the generation speed of iCaloFlow
for different batch sizes and hardware.

We reserve a detailed comparison with L2LFlows for
future work: while such a comparison would be very

1 Flow-1 is not paired with an IAF as the output dimension is
relatively small, and so generation time for the MAF is compar-
atively short.

interesting, it is non-trivial to perform. L2LFlows
was trained on a completely different dataset, compa-
rable in size to Dataset 2, so direct comparisons are
not possible without significant additional computational
effort.2 Here we just note that the main differences
with L2LFlows — using Flow-3 instead of separate
flows for each calorimeter layer, and conditioning on
the previous layer instead of up to five previous lay-
ers — make iCaloFlow significantly more memory effi-
cient, but likely at the cost of being less expressive (and
hence a worse fit to the data). The iCaloFlow IAF
student model also results in a speed advantage over
L2LFlows’s teacher-only MAF, again probably at the
expense of fidelity.

In Section II, we describe the datasets we train our
algorithm on and generate new data to compare against.
In Section III, we describe the multiple flows that make
up the iCaloFlow algorithm in detail, along with our
training procedure for both the teacher and student. In
Section IV, we show the results of our event generation,
and use a classifier to quantitatively compare with the
original dataset. We conclude in Section V.

II. CALOCHALLENGE DATA

Datasets 2 and 3 [32, 33] of the CaloChallenge2022 [30]
consist of 100k Geant4-simulated electron showers each,
with incident energies sampled uniformly in log-space
from 1 GeV to 1 TeV. The simulated detector volume
has a cylindrical geometry of radius 80 cm, with 45 lay-
ers of active silicon detector (thickness 0.3 mm), alter-
nating with inactive tungsten absorber layers (thickness
1.4 mm).

Each detector layer is segmented in read-out voxel cells
in the azimuthal angle α and radial distance r from
the center of the cylindrical detector volume. The two
datasets only differ in their voxelization. Dataset 2 has
each layer divided into 9 concentric rings of voxels in the
radial direction. Each ring is then divided into 16 voxels
in α, for 144 voxels in each of the 45 layers (6480 for the
entire detector). Dataset 3 has 18 radial segments and
50 azimuthal, for 900 voxels in the 45 layers (40500 to-
tal). Figure 1 shows the geometry of the voxels within
a layer for both datasets, as well as the positioning of
layers along the calorimeter axis.

Each event record consists of the total energy of the
incident electron Einc, together with the energy depo-
sitions recorded in each voxel Iia, where i is the layer
index and a is the voxel index within the layer. The min-
imum energy deposition in each voxel is 15 keV. The
time required to generate a Geant4 shower depends
strongly on the shower incident energy. It is approxi-
mately O(100 s) when averaged over the incident energies

2 L2LFlows would have to be retrained on Dataset 2 and also
generalized to Dataset 3 which is a factor of ∼ 10 larger.
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FIG. 1. Geometry of the detector voxels in each layer for Dataset 2 (left) and Dataset 3 (center) and the three-dimensional
geometry of Dataset 2 (right). Dataset 2 has 9 concentric rings, each divided into 16 voxels in α, while Dataset 3 has 18 rings,
each divided into 50 segments. Both Dataset 2 and 3 contain 45 layers in depth (as shown for Dataset 2).

of these datasets [44], but the time required per shower
is much longer for the showers with higher incident ener-
gies. Since the underlying detector geometry of Datasets
2 and 3 is the same and only the voxelization is different,
the generation times with Geant4 are the same for both
datasets.

III. ICALOFLOW

A. Overview

The purpose of iCaloFlow (and of the CaloChal-
lenge2022 generative modeling problem more generally)
is to learn and sample from the conditional probability
density p(Iia|Einc) that describes the Geant4 reference
data. In Figure 2 we show a schematic of iCaloFlow,
which consists of three flows:

• Flow-1 learns the joint probability distribution
of total energy deposited in each layer Ei, condi-
tioned on the incident energy of the event Einc:
p1(Ei|Einc). It is necessary to learn this proba-
bility distribution as Ei is a conditional input for
Flow-2 and Flow-3 in the generation step. We
found that removing Ei as a conditional input in
Flow-2 and Flow-3 decreased the quality of our
generated samples.

• Flow-2 learns the probability distribution of the
unit-normalized voxel energies in the first layer of
the calorimeter, Î1a ≡ I1a/

∑
b I1b, conditioned on

Einc and the energy deposited in the first layer, E1:

p2

(
Î1a|Einc, E1

)
. Here a is the voxel index.

• Finally, Flow-3 learns the probability distribution
of unit-normalized voxel energies in every layer af-
ter the first, Îia ≡ Iia/

∑
b Iib for i ∈ [2, 45], where

the ith layer is conditioned on the energy deposited
in the layers i and i − 1 (Ei and Ei−1), Einc, the
unit-normalized voxel energies in the (i−1)th layer

Î(i−1)a, and the one-hot3 encoded layer number i:

p3

(
Îia|Einc, Ei, Ei−1, Î(i−1)a, i

)
.

The conditional inputs, dimension of conditionals, and
the outputs for each of the three flows are summarized in
Table I. When generating new showers with iCaloFlow,
first the nominal energies per layer Ei are generated
for a given incident Einc with Flow-1. Then the unit-
normalized voxel energies Î1a of layer 1 is generated using
Flow-2, conditioned on E1 and Einc. Finally, the nor-
malized voxel energies Îia of layers i = 2, . . . , 45 are gen-
erated sequentially (inductively), using Flow-3 with the

conditional inputs of the previous layer’s Î distribution
provided by Flow-2 (for generating Layer 2) or Flow-3
(for all subsequent layers). By generating all layers be-
yond the first from a single normalizing flow rather than
each layer separately as in L2LFlows [28], our model is
far more efficient in memory usage. The potential down-
sides are that training cannot be trivially parallelized and
our model may be less expressive.

One important subtlety with the construction of
iCaloFlow is that Flow-2 and Flow-3 cannot learn
the unit-normalization constraint of the Îia training data
perfectly. In practice, the sum of the generated showers
will be distributed around unity, and there will always be
some mismatch between the nominal layer energy gener-
ated by Flow-1 and the actual layer energy produced
by the combination of all three flows. We will address
this mismatch here4 by taking the latter as the actual
layer energy: after multiplying Îia with the output of

3 One-hot encoding is used for layer numbers instead of ordinal
encoding using the layer number directly, because other than
the location in the detector, there is no information in the layer
number, i.e., layer 30 is not 15 times more important than layer
2.

4 This problem is also present in the previous iterations of
CaloFlow [17, 18, 26] and in L2LFlows [28], but differences
in the reference datasets led to different treatments of the prob-
lem. For more details, see Appendix A.
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E1

Î1a

E2

Î2a

E(i−1)

Î(i−1)a

Ei

Îia

E45

Î45a

. . . . . .

Flow 1: p1(Ei|Einc)

Flow 2: p2(Î1a|Einc, E1)

Flow 3: p3(Îia|Einc, Ei, Ei−1, Î(i−1)a, i)

FIG. 2. Schematic of the three iCaloFlow flows. Solid lines are bidirectional — the direction into each flow denotes the density
estimation step and the direction out of the flow denotes the sample generation step. Dashed lines indicate the conditional
input to the respective flows. Flow-3 is used iteratively on subsequent layers.

Conditionals
Dim of

conditional
Output

Flow-1 Einc 1 Ẽi

Flow-2 Einc, E1 2 Î1a
Flow-3 Einc, Ei, Ei−1, Î(i−1)a, i 191 or 947 Îia

TABLE I. The conditional inputs for each flow, and the fea-
tures whose probability distributions are the output of each
flow (for both teachers and their paired student). Einc is the
incident energy of the particle, Ei (i = 1, . . . , 45) is the total

energy deposited in layer i, Ẽi is a proxy for Ei (see text),

and Îia is the pattern of normalized energy deposition in the
voxels a in layer i. For Flow-3, Dataset 2 has smaller condi-
tional dimension (191) compared to Dataset 3 (947).

Flow-1 and applying a minimum energy threshold of
Emin = 15 keV to obtain Iia, we take the sum over vox-
els a as the total energy in the layer:

Ei ≡
∑
a

ẼiÎiaΘ(ẼiÎia − Emin). (1)

We will think of the output of Flow-1 as just an inter-
mediate step needed for the subsequent conditioning, and
refer to output of Flow-1 when generating new events
as the proxy Ẽi. We note that referring to the output of
a flow as a proxy for the distributions it was trained on is
non-standard, but necessary in this case due to the differ-
ences in normalization and the multiple ways of defining
the energy deposited in a layer.

B. Architectures

1. Teacher MAFs

The iCaloFlow teacher flows (including Flow-1)
are MAFs [41], which learn a bijective transformation
f between a latent space z, with a simple N -dimensional
probability distribution,5 and the target space x. For
consistency with the “forward” function of the code, we
define z = f(x).

Following [17, 18, 26], all three teacher flows use com-
positions of rational quadratic spline (RQS) transforma-
tions [45] as their transformation function f . The neural
networks defining the parameters ~κ of the RQS consist of
MADE blocks [46]. The MADE blocks allow for tractable
training given the large dimensionality of the training
data for Flow-2 and Flow-3, at the cost of longer eval-
uation time for generating new events. For details of the
architectures used for the teacher flows, see Table II.

2. Student IAFs

Though the three MAFs are capable of generating com-
plete events simulating the Geant4 output, the sampling
time is quite slow. While this is not a particular concern
for Flow-1, the sampling time is an issue especially for
Flow-3, which has a large output dimension and must

5 In this work, the latent space follows an N -dimensional Gaussian
distribution.
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be sampled 44 times sequentially (i.e., cannot be paral-
lelized) in order to generate a single event.

The solution proposed in [18], which we carry over here
to Datasets 2 and 3 of CaloChallenge2022, is to pair
every slow-sampling MAF (i.e., Flow-2 and Flow-3)
with a fast-sampling Inverse Autoregressive Flow (IAF).
Since training the IAF with a negative log-likelihood of
the probability of the data is prohibitively slow, the IAF
is trained by fitting it to a pre-trained MAF using the
Probability Density Distillation (PDD) method devel-
oped in [18]. The goal of this training is for the IAF
to learn fIAF = fMAF, or equivalently — since only the
fast passes through the flows can be used meaningfully for
optimization — to have fMAF and f−1

IAF be each other’s
inverse. For more details of the training and loss terms,
see Sec. III C 2 and [18].

In order to carry out the PDD method, we require
fIAF = fMAF at every individual step of the normal-
izing flow. Hence, the IAF must be composed of the
same number of MADE-RQS blocks as its corresponding
pre-trained MAF. However, the hidden layer sizes in the
blocks can be different. We use a larger hidden layer,
with 384 nodes, for Flow-3 student which led to better
performance in Dataset 2. For Dataset 3, Flow-3 stu-
dent has the same hidden layer size (256 nodes) as the
teacher due to memory constraints. For a detailed list-
ing of the architecture hyperparameters for the student
IAFs, see Table II.

C. Training

Prior to training the teachers and students, we must
standardize and preprocess the datasets. New events gen-
erated from the trained flows will be in the standardized
space, and thus the transformations are inverted to pro-
duce events in the physical units. We detail this process
for all three flows in Appendix A. The same preprocessing
was used when training both the teachers and students.

1. Teachers

The teacher MAFs are trained using the mean log-
likelihood of the data evaluated on the output of the
MAF as the loss function. All teacher MAFs in this work
are trained with independent Adam optimizers [47].

Given the different sizes of Datasets 2 and 3, we use a
slightly different training strategy for the two datasets.
We use 70k samples of Dataset 2 for training the flows
and the remaining 30k samples for model selection. The
OneCycle learning rate (LR) schedule [48] was imple-
mented for all three flows. With this LR schedule (see
Figure 3), the LR begins at a chosen base LR and is
updated after each batch such that it increases up to a
maximum LR. After this, the LR is made to decrease
from the maximum LR to the base LR. The schedule fin-
ishes with an annihilation phase where the base LR is

FIG. 3. Illustration of OneCycle LR schedule with annihila-
tion phase [26].

further decreased up to a factor of 10. As in [26], we find
that using the OneCycle LR schedule for Dataset 2 en-
abled us to obtain a lower training loss within a shorter
number of epochs. We show a summary of the training
hyperparameters in Table III. The reason for the smaller
number of epochs in Flow-3 compared to the other ones
is that the dataset is now 44 times larger (consisting of
data from layer i and i− 1 for i ∈ [2, 45]).

Training Flow-1 and Flow-2 for Dataset 3 uses a
similar strategy as used for Dataset 2. However, a dif-
ferent learning rate schedule was used when training the
flows for Dataset 3. Note that the CaloChallenge2022
provides Dataset 3 as two files of 50k events each (Files
1 and 2). For the first stages of training, we combine
the showers of these two files into one dataset with 100k
showers — 70k of these are used for training and the
remaining 30k are used for model selection.

We train Flow-3 for Dataset 3 in two stages. First,
we train it for 20 epochs using 40k samples from File 1
for training and 10k for model selection. Then, using the
same optimizer, we train Flow-3 for another 20 epochs
using 40k samples of File 2. We again use the remaining
10k samples for model selection. Simultaneous handling
of all 100k showers was not possible due to prohibitive
memory requirements. A multistep LR schedule was used
when training the Dataset 3 teacher flows, where we halve
a chosen initial LR after epochs 400 and 500 (see Table
III for summary of training hyperparameters). We found
that training the flows with OneCycle LR schedule re-
sulted in a slightly poorer performance for Dataset 3.

For Flow-1 and Flow-2 of both datasets, the epoch
with the lowest test loss is selected for subsequent sam-
ple generation. For Flow-3 of both datasets, due to the
large training data, the test loss is evaluated after ev-
ery 250 batches and also at the end of each epoch. The
model checkpoint with the lowest test loss is selected for
subsequent sample generation.

2. Students

The main idea behind teacher-student training of the
IAF via PDD is to enforce that they are each other’s
inverses using only their fast passes:

x ≡ f−1
IAF(fMAF(x)), (2)
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dim of number of layer sizes number of

base distribution MADE blocks input hidden output RQS bins

DS2

Flow-1 45 8 256 2× 256 1035 8

Flow-2 teacher 144 8 256 2× 256 3312 8

Flow-2 student 144 8 256 2× 256 3312 8

Flow-3 teacher 144 8 256 2× 256 3312 8

Flow-3 student 144 8 348 2× 384 3312 8

DS3

Flow-I 45 8 256 2× 256 1035 8

Flow-2 teacher 900 8 256 2× 256 20700 8

Flow-2 student 900 8 256 2× 256 20700 8

Flow-3 teacher 900 8 256 1× 256 20700 8

Flow-3 student 900 8 256 1× 256 20700 8

TABLE II. Summary of architecture of the various MAF teacher and IAF student models used in iCaloFlow. For the hidden
layer sizes, the first number is the number of hidden layers in each MADE block and the second number is the number of nodes
in each hidden layer (e.g., 2× 256 refers to 2 hidden layers per MADE block with 256 nodes per hidden layer).

and

z ≡ fMAF(f−1
IAF(z)). (3)

We refer to these conditions as x-pass and z-pass, respec-
tively. For each of the passes, we can construct a set of
mean-squared error (MSE) losses that force the IAF to
converge to the MAF:

Lx = MSE
(
x, f−1

IAF(fMAF(x))
)

(4)

Lz = MSE
(
z, fMAF(f−1

IAF(z))
)
. (5)

In addition, [18] proposed two more MSE loss terms
(which we will refer to as Lx−MADE and Lz−MADE here)
that enforce the agreement between MAF and IAF at the
level of the outputs and parameters of each individual
MADE block (see [18] for details). These were found to
improve the performance of the teacher-student training
and we also include them here.

When training the Flow-2 students, we were able to
achieve good agreement between the teachers and stu-
dents by using the same loss function as in [18]:

L = (Lx + Lx−MADE) + (Lz + Lz−MADE) . (6)

However, for Flow-3 students, using the same loss
function resulted in a significant disagreement between
the teachers and students for some distributions. Instead,
we found that training with x-loss only,

L̃ = Lx + Lx−MADE (7)

resulted in better agreement. We note that a similar be-
havior was found in [49] where the loss constructed only
using the x-pass was more robust to the large dimension-
ality of the training data.

When training each student using PDD, the ratio of
the data used for training and model selection was cho-
sen to match that of the corresponding teacher. Like

Trained with multistep LR Initial LR Epochs Batch size

DS3 teacher
Flow-1 1× 10−4 750 1000

Flow-2 1× 10−4 750 1000

Flow-3 1× 10−4 20+20 500

Trained with OneCycle LR base LR max LR Epochs Batch size

DS2 teacher
Flow-1 1× 10−5 1× 10−4 500 1000

Flow-2 2× 10−5 1× 10−3 200 1000

Flow-3 2× 10−5 1× 10−3 60 1000

DS2 student
Flow-2 2× 10−5 1× 10−3 400 1000

Flow-3 2× 10−5 5× 10−4 30 1000

DS3 student
Flow-2 2× 10−5 1× 10−3 400 100

Flow-3 4× 10−6 1× 10−4 15+15 100

TABLE III. Hyperparameters used when training Dataset 2
and 3 iCaloFlow models. For Dataset 3 Flow-3, the num-
ber of epochs is written as N +N to indicate that we trained
the flow for N epochs on samples of File 1, followed by another
N epochs on samples of File 2.

the teacher MAFs, all the student IAFs are trained with
independent Adam optimizers [47]. The OneCycle LR
schedule was implemented for all the student IAFs and
the details of the training hyperparameters are shown
in Table III. Note that a smaller batch size was used
when training Dataset 3 student flows due to memory
constraints.

For Flow-1 and Flow-2 of both datasets, the epoch
with the lowest mean KL divergence is selected for subse-
quent sample generation. For Flow-3 of both datasets,
due to the large training data, the intermediate mean
KL divergence of each epoch is evaluated after every 250
batches, while the final mean KL divergence is evaluated
at the end of each epoch. The model checkpoint with
the lowest evaluated mean KL divergence is selected for
subsequent sample generation.
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IV. RESULTS

After training teacher and student flows on Datasets 2
and 3, we generate 100k calorimeter showers from each
model for each dataset. Incident energies are uniformly
sampled from log-space between 1 GeV and 1 TeV — the
same range and distribution of energies as the training
data.

A. Shower images

In Figure 4, we show the pattern of energy deposition
in all layers for two example events from Dataset 2 (one
with Einc = 693 GeV and one with 86 GeV), compared
with two events generated by iCaloFlow with equal
incident energies. (Similar plots for Dataset 3 events are
difficult to visualize clearly due to the density of voxels.)
In Figure 5, we show the pattern of energy deposition in
layers 1, 10, 20, and 45, averaged over all the events in
the dataset for both Dataset 3 and the sampled events
from iCaloFlow.

B. Distributions

We next consider more detailed diagnostic plots, com-
paring the distribution of various high-level features be-
tween the Geant4, teacher, and student events. First,
we examine the energy deposition in each layer (again
noting this is obtained by the sum of the voxel ener-
gies output from Flow-2 and Flow-3). In Figure 6,
we show the energies deposited in each layer, averaged
over all the generated showers, which we denote by 〈Ei〉.
As expected, the generated distributions are similar for
both Datasets 2 and 3, with small variations due to the
different training regimes and normalization differences
in the output of the flows. The output of the student
networks largely follows that of the teachers, with the
most significant deviations at both low and high layer
numbers.

In Figure 7, we show the total energy deposition
Ei within a layer for our selected set of layers (i =
1, 10, 20, 45). Here we see good overall agreement be-
tween Geant4 and iCaloFlow distribution, with the
exception of Layer 1 due to our choice of postprocessing.
In particular, our decision not to normalize the outputs
of Flow-2 and Flow-3 to unity results in a difference
between the energy deposited in a layer Ei and the proxy
output of Flow-1, Ẽi. On the other hand, we find that
the teacher voxel energy distributions in Figures 8 and 9
are generally in good agreement with the Geant4 dis-
tributions. (As discussed further in Appendix A, enforc-

ing Ei = Ẽi would “fix” the distribution in Fig. 7, but
at the cost of creating an excess of low-energy voxels in
Figs. 8 and 9.) However, the student distributions suf-
fer from an excess at low voxel energies. We found that
this discrepant behavior is largely due to our choice of

noise that is added to voxel energies during preprocess-
ing. However, the addition of noise is necessary in our
setup to ensure that the flow does not only learn zero en-
ergy voxels [17]. Note that many voxels have zero energy
deposition, which are not captured in this logarithmic
plot.

We show the ratio of energy deposited in a layer to the
incident beam energy in Figure 10, and the ratio of all de-
posited energy to the incident beam energy in Figure 11.
There is good overall agreement between iCaloFlow
and Geant4 events despite some excess at low ratios in
the earlier layers. We observed that the showers in the
low ratio excess in Layer 1 in these figures are the same
showers found in the low energy excess in Layer 1 shown
in Figure 7. These showers are characterized by having
mostly zero energy voxels with a few bright voxels, this
makes it difficult for the flow to learn the underlying dis-
tribution.

We turn now to other aspects of the pattern of energy
deposition within each layer. First, we consider the spar-
sity f0 for each layer, defined as the fraction of voxels that
have non-zero energy deposition and shown in Figure 12.
We note that the lowest and highest layer numbers have
larger fraction of zero energy voxels. It appears to be
more difficult for iCaloFlow to learn distributions in
these layers with small f0 as evident from the deviations
found in distributions discussed in this section. In Fig-
ures 13 (Dataset 2) and 14 (Dataset 3), we show box-
and-whisker plots of the distribution of energy deposited
within all voxels in each radial ring within the layer (9
such rings in the geometry of Dataset 2, each with 16
voxels. Dataset 3 has 18 rings in increasing radius, each
with 50 voxels). In the main plots of Figures 13 and
14, we show the average distribution of all voxels with
non-zero energy deposition. Beneath, we show the aver-
aged sparsity of the voxels within the ring. These distri-
butions have good agreement between the Geant4 and
iCaloFlow events.

As a final comparison of the pattern of energy distribu-
tion, in Figure 15 we show the distribution of the centers
of energy along the x axis of the detector for our represen-
tative layer. The center of energy Cj along a coordinate
(j = x or y) is defined as the sum of the energy deposited
in each voxel times the voxel’s coordinate distance from
the origin, normalized by the total energy deposited. We
show only Cx, as the distribution of Cy is statistically
identical due to the symmetry of the detector around the
incident beam. Again, we see the largest deviations in
the tails of the centers of energy for the early and late
layers of Dataset 3.

While these plots capture only a limited set of diagnos-
tic criteria for the generated events as compared to the
Geant4 data, it appears that many of the distributions
match well. The most glaring and important exceptions
are at low deposited energies, most notably in early layers
(see Figure 7 for example).
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FIG. 4. Pattern of energy deposition from two example events generated by Geant4 in Dataset 2 (top row), iCaloFlow
teacher (middle row), and iCaloFlow student (bottom row). Events have Einc = 693 GeV (left column) and Einc = 86 GeV
(right column). For visual clarity, voxels with less than 1 MeV of energy have been suppressed. The beam axis is shown with
a black line. For display purposes, the separation between layers and voxels within a layer have both been artificially increased
from the real detector geometry.

C. Classifier Metrics

The histograms and averaged deposition patterns of
the generated events as compared to the Geant4 data

suggest that iCaloFlow can match many of the prop-
erties of the data. Given the complexity of the events
however, these simple distributions may not capture cor-
relations within events, thereby giving a misleading im-
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FIG. 5. Averaged energy deposition pattern of events in layers 1, 10, 20, and 45 (from left to right) for the Geant4 data in
Dataset 3 (top row), events sampled from iCaloFlow teacher trained on Dataset 3 (middle row), and events sampled from
iCaloFlow student trained on Dataset 3 (bottom row)

.

pression of the accuracy of the sampler. We wish to more
quantitatively determine if the generated probability dis-
tribution pgenerated is identical to that of the data pdata.

To answer this question, we follow the conventions of
[17, 18], and use a binary classifier trained to distinguish
the Geant4 and generated events [50]. Table IV shows
the results of 10 independent classifier runs on gener-
ated events from both datasets. “Low-level features”
refers to all energy depositions per voxel (normalized
with Einc and multiplied by a factor 100) and Einc it-
self (preprocessed as log10Einc). “High-level features”
are the incident energy (preprocessed as log10Einc), the
energy deposited in each of the layers (preprocessed as
log10 (Ei + 10−8)), the center of energy in the x and y
directions (normalized with a factor 100), and the width
of the x and y distributions (normalized with a factor
100). More details on the architecture and trainings pro-
cedure can be found in Appendix B.

In Table IV, the results of the classifier runs are

presented as AUC and JSD scores. According to the
Neyman-Pearson lemma, we expect the AUC to be 0.5
if the true and generated probability densities are equal.
The AUC is 1 if the classifier is able to perfectly distin-
guish between generated and true samples. The second
metric, JSD ∈ [0, 1], is the Jensen-Shannon divergence
which also measures the similarity between the two prob-
ability distributions. The JSD is 0 if the two distributions
are identical and 1 if they are disjoint.

In our study, we find that iCaloFlow is able to
produce generated samples of sufficiently high fidelity
for Dataset 2 to fool the classifier. This is evident by
the Dataset 2 teacher and student classifier scores being
clearly less than unity in Table IV.

In contrast, the AUC scores for our Dataset 3 teacher
and student models are all > 0.9, which indicates lower
fidelity. Also, the high-level scores are greater than the
low-level scores for our Dataset 3 models. This is likely
due to the low-level classifier having insufficient capac-
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FIG. 6. Averaged total energy deposition 〈Ei〉 for each layer i for Datasets 2 (left) and 3 (right). In each plot the averaged
energy of the Geant4 data is shown in black, and the distribution generated by iCaloFlow teacher (student) in red (blue).
The fractional difference ∆ between the truth-level and generated distributions is shown below the main figures.
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FIG. 7. Histograms of total energy deposited in a layer i (Ei), for i = 1, 10, 20, and 45 (from left to right), for Dataset 2 (top
row) and Dataset 3 (bottom row). Distribution of Geant4 data is shown as black lines, and that of the iCaloFlow teacher
(student) trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate) in red (blue).
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FIG. 8. Histograms of energy deposition per voxel in the layers 1, 10, 20, and 45 (from left to right) for Dataset 2 (upper row)
and Dataset 3 (lower row). Distributions of Geant4 data are shown as black lines, and those of iCaloFlow teacher (student)
trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate) in red (blue).
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FIG. 9. Histograms of energy deposition per voxel in all layers for Dataset 2 (left) and Dataset 3 (right). Distributions of
Geant4 data are shown as black lines, and those of iCaloFlow teacher (student) trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate)
in red (blue).

ity to separate the iCaloFlow and Geant4 Dataset 3
samples. It would be interesting to explore more sophis-
ticated architectures to improve the classification per-
formance of the low-level classifier, but we save this for
future work.

In general, the teacher models performed better than
the student models at the classifier tests. This is to be
expected since the students require a second distillation
step, and it is not surprising that some fidelity is lost in

the process.

Finally, we note that the authors of CaloScore [23]
have produced results for Datasets 2 and 3 using a score-
based diffusion model. They performed a similar classi-
fier test on their samples and obtained an AUC of 0.98
for both datasets.
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FIG. 10. Histograms of the ratio of total energy deposited and incident energy in a layer i (Ei), for i = 1, 10, 20, and 45 (from
left to right), for Dataset 2 (top row) and Dataset 3 (bottom row). Distribution of Geant4 data is shown as black lines, and
that of the iCaloFlow teacher (student) trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate) in red (blue)
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FIG. 11. Histograms of the ratio of total energy deposition (all layers) and incident energy for Dataset 2 (left) and Dataset 3
(right). Distributions of Geant4 data are shown as black lines, and those of iCaloFlow teacher (student) trained on Dataset
2 or 3 (as appropriate) in red (blue).

D. Timing

Shower generation timings for different generation
batch sizes are shown in Table V. The speedups going
from teacher to student are the expected O(d), where d
is the dimensionality of a single layer (144 for DS2 and
900 for DS3). On the GPU, iCaloFlow is generally
faster than Geant4, which takes approximately 100 s
per event, except for Dataset 3 teacher with a genera-
tion batch size of 1. On the CPU, iCaloFlow is still
faster than Geant4 for both Dataset 2 models and also

Dataset 3 student. With the student models, we were
able to generate a single shower on the GPU as quickly
as 1.34 ms (5.87 ms) for Dataset 2 (3) — O(105) faster
than Geant4.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have introduced a new approach to
generating highly-granular calorimeter showers with nor-
malizing flows. This is the first flow-based approach that
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FIG. 12. Histograms of fraction of voxels in layers 1, 10, 20, and 45 (from left to right) which have non-zero energy deposition
f0 for Dataset 2 (upper row) and Dataset 3 (lower row). Distributions of Geant4 data are shown as black lines, and those of
the iCaloFlow teacher (student) trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate) in red (blue).

low-level features high-level features

AUC JSD AUC JSD

DS2 teacher 0.797(5) 0.210(7) 0.798(3) 0.214(5)

DS2 student 0.840(3) 0.286(5) 0.838(2) 0.283(4)

DS3 teacher 0.911(3) 0.465(6) 0.941(1) 0.561(3)

DS3 student 0.910(8) 0.462(18) 0.951(1) 0.601(5)

TABLE IV. Mean and standard deviation of 10 independent
classifier runs.

has been applied to calorimeter shower data with dimen-
sionality as large as Dataset 3 of CaloChallenge2022. In-
stead of learning the joint distribution of all voxels, we
focus on the distribution per calorimeter layer and use
an inductive algorithm to generate the sample. This ap-
proach is inspired by the physical nature of the shower,
which starts to develop close to the entry point of the
incoming particle and evolves deeper into the detector.

Previous approaches used separately trained flows for
each layer [28], while we use a single flow for the step
of generating layer i based on the shower in layer i − 1
(treating i = 1 separately), in the spirit of a mathemat-
ical proof by induction. The advantage of this approach
is in its much more efficient setup. Instead of 45+1 nor-
malizing flows, we need only three. This efficiency (along
with the inductive approach) would be preserved even if
we increased the size of Flow-3 to be much larger than

Model Batch size GPU times (ms) CPU times (ms)

DS2 teacher

1 7.12× 104 8.84× 104

10 7.10× 103 1.21× 104

100 7.75× 102 3.47× 103

1000 1.65× 102 -

10000 1.21× 102 -

DS2 student

1 1.06× 103 4.08× 103

10 2.79× 102 4.08× 102

100 2.99× 101 4.93× 101

1000 2.18 -

10000 1.34 -

DS3 teacher

1 4.76× 105 3.86× 106

10 5.28× 104 3.31× 105

100 9.17× 103 -

1000 5.17× 103 -

5000 4.57× 103 -

DS3 student

1 1.29× 103 3.36× 103

10 1.33× 102 6.22× 102

100 3.58× 101 -

1000 8.84 -

5000 5.87 -

TABLE V. Average time taken to generate a single shower
event by iCaloFlow teacher and student models for Datasets
2 and 3. The timing was computed for different generation
batch sizes on our Intel Core i9-7900X CPU and our TITAN
V GPU. We were not able to generate shower events on the
CPU for large batch sizes due to memory constraints.



14

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

I 1
a

(M
eV

)

Layer 1

Dataset 2

Teacher

Student

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Radial Layer

10−3

10−1

f 0

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

I 1
0a

(M
eV

)

Layer 10

Dataset 2

Teacher

Student

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Radial Layer

10−3

10−1

f 0

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

I 2
0a

(M
eV

)

Layer 20

Dataset 2

Teacher

Student

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Radial Layer

10−3

10−1

f 0

10−2

10−1

100

101

102

103

I 4
5a

(M
eV

)

Layer 45

Dataset 2

Teacher

Student

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Radial Layer

10−3

10−1

f 0

FIG. 13. Box and whisker plots showing the distribution of energy deposited in each ring of voxels at fixed radial distance
from the beam line (9 such rings for Dataset 2) in layers 1, 10, 20, and 45 of Dataset 2. Geant4 data are shown in black,
iCaloFlow teacher (student) events in red (blue). Each box extends from the first quartile of energies greater than zero to
the third quartile. The whiskers extend from the 5th to 95th percentile of the non-zero energy deposition. Lower subplots show
f0, the average fraction of voxels in each radial ring with zero energy deposition.

Flow-2 and the flows of [28]. However, the downside
of our inductive approach is that training Flow-3 can-
not be trivially parallelized across multiple GPUs (as the
equivalents were in [28]). Also, sharing the same flow
across all layers is presumably less expressive than using
one flow for each layer.

In both L2LFlows and iCaloFlow, event genera-
tion must occur sequentially through each layer. On top
of this, the slow sampling from the MAF strongly moti-
vates the added step of distilling them into student IAF
networks. Compared to the teachers, the students speed
up event production by a factor of approximately the
number of voxels in a layer — though it is still neces-
sary to iterate through all the layers. iCaloFlow is
the first work to include a teacher-student pairing in any
CaloFlow-like setup for higher dimensional calorimeter

shower data such as Datasets 2 and 3.

At this time, no exhaustive comparison with other
generative neural networks is possible. The most nat-
ural comparison point, the algorithm of [28], is ap-
plied to a different data set. During the completion
of CaloChallenge2022, iCaloFlow will be compared
against other codes, and a more complete understand-
ing of its strengths and weaknesses will be available.

A possible limitation to this inductive algorithm is gen-
eralizing it to non-regular calorimeter geometries. In
iCaloFlow, Flow-3 requires each layer to be identi-
cal in structure, allowing the efficient weight-sharing and
training that are the major advantages of the algorithm.
Significant modifications would be required to adapt to
layer-dependent voxelization. While this might not be
possible for arbitrary geometries, some variations (for ex-
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FIG. 14. Box and whisker plots showing the distribution of energy deposited in each ring of voxels at fixed radial distance
from the beam line (18 such rings for Dataset 3) in Layers 1, 10, 20, and 45 of Dataset 3. Geant4 data are shown in blue,
iCaloFlow events in red. Each box extends from the first quartile of energies greater than zero to the third quartile. The
whiskers extend from the 5th to 95th percentile of the non-zero energy deposition. Lower subplots show f0, the average fraction
of voxels in each radial ring with zero energy deposition.

ample, breaking a large voxel in one layer into groups of
small voxels in other layers) could admit an inductive
flow approach.

Even with these caveats, the efficiency, event gener-
ation speed (when using the IAF students), and rela-
tively high fidelity of iCaloFlow make it a competitive
architecture for fast calorimeter event generation. One
promising future direction is to realize a similar inductive

setup based on coupling-layer flows, which are equally
fast in density estimation and generation. This would
presumably reduce training time as we would not have
to train both teacher and student flows.
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FIG. 15. Histograms of the centers of energy along the x-axis, Cx, for Dataset 2 (left) and Dataset 3 (right). Distributions of
Geant4 data are shown as black lines, and those of the iCaloFlow teacher (student) trained on Dataset 2 or 3 (as appropriate)
in red (blue). Due to the symmetry of the detector and incident beam, the distributions for the centers of energy in the y
direction (Cy) are statistically identical to Cy.
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Appendix A: Pre- and Postprocessing

The incident energy is a conditional for all three flows.
In all cases, it is transformed from the physical range
(1 GeV to 1 TeV) to normalized log-space:

Einc → log10

Einc

104.5 MeV
∈ [−1.5, 1.5]. (A1)

For Flow-1, the total energy deposited in layer i (Ei)
is obtained from summing all voxels of the layer. As the
flow has difficulty learning a distribution where many
elements are exactly zero, uniform noise in the range
[0, 5] keV is added to Ei [17]. We then divided by 65 GeV
(this is slightly larger than the maximum energy deposi-
tion in any layer in any of the events of the dataset):

Ei → xi ≡ (Ei + rand[0, 5 keV])/65 GeV. (A2)

As a final step, we apply a logit transformation:

yi = log
ui

1− ui
, ui ≡ α+ (1− 2α)xi, (A3)

where the offset α ≡ 10−6 ensures that the boundaries
xi = 0 and 1 map to finite numbers.

For both Flow-2 and Flow-3, we apply the same
processing steps for the energy depositions per voxel, Iia.
First, we add uniform noise in the range [0, 5] keV to
every voxel. Then, we normalize the voxel by the sum
of all voxels of the given layer and then apply the logit
transformation of Eq. (A3) to it:

Iia → Iia + rand[0, 5 keV]

Iia → Iia/
∑
b

Iib ≡ Îia

uia = α+ (1− 2α)Îia
yia = log

uia
1− uia

. (A4)

When generating new events from our trained flows, the
preprocessing steps are inverted, and normalized showers
are transformed back to physical space using the proxy
output of Flow-1. Voxel energies below the detector
threshold of 15 keV are set to zero.

Flow-2 is conditioned on the energy deposited in the
first layer, E1. This is preprocessed as in Eqs. (A2)
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and (A3), with the additional step of dividing y1 by 4:

E1 → xi ≡ (Ei + rand[0, 5 keV])/65 GeV

u1 ≡ α+ (1− 2α)x1

y1 =
1

4
log

u1
1− u1

. (A5)

This final division by 4 is to bring the range of y1 down
to O(1).

The conditional inputs for Flow-3 are preprocessed
as follows: I(i−1)a follows the steps of Eq. (A4). Ei and
E(i−1) follow Eqs. (A2) and (A3) (without the factor 4
of Flow-2). The layer number i is one-hot encoded in a
vector of length 44.

When sampling new events from iCaloFlow, these
transformations are inverted. As a final step, the detec-
tor energy threshold is applied on the generated voxel
energies by setting all voxels with Iia < 15 keV to zero.
As noted previously, when generating new patterns of
energy deposition from Flow-2 and Flow-3, the gener-
ated Îia are not enforced to sum to one. Forcing them to
sum to one, as was the choice made in the previous iter-
ations of CaloFlow [17, 18, 26], here causes problems
in the voxel energy histograms in Figures 8 and 9. It
enhances low-energy voxels above the cut-off threshold,
leading to a large excess at the lower end of the voxel
energy histograms. This was less of a problem previ-
ously, for Dataset 1 and for the CaloGAN dataset, be-
cause the normalization was learned better, perhaps be-
cause these datasets were lower dimensional. Meanwhile,
in L2LFlows [28], which was trained on a dataset com-
parable in dimensionality to Dataset 2, the voxel ener-
gies were normalized by maximum voxel energy in the
dataset, so no renormalization with Ei was needed and
this issue was avoided. However, we found that normaliz-

ing by maximum voxel energy did not improve our results
here.

Appendix B: Classifier

The performance metric based on the classifier test
uses the neural network architecture that was provided
by the CaloChallenge2022 [30, 57] evaluation script. It
is based on the classifiers that were used in [17, 18] and
was also used (with slightly different hyperparameters)
in [26]. To be precise, the classifier is a deep, fully-
connected neural network with an input and two hidden
layers with 2048 nodes each. All activation functions are
leaky ReLUs, with default negative slope of 0.01, except
the output layer, which uses a sigmoid activation func-
tion for its single output number. We do not use any
regulators such as batch normalization or dropout.

The input for low- and high-level feature classifica-
tion is preprocessed as described in the main text. For
Dataset 2, we work with the second provided file of 100k
showers [32]. We split it in train/test/validation sets of
the ratio (60:20:20). For Dataset 3, we use the third file
provided at [33] split in the ratio (40:10) for training and
model selection and the full fourth file of [33] to obtain
the final scores.

All networks are optimized by training 50 epochs with
an Adam [47] optimizer with initial learning rate of 2 ·
10−4 and a batch size of 1000 (250) for Datasets 2 (3),
minimizing the binary cross entropy. We use the model
state with the highest accuracy on the validation set for
the final evaluation and we subsequently calibrate the
classifier using isotonic regression [58] of sklearn [53]
based on the validation dataset before evaluating the test
set.
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and R. Garnett, eds., pp. 8024–8035, Curran Associates,
Inc. (2019), http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-
pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-
learning-library.pdf.

[56] C. Durkan, A. Bekasov, I. Murray and
G. Papamakarios, nflows: normalizing flows in
PyTorch, Nov., 2020. 10.5281/zenodo.4296287.

[57] M. Faucci Giannelli, G. Kasieczka, B. Nachman,
D. Salamani, D. Shih and A. Zaborowska, “Fast
calorimeter simulation challenge 2022 github page.”
https://github.com/CaloChallenge/homepage, 2022.

[58] C. Guo, G. Pleiss, Y. Sun and K.Q. Weinberger, On
Calibration of Modern Neural Networks, arXiv e-prints
(2017) arXiv:1706.04599 [1706.04599].

https://proceedings.mlr.press/v115/huang20c.html
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1610.06545
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1610.06545
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06545
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-learning-library.pdf
http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-learning-library.pdf
http://papers.neurips.cc/paper/9015-pytorch-an-imperative-style-high-performance-deep-learning-library.pdf
https://github.com/CaloChallenge/homepage
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04599


Global Symmetries and Effective Potential of 2HDM

in Orbit Space

Qing-Hong Cao,1, 2, ∗ Kun Cheng,1, † and Changlong Xu1, ‡

1School of Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

2Center for High Energy Physics, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

Abstract

We extend the framework of analyzing the 2HDM in its orbit space to study the one-loop effective

potential before and after electroweak symmetry breaking. In this framework, we present a com-

prehensive analysis of global symmetries of the one-loop thermal effective potential in the 2HDM,

demonstrating when the global symmetries of the tree-level 2HDM potential are broken by loop

contributions. By introducing light-cone coordinates and generalizing the bilinear notation around

the vacuum, we present a geometric view of the scalar mass matrix and on-shell renormalization

conditions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Two-Higgs-Doublet Model (2HDM) is a simple extension of the SM [1]. It has

received much attention for its potential to provide new sources of CP violation and strong

first-order phase transition [2–11]. The most general tree-level 2HDM scalar potential

V =m2
11Φ†1Φ1 +m2

22Φ†2Φ2 −
(
m2

12Φ†1Φ2 + h.c.
)

+
1

2
λ1

(
Φ†1Φ1

)2

+
1

2
λ2

(
Φ†2Φ2

)2

+ λ3(Φ†2Φ2)(Φ†1Φ1) + λ4(Φ†1Φ2)(Φ†2Φ1)

+
(1

2
λ5

(
Φ†1Φ2

)2

+ λ6(Φ†1Φ1)(Φ†1Φ2) + λ7(Φ†2Φ2)(Φ†1Φ2) + h.c.
) (1)

is parameterized by 14 real parameters. Here, (m2
12, λ5, λ6, λ7) are in general complex while

the others are real.

The CP conserving 2HDM, also called real 2HDM, require all the parameters in Eq. (1) to

be real with respective to a U(2)Φ basis transformation Φ′i = UijΦj. Due to the field redefi-

nition, the CP symmetry and other global symmetries of the potential are hard to determine

from the parameters in Eq. (1) directly, and one of the most efficient ways to analyze these

symmetries is to use the bilinear notation [12–15] of the 2HDM. This method involves ex-

pressing the tree-level 2HDM potential in terms of orbits of SU(2)L gauge transformations,

which can be combined to form a four-vector,

(K0, ~K) = Kµ = Φ†iσ
µ
ijΦj, (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3). (2)

In this notation, the U(2)Φ basis transformation of the Higgs doublets corresponds to a

SO(3)K rotation of the three space-like components of this four-vector, while CP transfor-

mations correspond to improper rotations in these three dimensions [11].

The bilinear notation serves as a convenient tool for examining the symmetries and vac-

uum conditions of 2HDM. However, its applications are usually restricted to tree-level poten-

tial and global structures. In this work, we establish a complete framework for discussing the

2HDM potential, by extending the bilinear notation of the 2HDM to address the properties

of physical fields around the vacuum and one-loop effective potential including renormal-

ization. Recently, it is shown in Ref. [16, 17] that the bilinear notation can be extended

to Yukawa couplings, making it possible to express the 2HDM effective potential including

fermion loop contributions in the bilinear notation [16]. With this approach, we express

the effective potential entirely as a function of gauge orbits, and systematically analyze the
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possible global symmetries of the effective potential. We generalize the bilinear notation to

discuss physical fields after electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB), and provide a geomet-

rical description of scalar masses based on the light-cone coordinates in the orbit space. We

demonstrate that the scalar mass matrix can be viewed as a distance matrix between two

hyper-surfaces in the orbit space. Additionally, we translate the renormalization conditions

in the field space into a set of geometrical conditions in the orbit space. Then numerous

redundant renormalization conditions [18] that depend on the selection of background fields

can be avoided. After the on-shell renormalization, we give a comprehensive effective field

theory description of one-loop 2HDM effective potential for the first time.

In the rest of this paper, we first review the global symmetries of the tree-level 2HDM

potential in the bilinear notation in Section II, and then examine whether these symmetries

are preserved by one-loop corrections in Section III. We explore the relationship between

the orbit space and the field space around the vacuum after EWSB in Section IV, and we

demonstrate how to carry out the on-shell renormalization in the orbit space in Section V.

Finally, we conclude in Section VI.

II. BASIS INVARIANT DESCRIPTION OF GLOBAL SYMMETRY

In this section, we introduce the basis transformations and CP transformations of the

Higgs doublets, and the global symmetries of 2HDM potential. If a 2HDM potential is

invariant under some basis or CP transformations, then it processes the corresponding sym-

metries. The bilinear notation is convenient to discuss these global transformations, because

the basis or CP transformations simply corresponds to proper or improper rotations in the 3-

dimensional space-like part of the orbit space [10, 11, 13, 14], and we refer this 3-dimensional

subspace as ~K space in the following.

A. Global transformations and symmetries in the bilinear notation

We first consider the U(2)Φ basis transformations Φi → UijΦj. It is straightforward to see

from Eq. (2) that an SU(2)Φ basis transformation corresponds to a rotation in the ~K-space,

K0 → K0, Ka → Rab(U)Kb, Rab(U) =
1

2
tr
[
U †σaUσb

]
, a, b = 1, 2, 3. (3)

3



Then we consider the CP transformation Φi(t, ~x) → Φ∗i (t,−~x). Because the definition

of the standard CP transformation Φi → Φ∗i will be changed if we choose another set of

basis to describe the scalar fields, e.g. Φ′i = UijΦj, the CP transformations in the 2HDM

are extended as [2, 4, 19, 20]

GCP : Φi → XijΦ
∗
j . (4)

Here, Xij is an arbitrary unitary matrix, and such CP transformations are called generalized

CP (GCP) transformations. By plugging the GCP transformation into Eq. (2), we find that

~K transforms in an improper O(3)K rotation R̄(X).

K0 → K0, Ka → R̄ab(X)Kb, R̄(X) ≡ R(X) diag(1,−1, 1). (5)

Here, the R(X) is defined in Eq. (3). Besides, for any GCP transformation, one can always

find a basis Φi so that Xij is a real rotation matrix [19]. Therefore GCP transformations

are often classified into three cases [21, 22]:

CP1 : Φ1 → Φ∗1, Φ2 → Φ∗2, (6)

CP2 : Φ1 → Φ∗2, Φ2 → −Φ∗1, (7)

CP3 :

Φ1 → Φ∗1 cos θ + Φ∗2 sin θ

Φ2 → −Φ∗1 sin θ + Φ∗2 cos θ
, 0 < θ < π/2, (8)

where CP3 is the most general CP transformation while CP1 and CP2 are some special case

with CP12 = CP22 = 1, with respect to a global sign.

After showing that the basis and GCP transformations correspond to O(3)K rotations

in the ~K-space, we examine the symmetries conserving conditions on the 2HDM potential.

The 2HDM potential in Eq. (1) can be written as a function of gauge orbits [12–15],

V = ξµK
µ + ηµνK

µKν

= ξ0K0 + η00K
2
0 + ~ξ · ~K + 2K0~η · ~K + ~KTE ~K.

(9)

Here, ~ξ parametrizes the scalar quadratic couplings while E and ~η parametrize the scalar

quartic couplings. As discussed above, a GCP or basis transformation corresponds to some

(improper) rotation R in the ~K-space. If a tree-level potential is invariant under a rotation

R, i.e., V (K0, ~K) = V (K0, R ~K), its parameters should be invariant under the rotation R,

~ξ = R~ξ, ~η = R~η, E = RERT . (10)
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A complete analysis of the symmetries of the 2HDM Lagrangian must include the Yukawa

interaction, which reads as

− LYuk = Q̄Lyu,iΦ̃iuR + Q̄Lyd,iΦidR + h.c. , i = 1, 2, (11)

for one generation of u-quark and d-quark. Note that yd,i and y∗u,i transform like Φi under the

SU(2)Φ basis redefinition. Although the Yukawa coupling terms in the Lagrangian cannot

be expressed in bilinear notation directly, it is shown that the bilinear notation can still

be extended to discuss whether the Yukawa couplings break the global symmetries of the

scalar potential [16]. This is done by projecting the Yukawa couplings into orbit space, and

defining covariant vectors in the dual space of Kµ in terms of the Yukawa couplings as

Y µ
u = y∗u,iσ

µ
ijyu,j, Y µ

d = yd,iσ
µ
ijy
∗
d,j. (12)

In order to make sure that LYuk is invariant under the basis transformation Φi → UijΦj

or the CP transformation in the scalar sector Φi → XijΦ
∗
j , the vector ~Y projected by the

Yukawa couplings should satisfy

~Y = R(U)~Y or ~Y = R̄(X)~Y . (13)

B. Examples of global symmetries

Next we show how to discuss some special symmetries that is widely considered in the

orbit space. We start with two characteristic examples, the CP1 symmetry and the Z2 sym-

metry. The CP symmetry is often introduced to the potential because large CP violations

are prohibited by experiments. From Eq. (5), the CP1 transformation Φi → Φ∗i corresponds

to a mirror reflection in the ~K-space. The Z2 symmetry is introduced to prevent the flavor

changing neutral interactions,1 and a softly broken Z2 symmetry is often considered. From

Eq. 3, the Z2 transformation Φ1 → −Φ1 corresponds to a 2-dimensional rotation of π in the

~K space.

Whether a 2HDM is invariant under the CP1 or Z2 transformation can be understood

from the geometrical profile of parameter tensor and vectors, as shown in Eqs. (10) and (13).

Without loss of generality, we use an ellipsoid to visualize the 3 × 3 real symmetric tensor

1 For different types of Z2 charge assignments in the orbit space, see Table II in Appendix A 2.
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FIG. 1. Illustration figure of parameter vectors and tensor of the 2HDM potential that obeys CP1

symmetry (left) or softly broken Z2 symmetry (right). The ellipsoid denotes the tensor E and

black dashed lines denote its three principal axes. Red and blue arrows denote the directions of ~η

and ~ξ respectively.

E which possesses at least three C2 axis (principal axis) and three symmetry planes, and

we illustrate these two examples in Fig. 1. The CP1 symmetric 2HDM potential satisfies

a mirror reflection symmetry in the ~K space, requiring all the parameter vectors to lie on

the same reflection plane of E. The Z2 symmetric potential is invariant under a rotation of

π in the ~K space. Hence the parameter vectors should point to the same principal axis of

E. As for the softly broken Z2 symmetry, the quadratic term ~ξ is allowed to break the Z2

symmetry as in Fig. 1.

Following Refs. [21, 22], we list other global symmetries in scalar family space by different

geometric profile of the scalar potential in Table I. The U(1)a transformation Φ1 → eiθΦ1

corresponds to a rotation along a certain axis, the CP2 transformation corresponds to a

point reflection, and the CP3 transformation corresponds to a point reflection followed by

an additional rotation of 0 ∼ π. The geometric profiles show the hierarchy chain of those

global symmetries clearly,

CP1 < Z2 <

 CP2

U(1)a

 < CP3 < U(2), (14)

i.e., a Z2 symmetric tree-level 2HDM scalar potential must satisfy CP1 symmetry and like-

wise. For GCP properties of tree-level 2HDM scalar potential, CP2 and CP3 symmetric

conditions are more strict than CP1.2 Besides, neither CP2 nor CP3 symmetry can be still

2 This situation is different in N -Higgs doublet model for N > 2. A potential that does not conserve CP1
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TABLE I. Global symmetry and their geometric profile of parameter vectors and tensor E. ~ei are

direction of three eigenvectors of E, and ei denotes the three corresponding eigenvalues.

Symmetry Transformation Vector ~η, ~ξ and ~Y Tensor

U(2) Φi → UijΦj 0 spherical

CP3 Eq. (8) 0 e1 = e2

CP2 Eq. (7) 0 -

U(1)a Φ1 → eiθΦ1 collinear with ~e3 e1 = e2

Z2 Φ1,2 → ±Φ1,2 collinear with an axes ~ei -

CP1 Φi → Φ∗i orthogonal to an axes ~ei -

preserved after the Higgs field developed a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value. There-

fore, we will only discuss CP1 conserving (CPC) conditions and denote CP1 as CP in the

following.

III. EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL AND THERMAL CORRECTION

The global symmetries of thermal effective potential are important in the study of the

vacuum structure and CP violation in the early universe. The use of bilinear notation sim-

plifies, from a geometrical perspective, the analysis of the global symmetries of the effective

potential. In this section, we employ the bilinear notation to evaluate the effective potential

and discuss its global symmetries.

The thermal effective potential of the 2HDM is written as

Veff(T ) = Vtree + VCW + VT + Vdaisy, (15)

where Vtree is the tree-level potential, VCW is the one-loop Coleman-Weinberg potential at

zero temperature [28], and VT + Vdaisy are the thermal corrections at finite temperature.

Using the background field method, the one-loop Coleman-Weinberg potential calculated in

symmetry may satisfy some higher order GCP symmetries [23, 24]. For detailed discussion of high order

GCP symmetries, see Ref. [24–27]
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Landau gauge under the MS scheme is

VCW(φc) =
1

2
Tr

∫
d4pE
2π4

ln
[
p2
E + M2(φc)

]
=

1

64π2

∑
i

nim
4
i (φc)

[
ln
m2
i (φc)

µ2
− ci

]
.

(16)

Here, pE = (−ip0, ~p), M2 is the mass matrix of scalar or fermion in the loop and Tr traces

over the dimension of mass matrix, m2
i is the eigenvalue of the M2 for the field i, and ni is

the degree of freedom of the field i. The constant ci equals to 5/6 for gauge bosons and 3/2

for others.

The effective potential of the 2HDM has been extensively studied in the literature [6–

9, 29]. Typically, only the neutral or CP-even components of the Higgs boson doublets are

treated as background fields, which breaks the SU(2)L invariance explicitly. Consequently,

the bilinear notation cannot be applied to study Veff(φc) directly. In order to analyze the

global symmetries of the effective potential using bilinear notation, a global SU(2)L invari-

ance must be preserved in the calculation [16], which means that the masses in Eq. (16) need

to be evaluated in a SU(2)L invariant way. To achieve this, we treat all the components of

the Higgs boson doublets Φi’s,

Φi =

φi↑
φi↓

 , i = 1, 2, (17)

as background fields, and Kµ should be understood as bilinear forms of background fields

in this section.

A. Symmetries of Coleman-Weinberg potential

We first consider the zero temperature effective potential by calculating the contributions

from gauge boson loop, fermion loop and scalar loop to the Coleman-Weinberg potential

respectively.

a. Contributions from gauge boson loop. The masses of gauge bosons arise from the

kinetic term |DµΦi|2 with DµΦi = (∂µ + ig
2
σaW

µ
a + ig

′

2
Bµ)Φi, where i = 1, 2. Expanding the
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covariant derivative term directly yields the gauge boson mass term

1

4
Φ†i (gσaWa + g′B)2Φi =

1

4
Φ†i (g

′2B2 + 2gg′BWaσa + g2σaσbWaWb)Φi

=
1

4
Φ†i (g

′2B2 + 2gg′BWaσa + g2σ{aσb}WaWb)Φi

=
Φ†iΦi

4
(g′2B2 + g2WaWa) +

Φ†iσaΦi

2
gg′BWa.

(18)

Then the gauge boson mass matrix in basis ~G = (W1,W2,W3, B) is

M2
G(Φi) =

∂2L

∂ ~G∂ ~G
=
g2

4


Φ†iΦi 0 0 tWΦ†iσ1Φi

0 Φ†iΦi 0 tWΦ†iσ2Φi

0 0 Φ†iΦi tWΦ†iσ3Φi

tWΦ†iσ1Φi tWΦ†iσ2Φi tWΦ†iσ3Φi t2WΦ†iΦi

 (19)

where tW = tan θW = g′/g. For a matrix with the shape of Eq. (19), its eigenvalues are

Eigenvalues


e a

e b

e c

a b c d

 = (e, e,
d+ e±

√
4(a2 + b2 + c2) + (d− e)2

2
). (20)

With the help of the Fierz identities,

(Φ†iσaΦi)(Φ
†
jσaΦj) = (Φ†1Φ1 − Φ†2Φ2)2 + 4(Φ†1Φ2)(Φ†2Φ1) = | ~K|2, (21)

we present four eigenvalues of the gauge boson mass matrix,

m2
W± =

g2

4
K0,

m2
Z =

g2

8

(
(1 + t2W )K0 +

√
4t2W | ~K|2 + (t2W − 1)2K2

0

)
,

m2
γ =

g2

8

(
(1 + t2W )K0 −

√
4t2W | ~K|2 + (t2W − 1)2K2

0

)
.

(22)

Notice that there is a massless photon when the vacuum is neutral, i.e., K0 = | ~K|. By

plugging Eq. (22) into Eq. (16), we find that the gauge boson loop contributions to the

Coleman-Weinberg potential, V
(G)

CW = V
(G)

CW (K0, | ~K|), is spherically symmetric and preserve

any rotational symmetry in the ~K space, i.e.,

V
(G)

CW (K0, ~K) = V
(G)

CW (K0, R ~K), R ∈ O(3).

9



b. Contributions from the quark loop. Typically, only the contribution from the heav-

iest quark needs to be included in the effective potential. However, we include both the top

and bottom quarks in our calculation to ensure an explicit SU(2)L invariance. The top and

bottom quark masses mix due to the presence of charged background fields, and the fermion

mass matrix given by −∂2L/∂ψ̄iL∂ψ
j
R is

(t̄L, b̄L)MF

tR
bR

 , MF =

 yitφ
∗
i↓ yibφi↑

−yitφ∗i↑ yibφi↓

 . (23)

We obtain the fermion masses after singular decomposition,

L−1MFR =

mt

mb

 , m2
t/b =

B ±
√
B2 + C

2
, (24)

where, with the help of vector ~Y defined in Eq. (12), B and C can be written as SO(3)K

basis invariant forms as follows:

B =
1

2
(Yt0 + Yb0)K0 +

1

2
(~Yt + ~Yb) · ~K,

C =− 1

2
(Yt · Yb)K2

0 −K0(Yt0~Yb + Yb0~Yt) · ~K

+
1

2
~K · (~Yt · ~Yb − Yt0Yb0 − ~Yt ⊗ ~Yb − ~Yb ⊗ ~Yt) · ~K.

(25)

The masses can be simplified in the case that the Yukawa couplings exhibit a large hierarchy;

for example, when yt � yb, only the top quark mass m2
t (K) = (Yt0K0 + ~Yt · ~K)/4 needs

to be considered. Equations (24) and (25) show that the symmetry of V
(F )

CW is completely

determined by the direction of vector ~Y . When the vector ~Y is invariant under the rotation,

i.e., ~Yt/b = R~Yt/b for R ∈ O(3),

V
(F )

CW (K0, ~K) = V
(F )

CW (K0, R ~K).

When ~Yt/b 6= R~Yt/b ,

V
(F )

CW (K0, ~K) 6= V
(F )

CW (K0, R ~K).

Therefore, whether the fermion loop contribution to VCW breaks the global symmetry of the

tree-level potential depends on the pattern of Yukawa couplings.

c. Contributions from the scalar loop. The calculation of V
(S)

CW(K0, ~K) can be performed

straightforwards from Eq. (16), in which the mass matrix of scalars is given by

M2
S(ϕ)ab =

δ2V

δϕaδϕb
, (26)

10



where ϕa are real vectors in the 8-dimensional field space. Though M2
S cannot be diagonal-

ized analytically, we still find a way to investigate the global symmetries of V
(G)

CW . We firstly

employ the notations in Ref. [30], where the components of ϕa are ordered as

ϕTa = (Reφ1↑, Imφ1↑,Reφ2↑, Imφ2↑,Reφ1↓, Imφ1↓,Reφ2↓, Imφ2↓) , (27)

and ϕa is related to the bilinear form by Kµ = ϕaΣ
µ
abϕb. The 8× 8 matrices Σµ are defined

as

Σµ = Σµ
4⊕Σµ

4 , Σ0
4 = 14, Σ1

4 =

 0 12

12 0

 , Σ2
4 =

 0 i2

−i2 0

 , Σ3
4 =

12 0

0 −12

 , (28)

where 1d is the d× d identity matrix and i2 ≡ ( 0 1
−1 0 ) .

The V
(S)

CW can be expanded in the powers of MS [31],

V
(S)

CW =
1

2
Tr

∫
d4pE
2π4

ln
[
p2
E + M2

S

]
=

1

2

∫
d4pE
2π4

[
Tr

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(
−M2

S

p2
E

)n
+ ln p2

E

]
,

(29)

where Tr stands for taking a trace over the 8-dimensional field space. For example, the

leading power is

Tr(M2
S) = (20η00 + 4 tr(E))K0 + 24 ~K · ~η + 8ξ0, (30)

which is consistent with Ref. [30]. We show that all the traces Tr(M2n
S ) in Eq. (29) are

functions of gauge orbits Kµ, and the complete calculations are deferred to Appendix B.

Here, we present the final calculation result expressed in the bilinear notation as

V
(S)

CW = F
(
Sµνp , ηµν

)
. (31)

The function F only depends on the trace of the inner products of Sµνp and ηµν , and Sµνp is

defined as

Sµνp = F (p)µKν + F (p)νKµ − gµν(F (p)K). (32)

Here, F (p)µ is a function of Kµ that depends on the integer p,

F (p)0 ≡
p/2∑
k=0

C2k
p (A0)p−2k| ~A|2k, (33)

11



~F (p) ≡


−

(p−1)/2∑
k=0

C2k+1
p (A0)p−2k−1| ~A|2k ~A (p 6= 0),

0 (p = 0),

(34)

where (A0, ~A) = Aµ = 2ηµνK
ν +ξµ and Ck

p is the binomial coefficient. Notice that the global

symmetries are determined only by the 3-dimension vector ~A.

Upon expressing V
(S)

CW as a function in the orbit space, we find that the tensor structures in

V
(S)

CW are constructed entirely by tree level parameter tensors ηµν and ξµ, i.e., no new tensor

structure appears, therefore, the rotation symmetries of V
(S)

CW in the ~K-space are determined

by the tree-level parameter tensors. If the tree-level potential is invariant under a rotation

R ∈ O(3) in the ~K-space, i.e., Vtree(K0, ~K) = Vtree(K0, R ~K), the scalar loop contribution

V
(S)

CW also preserves the rotation invariance,

V
(S)

CW(K0, ~K) = V
(S)

CW(K0, R ~K).

B. Symmetries of thermal potential

As for the finite temperature corrections in Eq. (15), VT stands for the contribution from

one-loop diagrams, and Vdaisy denotes the correction from higher loop Daisy diagrams [31].

The one-loop correction VT is given by

VT =
∑
i

ni
T 4

2π2
JB/F

(
m2
i /T

2
)
, (35)

where the thermal bosonic function JB and fermionic function JF are

JB
(
m2/T 2

)
=− π4

45
+
π2

12

m2

T 2
− π

6

(
m2

T 2

)3/2

− 1

32

m4

T 4
log

m2

abT 2

− 2π7/2

∞∑
`=1

(−1)`
ζ(2`+ 1)

(`+ 1)!
Γ

(
`+

1

2

)(
m2

4π2T 2

)`+2

, (36)

JF
(
m2/T 2

)
=

7π4

360
− π2

24

m2

T 2
− 1

32

m4

T 4
log

m2

afT 2

− π7/2

4

∞∑
`=1

(−1)`
ζ(2`+ 1)

(`+ 1)!

(
1− 2−2`−1

)
Γ

(
`+

1

2

)(
m2

π2T 2

)`+2

. (37)

Here, ab = 16af = 16π2e3/2−2γE , and ζ is the Riemann-ζ function. The leading T -dependent

terms of JB/F are given by the mass-square terms,

JB =
π2

12

m2

T 2
+O(T−4), JF = −π

2

24

m2

T 2
+O(T−4), (38)
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where the background-field-independent terms are dropped. By collecting the results in

Eqs. (22), (24) and (30), we obtain the leading contributions from gauge boson loops, fermion

loops, and scalar loops to VT as follows:

V
(G)
T ≈ g2T 2

32
(3 + t2W )K0, (39)

V
(F )
T ≈ −T

2

8

[
(Yt0 + Yb0)K0 + (~Yt + ~Yb) · ~K)

]
, (40)

V
(S)
T ≈ T 2

6

[
(5η00 + tr(E))K0 + 6 ~K · ~η + 2ξ0

]
. (41)

We find that the corrections from Eqs. (39)-(41) to the tree-level potential is equivalent to

shifting the quadratic couplings ξµ in the orbit space, i.e.,

ξ0 → ξ0 + T 2cT0,

~ξ → ~ξ + T 2~cT , (42)

where

cT0 =
g2

32
(3 + t2W )− Yt0 + Yb0

8
+

5η00 + tr(E)

6
,

~cT =
1

8

[
8~η − ~Yt − ~Yb

]
. (43)

The direction of ~ξ is shifted by the quartic couplings ~η and Yukawa interactions ~Y from

thermal corrections. At a sufficient high temperature with T 2 � |~ξ|/|~cT |, the direction of

shifted ~ξ is aligned along the direction of ~cT . As a result, the symmetries of thermal effective

potential under the basis transformation and CP transformation are determined by ~cT .

At high temperatures, the contribution from higher loop Daisy diagrams Vdaisy is compa-

rable with VT , and it is given by [31]

Vdaisy = − T

12π

∑
i=bosons

ni
[
M3

i (φc, T )−m3
i (φc)

]
. (44)

Here, the Mi(φc, T ) are thermal corrected masses calculated from Vtree + VT , which is ob-

tained from the tree level potential by parameter shifting ξµ → ξµ + T 2cµT . Therefore, the

T -dependent terms in Mi(φc, T ) are in the form of T 2cµT . As c0
T plays no role in global

transformations, the behavior of Vdaisy under the O(3)K transformation depends only on ~cT .

After understanding the behavior of VCW, VT and Vdaisy under the O(3)K transformation,

we are ready to discuss whether a global symmetry preserved by the tree-level potential

13



will be violated by the loop corrections. Consider a tree-level potential that processes the

symmetry of a basis or CP transformation, then the potential is invariant under a rotation

R in the ~K-space, Vtree(K0, ~K) = Vtree(K0, R ~K), and its parameters satisfy

~ξ = R~ξ, ~η = R~η, E = RERT . (45)

The only quantum correction that may violate the symmetry is the contribution from fermion

loops. The global symmetry is maintained in effective potential if and only if all the Yukawa

couplings are invariant under R, i.e., ~Y = R~Y .

If the symmetry is softly broken at tree level, i.e., only the scalar quadratic coupling

~ξ 6= R~ξ violates the symmetry while other conditions in Eq. (45) are preserved, then the

symmetry violation effect from soft terms tend to be suppressed at high temperature. This

is because the leading thermal corrections shift the scalar quadratic couplings ~ξ with Yukawa

coupling ~Y and scalar quartic couplings ~η, and both ~Y and ~η preserve the symmetry.

Another noteworthy example is the custodial symmetry. In the orbit space, the custodial

symmetry of the 2HDM does not correspond to a rotation symmetry but a shift symme-

try [32]. As the effective potential is not invariant under any shift symmetry in the orbit

space, the custodial symmetry of 2HDM is bound to be broken by the effective potential.

IV. BILINEAR NOTATION AFTER EWSB

In this section, we extend the bilinear notation to discuss EWSB and physical fields.

There are two reasons to discuss the EWSB in the bilinear notation.

Firstly, a global symmetry exhibited by the potential, as shown in Table I, can be bro-

ken spontaneously after the potential develops a vacuum. For example, consider the CP

symmetry. Even if the potential is explicitly CP conserving, V (Φ1,Φ2)|Φi→Φ∗i
= V (Φ1,Φ2),

the physical fields, which are fluctuations around the vacuum, may still break CP symmetry

after EWSB if the vacuum has an irremovable CP phase as follows:

〈Φ1〉 =

 0

v1

 , 〈Φ2〉 =

 0

v2e
iδ

 . (46)

This is called spontaneous CP violation (SCPV). In the bilinear notation, the SCPV happens

when the potential but not the vacuum is invariant under a mirror reflection. In this case,

there are two degenerate vacuums related by a CP transformation as in Fig. 2. After
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FIG. 2. Illustration figures of tree-level parameters for an SCPV potential. Here ~Kv and ~Kv′ are

a pair of degenerated vacuum expectation values that are related by a mirror reflection, and the

reflection plane spanned by ~ξ and ~η.

analyzing the vacuum conditions in the orbit space, we can easily determine whether the

CP symmetry or other global symmetry is spontaneously broken.

Secondly, exploring the physical fields after the EWSB is necessary for performing on-

shell renormalization. The renormalized effective potential can be expressed fully in the

bilinear notation if we can perform the on-shell renormalization in the orbit space. For that,

we examine the vacuum structures in the orbit space and investigate the relations between

the field space and orbit space. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the mass matrix of the

physical neutral scalars corresponds to a geometric structure in the orbit space, making it

convenient to handle the mass spectrum and on-shell renormalization.

A. Vacuum condition

We start with the vacuum conditions of V (Kµ), where V (Kµ) represents the tree-level or

effective potential in the orbit space. Figure 3 displays the light-cone in the orbit space, and

the light-cone is a hyper-surface defined by K0 = | ~K|. The orbit space inside the forward

light-cone LC+ is the physical region, satisfying K0 ≥ | ~K| [12–15]. A neutral vacuum

expectation value requires the minimum of the potential, denoted as Kµ
v , to lie on the LC+,

i.e., Kv,0 = | ~Kv| [12–15]. Therefore, Kµ
v is a conditional minimum of V (Kµ) on the LC+.

The vacuum of the potential V (Kµ) is solved by minimizing the function Vu(K
µ) =

V (Kµ)−uL(Kµ), where u is a Lagrange multiplier and L(Kµ) = 0 is the light-cone condition
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FIG. 3. Vacuum expectation value and light-cone coordinates in the orbit space. The yellow surface

denotes LC+ and the green denotes the equipotential surface Mvev. Kv is the tangent point of

these 3-dimensional hyper-surfaces.

with L(Kµ) defined as

L(K0, ~K) = K2
0 − | ~K|2 = 4K+K− − | ~KT |2. (47)

Here, for the convenience, we introduce the light-cone coordinates

K± ≡
(K0 ±K3)

2
, ~KT ≡ (K1, K2), (48)

which are defined after rotating the vacuum along the K3 direction, i.e., Kµ
v = v2

2
(1, 0, 0, 1)T .

The solution of the conditional minimum satisfies

∂V

∂K−

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= 2v2u > 0,
∂V

∂K+

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= 0,
∂V

∂ ~KT

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= 0. (49)

Note that we require ∂V
∂K−

> 0 to ensure no global minimum inside the light-cone to avoid a

charged vacuum.

In addition to the conditions in Eq. (49), we need to make sure that Kv is a minimal

point rather than a saddle point. In the 4-dimensional orbit space, Kv is the tangent point

of LC+ and an equipotential surfaceMvev defined by V (Kµ) = V (Kµ
v ) [14], and the normal

direction of their tangent space is K−, as shown in Fig. 3. Therefore, the requirement that

Kv is not a saddle point indicates that Mvev must be outside of the LC+. Equivalently,

the distance between LC+ andMvev is non-negative. Expanding the distance between LC+

and Mvev at their tangent point yields

δh = (δK+, δ ~KT) M2
dist

δK+

δ ~KT

 , M2
dist =

1

∂V/∂K−

 ∂2Vu
∂K2

+

∂2Vu
∂K+∂ ~KT

∂2Vu
∂K+∂ ~KT

∂2Vu
∂ ~K2

T

 . (50)
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Therefore, the matrix M2
dist must be positive definite. Here, the distance δh is measured

in the coordinate K−. As to be shown later, the distance matrix M2
dist between the two

hyper-surfaces directly yields the neutral scalar mass matrix.

Now we have introduced the vacuum conditions fully in the orbit space. These conditions

apply to both the tree-level and the effective potentials. Specifically, the tree-level potential

in Eq. (9) can be written in terms of the light-cone coordinates as follows,

Vtree =ξ+K+ + ξ−K− + ~ξT · ~KT + (K+, K−, ~KT)


η++ η+− ~ηT+

η+− η−− ~ηT−

~ηT+ ~ηT− ηTT



K+

K−

~KT

 . (51)

Then the minimal conditions for the tree-level potential from Eq. (49) are

∂Vtree

∂K−

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= ξ− + v2η+− = 2v2u > 0,

∂Vtree

∂K+

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= ξ+ + v2η++ = 0,

∂Vtree

∂ ~KT

∣∣∣∣
Kv

= ~ξT + v2~ηT+ = 0, (52)

which are equivalent to the minimal conditions given in Ref. [12].

B. A geometrical view of the scalar mass matrix

After the potential develops a vacuum expectation value, the scalar fields become massive.

The field components after the EWSB, which are fluctuations around the vacuum. Without

loss of generality, we use the Higgs basis in which the vacuum v is rotated to the first doublet,

and the field components are

H1 =

 G+

v + φ+ iG0

√
2

 , H2 =

 H+

R + iI√
2

 , (53)

where φ,R, I and H± are physical fields while G0 and G± are Goldstone fields. By substi-

tuting the field components of Hi into Eq. (2), and rewriting them in terms of the light-cone
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coordinates, we have
K+

K1

K2

K−

 =
v2

2


1

0

0

0

+ v


φ

R

I

0

+


φ2

2
+

G2
0

2
+G+G−

φR + IG0 +G+H− +G−H+

φI −RG0 + i(G+H− −G−H+)

I2

2
+ R2

2
+H−H+

 . (54)

The charged Higgs boson mass is given by

m2
H± =

∂V

∂H−H+

∣∣∣∣
vev

=
∂V

∂K−

∣∣∣∣
Kv

∂K−
∂H−H+

∣∣∣∣
vev

=
∂V

∂K−

∣∣∣∣
Kv

. (55)

As for the neutral physical scalars φ,R and I, their mass matrix is calculated by expanding

the potential in the field space as follows,

δV = (δφ, δR, δI) M2
neutral


δφ

δR

δI

 , (56)

where δφ, δR and δI are small expansions of the fields around the vacuum. Equation (54)

shows that the three directions (K+, ~KT), which span the tangent space of LC+ and Mvev,

are linearly related to the three neutral scalar fields (φ,R, I) around the vacuum. The linear

relationship between field space and orbit space directly links the scalar mass matrix and the

distance matrix between LC+ and Mvev. By combining Eq. (56) with Eqs. (50) and (54),

we obtain

M2
neutral = v2

 ∂2Vu
∂K2

+

∂2Vu
∂K+∂ ~KT

∂2Vu
∂K+∂ ~KT

∂2Vu
∂ ~K2

T

 = v2 ∂V

∂K−
M2

dist. (57)

Therefore, the neutral mass matrix is simply proportional to the distance matrix between

the two hyper-surfaces LC+ and Mvev.

The experimentally preferred Higgs alignment limit can be read out from Eq.(57) directly.

In the alignment limit, the neutral scalar φ in Eq. (53) corresponds to the SM-like Higgs

boson, and all of its properties are very close to the SM Higgs boson, including mass, gauge

couplings, Yukawa couplings, and CP property. Technically, the alignment limit is reached

when the neutral scalar φ in Eq. (53) is approximately the 125 GeV mass eigenstate and

does not mix with other neutral scalars, therefore, we obtain the following relations from

Eq. (57),
∂2Vu

∂K+∂ ~KT

∣∣∣∣
Kv

=
∂2V

∂K+∂ ~KT

∣∣∣∣
Kv

≈ 0, (58)

18



⊙
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(a)
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+ ℳvev

δ

⊙

(b)

LC
+

ℳvev

FIG. 4. A two dimensional slice of Fig. 3 with K0 = Kv,0, viewed from the K0 direction. The

symbol � denotes the K0 axis. The yellow line denotes LC+ and the green denotes Mvev. There

are two scenarios with an ultra-light scalar: (a) potential with a slightly broken U(1)a symmetry;

(b) the SCPV potential with a small CP phase δ.

where K+ and ~KT are light-cone coordinates in orbit space. At tree-level, this condition

yields ~ηT+ ≈ 0 straightforwards.

Another demonstration is to discuss the ultra-light CP-odd particle, which is also known

as the axion-like particle (ALP). The ALP is of widespread interest for its rich phenomenol-

ogy, and the 2HDM is a simple model that can provide the ALP. From the geometric relations

in the orbit space, a massless scalar appears when the two hyper-surfaces LC+ andMvev os-

culate at Kv along a certain direction. There are two possibilities in the 2HDM to produce an

ALP naturally, due to symmetries rather than accidental parameter choice. One possibility

is the 2HDM potential with an approximately U(1)a symmetry. An exact U(1)a symmetry

in the 2HDM potential results in an additional Goldstone boson, and the Goldstone boson

will develop a small mass if the U(1)a symmetry is slightly broken as shown in Fig. 4(a). In

this case, the ALP is a pseudo-Goldston boson as in the Dine–Fischler–Srednicki–Zhitnitsky

axion model [33, 34]. Another possibility is the 2HDM potential with a CP symmetry that is

spontaneously broken. When the SCPV phase δ is very small, the two degenerate vacuums

turn to merge, and the two hyper-surfaces LC+ and Mvev turn to osculate with each other

at Kv, as shown in Fig. 4(b), therefore, a massless boson appears when the SCPV phase δ

goes to zero [35]. In this case, the ALP is not a pseudo-Goldston boson.
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V. ON-SHELL RENORMALIZATION IN THE ORBIT SPACE

The masses and mixing angles of physical states derived from the one-loop CW potential

in the MS renormalization scheme differ from their tree-level values. To directly use the loop-

corrected masses and mixing angles as inputs, the on-shell renormalization scheme is often

preferred. This is achieved by adding the counterterm potential VCT to the zero temperature

effective potential

Veff = Vtree + VCW + VCT, (59)

and then enforcing the loop-corrected vacuum and masses to be the same as the tree-level

values. Consequently, the renormalization conditions in the field space are given by

∂ϕa(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
ϕa=〈ϕa〉tree

= 0, (60)

∂ϕa∂ϕb(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
ϕa=〈ϕa〉tree

= 0, (61)

where ϕa (a = 1 · · · 8) denote the eight scalar field components in the two Higgs doublets.

However, most of the renormalization conditions are redundant due to unphysical fields

and quite a few identities, and it is convenient to deal with the renormalization condition in

orbit space.3 To achieve this, we express the counterterm potential in the bilinear notation

as VCT = δξµK
µ + δηµν K

µKν . Based on the vacuum conditions in Eq. (49) and the scalar

masses given in Eqs. (55) and (57), we obtain ten independent renormalization conditions

that are related to the physical fields as follows:

0 = ∂K+(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
, (62)

0 = ∂ ~KT (VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
, (63)

0 = ∂K−(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
, (64)

0 = ∂2
K+

(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
, (65)

0 = ∂2
~KT

(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
, (66)

0 = ∂K+∂ ~KT (VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv
. (67)

Here the light-cone coordinates are defined still by the tree-level vacuum Kv, and the deriva-

tives are evaluated around Kv. Note that only part of the first and second derivatives

3 A detailed analysis of the number of renormalization conditions in the field space and their equivalence

with the conditions in the orbit space is presented in Appendix C.
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∂Kµ(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv

and ∂KµKν (VCT + VCW)
∣∣
Kv

are related to the vacuum conditions and

scalar masses and should be included in the renormalization conditions, while the others

are irrelevant to physical quantities. Specifically, four conditions from the first derivative

in Eqs. (62)-(64) ensure that the loop-corrected vacuum expectation value is the same as

the tree-level case, and Eq. (64) also ensures that the charged scalar mass is the same as

the tree-level value. The other six conditions involving the second derivatives in Eqs. (65)-

(67) ensure that the neutral scalar masses and mixing angles are the same as those of the

tree-level potential.

The counterterms δξµ and δηµν can be determined from the renormalization conditions

in Eqs. (62)-(67). For a general 2HDM without any constrains on the parameters, there are

fourteen free parameters, four in δξµ and ten in δηµν , to be determined by the renormaliza-

tion conditions. After expressing δξµ and δηµν in terms of the light-cone coordinates, the

renormalization conditions are

δη++ = −∂2
K+
VCW

∣∣
Kv
, (68)

δ~ηT+ = −∂ ~KT ∂ ~K+
VCW

∣∣
Kv
, (69)

δηTT = −∂2
~KT
VCW

∣∣
Kv
, (70)

δξ+ = −∂K+VCW

∣∣
Kv
− v2δη++, (71)

δ~ξT = −∂ ~KTVCW

∣∣
Kv
− v2δ~ηT+, (72)

δξ− = −∂K−VCW

∣∣
Kv
− v2δη+−. (73)

Note that neither the vacuum condition nor the scalar mass matrix depends on the coun-

terterms δη−−, δη+− and δ~ηT−, therefore, these four parameters are up to free choices.

In addition, our convention is to set the tadpole terms to zero whenever possible. Gener-

ally, one can allow the development of vacuum in the field space and introduce the tadpole

terms in VCT as done in Refs. [18, 36]. However, for the most general 2HDM potential, there

will be more parameters than renormalization conditions and we can always set the tadpole

terms to zero. Tadpole terms may be necessary if we require the counterterms to satisfy some

specific constraints such that the remaining parameters cannot satisfy the renormalization

conditions.

For the 2HDM with some specific parameter constraints required by symmetries or align-

ment, it is a common practice to demand the counterterms δξµ and δηµν satisfying the same
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constraints as the tree-level parameters ξµ and ηµν . Then the number of parameters in

δξµ and δηµν is less than fourteen as in the general 2HDM, and the renormalization con-

ditions need to be dealt with case-by-case. For illustration, we discuss the renormalization

conditions used in three 2HDMs below.

a. Softly broken Z2 symmetric potential. Imposing a softly broken Z2 symmetry on the

2HDM Lagrangian is the most popular way to prevent flavor-changing neutral interactions.

For a complex 2HDM with softly broken Z2 symmetry, the Z2 symmetry gives four additional

constraints on δηµν , and the remaining six counterterms can be fixed by the six conditions

in Eqs. (68)-(70). The soft quadratic couplings are not constrained, and four parameters in

δξµ can be fixed by the four conditions in Eqs. (71)-(73).

b. Real 2HDM with softly broken Z2 symmetry. In addition to the softly broken Z2

symmetry, a CP symmetry is often imposed on the potential. The tree-level potential is

invariant under a mirror reflection R̄ in the orbit space, Vtree(K0, ~K) = Vtree(K0, R̄ ~K). Note

that the CP symmetry does not impose any additional constraint on the quartic counterterms

δηµν , as the Z2 symmetry provides stronger constraints than the CP symmetry. On the other

hand, the softly broken terms are constrained by the CP symmetry. Say that the mirror

reflection is along the second direction R̄ : K2 → −K2, then δξ2 should be set to zero,

leaving three free parameters in δξµ.

Usually, the three parameters in δξµ are not enough to satisfy the four equations in

Eqs. (71)-(73). But when the vacuum is invariant under the CP transformation, e.g., Kµ
v =

v2

2
(1, 0, 0, 1) and ~Kv = R̄ ~Kv, there are only three independent conditions in Eqs. (71)-(73),

because the CW potential satisfies the CP symmetry, VCW(K0, ~K) = VCW(K0, R̄ ~K), and we

have

∂K2VCW

∣∣
Kv

= 0, ∂K2∂KµVCW

∣∣
Kv

= 0. (74)

Then one renormalization condition δξ2 = −∂K2VCW− v2δ~η2+ = 0 automatically holds from

Eq. (72), and we end up with three parameters and three conditions.

However, if the vacuum develops an SCPV phase δ, the CP symmetry is broken spon-

taneously. The vacuum ~Kv is no longer invariant under the CP transformation, e.g.,

Kµ
v = v2

2
(1, 0, sin δ, cos δ) and ~Kv 6= R̄ ~Kv. As a result, Eqs. (74) no longer hold. The

rest three parameters in δξµ are not enough to satisfy the renormalization conditions if we

still require the counterterm δξ2 = 0. The remaining renormalization condition, which is
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equivalent to ∂δ(VCW +VCT) = 0, cannot be fulfilled, and this corresponds to a change of the

SCPV phase δ. It could be fixed with a tadpole counterterm of the CP-violating vacuum.

c. Exact aligned 2HDM. In the 2HDM, the exact alignment condition requires that the

neutral scalar φ in Eq. (53) is the 125 GeV mass eigenstate, then the tree-level parameters

satisfy ~ηT+ = 0 as shown in Eq. (58). However, the alignment condition is not protected

by any symmetry, and there is no guarantee that the counterterms δ~ηT+ = −∂ ~KT ∂ ~K+
VCW

vanish. Therefore, the alignment condition is usually broken by quantum corrections.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We performed a complete analysis of the CP and basis transformation symmetries of the

2HDM in the orbit space. We extended the study of the global symmetries in orbit space

to one-loop thermal effective potential. We demonstrated that the global symmetries of the

tree-level potential are preserved by quantum corrections from boson loop contributions, but

may be broken by fermion loop contributions, depending on the Yukawa interactions.

In order to study the vacuum conditions and physical masses in the orbit space, we

introduced the light-cone coordinates and generalized the bilinear notation to study the

physical scalar fields around the vacuum. It provides a geometric view of the scalar mass

matrix and on-shell renormalization conditions. By translating the on-shell renormalization

conditions of the vacuum and scalar mass into geometric conditions in the orbit space, we

calculated the renormalized one-loop effective potential completely.

We extend our study to the case after the EWSB. The geometrical view of scalar masses

can provide insight into special limits of the 2HDM mass spectrum, such as alignment limit

and ultra-light scalars, thereby simplifying the analysis. The renormalization conditions are

much simpler to be dealt with in the orbit space, and there are at most 10 independent

on-shell renormalization conditions for a general 2HDM potential. Our work provides a

foundation for future study of the 2HDM effective potential and its implications in orbit

space.
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Appendix A: Basis invariant notations of 2HDM potential

1. Explicit expression of bilinear notation

The explicit expression for each component of Kµ is

Kµ = Φ†iσ
µ
ijΦj =


Φ†1Φ1 + Φ†2Φ2

Φ†1Φ2 + Φ†2Φ1

i(Φ†2Φ1 − Φ†1Φ2)

Φ†1Φ1 − Φ†2Φ2

 . (A1)

By comparing the potential in the blinear notation (Eq. 9) with the tranditional notation

(Eq. 1), we can explicitly relate these two sets of parameters,

ξ0 ≡
1

2
(m2

11 +m2
22), η00 = (λ1 + λ2 + 2λ3)/8,

~ξ =
(
−<

(
m2

12

)
,=
(
m2

12

)
, 1

2
(m2

11 −m2
22)
)T
,

~η = (<(λ6 + λ7)/4,−=(λ6 + λ7)/4, (λ1 − λ2)/8)T ,

E =
1

4


λ4 + < (λ5) −= (λ5) < (λ6 − λ7)

−= (λ5) λ4 −< (λ5) = (λ7 − λ6)

< (λ6 − λ7) = (λ7 − λ6) (λ1 + λ2 − 2λ3) /2

 . (A2)

In the 4-dimensional orbit space, the physical region is confined to the interior of the

forward light-cone, i.e., K0 > | ~K|. Because Kµ can be decomposed from Kij = Φ†iΦj, by

definition:

K ≡

Φ†1Φ1 Φ†2Φ1

Φ†1Φ2 Φ†2Φ2

 ≡ 1

2

K0 +K3 K1 − iK2

K1 + iK2 K0 −K3

 , (A3)

and the matrix K is actually a semi-positive matrix when Φi = (φi↑, φi↓)
T are SU(2)L

doublets,

K = φφ†, φ =

φ1↑ φ1↓

φ2↓ φ2↓

 , (A4)
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TABLE II. Z2 charge assignment for different types

uR dR lR Φ1 Φ2 Directions of Ŷf

Type I + + + − + Ŷu = Ŷd = Ŷl

Type II + − − − + −Ŷu = Ŷd = Ŷl

Type X + + − − + Ŷu = Ŷd = −Ŷl

Type Y + − + − + Ŷu = −Ŷd = Ŷl

which directly leads to  trK = K0 > 0,

detK = (K2
0 − | ~K|2)/4 > 0.

(A5)

Therefore in the bilinear notation, the tree-level 2HDM scalar potential is a real quadratic

function of (K0, ~K), and the physical region is defined inside the forward light-cone.

2. Z2 symmetry in the bilinear notation

The Z2 symmetry is imposed on the 2HDM by assigning Z2 charges to scalar and fermion

fields. In Eq. (1), the two Higgs doublets Φ1 and Φ2 carry the Z2 charges of −1 and +1

respectively, forbidding the (Φ†1Φ1)(Φ†1Φ2) and (Φ†2Φ2)(Φ†1Φ2) terms in the potential.

As for the Yukawa interactions, fermions are also assigned with negative or positive Z2

charges, then forced to interact with only Φ1 or Φ2. Usually, the patterns of Z2 charges

assignments are divided into four types [37–42]: Type I, Type II, Type X and Type Y, as

listed in Table II. For fermions with different Z2 charges, the vectors ~Y ’s projected by their

Yukawa couplings are opposite to each other. For example, in the orbit space of Z2 eigenbasis

(Φ1,Φ2), the Yukawa coupling of fermion with positive Z2 charge yield Y µ ∝ (1, 0, 0,−1)

and the Yukawa coupling of fermion with negative Z2 charge yield Y µ ∝ (1, 0, 0, 1).

3. Tensor notation

For the completeness of this paper, here we reviewed another basis invariant notation to

analyze the 2HDM potential, the tensor notation [2–4]. It is straightforward to express the
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2HDM scalar potential in an U(2)Φ basis invariant form,

V = µijΦ
†
iΦj + λij,kl(Φ

†
iΦj)(Φ

†
kΦl). (A6)

As a result µij and λij,kl transform covariantly with Φi under the U(2)Φ basis transformation,

µ′ij = UikµklU
∗
jl, λ′ij,kl = UipUkrλpq,rsU

∗
jqU

∗
ls. (A7)

By definition, λij,kl = λkl,ij, and hermiticity requires that µij = µ∗ji, λkl,ij = λ∗lk,ji. Under

the basis of Eq. (1), we have the following relations explicitly,

µ11 = m2
11, µ22 = m2

22,

µ12 = −m2
12, µ21 = −m2

12
∗

λ11,11 = λ1, λ22,22 = λ2,

λ11,22 = λ22,11 = λ3, λ12,21 = λ21,12 = λ4,

λ12,12 = λ5, λ21,21 = λ∗5,

λ11,12 = λ12,11 = λ6, λ11,21 = λ21,11 = λ∗6,

λ22,12 = λ12,22 = λ7, λ22,21 = λ21,22 = λ∗7.

(A8)

The potential is invariant under the GCP symmetry Eq. (4) when µij and λij,kl satisfy

µij = Xikµ
∗
klX

∗
lj, λij,kl = XimXknλ

∗
mp,nqX

∗
jpX

∗
lq. (A9)

One can construct several CP invariants to determine whether a potential is GCP in-

variant [2]. Similar to the Jarlskog invariant [43], a SU(3)L/R invariant in quark family

space, the CP invariants of 2HDM scalar potential are constructed from tensor products of

µij and λij,kl as U(2)Φ invariants in scalar family space. And tensor notation can also be

used to construct CP invariants for scalar fermion interaction after extending tensor struc-

tures to fermion family space [2]. In addition, a recent development in tensor notation is

using the Hilbert series to systematically construct all possible CP invariants [5], and similar

procedures can also be used to construct CP invariant in the lepton sector with Majorana

terms [44].

Appendix B: Effective potential from Scalar Loop Contribution

Here we show the calculation of the effective potential from scalar loop contribution in

detail. We employ the notations in Ref. [30] to link the eight scalar fields ϕi with the bilinear
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forms Kµ,

L = Ωµ (∂αΦi)
† σµij (∂αΦj)− V, Ω2 = 1,

Vtree = ξµK
µ + ηµνK

µKν ,

ϕa = (Reφ1,↑, Imφ1,↑,Reφ2,↑, Imφ2,↑,Reφ1,↓, Imφ1,↓,Reφ2,↓, Imφ2,↓) ,

Kµ = ϕaΣ
µ
abϕb,

(ΩρΣ
ρ)−1 = ΩρΣ̄

ρ.

(B1)

Note that Ωµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) for the canonical kinetic term The matrix Σ̄µ = (Σ0,−Σi) and

the 8× 8 symmetric matrics Σµ defined in Eq. (28) are

Σµ = Σµ
4 ⊕ Σµ

4 , Σ0
4 = 14, Σ1

4 =

 0 12

12 0

 , Σ2
4 =

 0 i2

−i2 0

 , Σ3
4 =

12 0

0 −12

 ,

(B2)

where 1d is the d× d identity matrix and i2 ≡ ( 0 1
−1 0 ). Because (i2)2 = −12, the matrix Σµ

share the same algebra with the pauli matrix σµ, e.g.,

[Σi,Σj] = 2i8ε
ijkΣk, (~w · ~Σ)2 = |~w|218, (B3)

1

2
(Σ̄µΣν + Σ̄νΣµ) = gµν18, (B4)

ΣµΣ̄ρΣν = gµρΣν + gρνΣµ − gµνΣρ + i8ε
µρν

λΣ
λ, (B5)

Σ̄µΣρΣ̄ν = gµρΣ̄ν + gρνΣ̄µ − gµνΣ̄ρ − i8ε
µρν

λΣ̄
λ. (B6)

Here i8 ≡ 14 ⊗ i2 is an anti-symmetric matrix who commutes with Σµ and satisfies (i8)2 =

−18, and ~w is an arbitrary vector. These identities help to translate some expressions of ϕa

to bilinear forms. For example,

ϕi8Σµϕ = 0, ϕΣµΣ̄ρΣνϕ = gµρKν + gρνKµ − gµνKρ. (B7)

Then we evaluate the second derivative of L

− δ2L
δϕaδϕb

= ΩρΣ
ρ
ab∂

2 + ξµΣµ
ab + 2ηµν(ϕcΣ

µ
cdϕd)Σ

ν
ab + 4ηµνΣ

µ
ac(ϕcϕd)Σ

ν
db. (B8)

In the following, we work in the frame with the canonical kinetic term with Ωµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),

and the scalar mass matrix is

M2
S(ϕ)ab = Aab +Bab,

Aab = AµΣµ
ab, Aµ = 2ηµνK

ν + ξµ,

Bab = 4ηµνΣ
µ
acϕcϕdΣ

ν
db.

(B9)
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To deal with Tr(M2n
S ) in Eq. (29), we expand the binomial

Tr[(Aab +Bab)
n] =

n∑
l=0

∑
pi=n−l∑
{pi}

Ns({pi})Tr(Ap1BAp2B · · ·AplB). (B10)

And we need to evaluate (AµΣµ)p. Using the identities in Eq. (B3),

(AµΣµ)p = (A018 + ~A · ~Σ)p,

=

p∑
k=0

Ck
p (A0)p−k( ~A · ~Σ)k,

=

p/2∑
k=0

C2k
p (A0)p−2k| ~A|2k18 +

(p−1)/2∑
k=0

C2k+1
p (A0)p−2k−1| ~A|2k( ~A · ~Σ), (B11)

where Ck
p is the binomial coefficient and

A0 = 2η00K0 + 2~η · ~K + ξ0, (B12)

~A = 2K0~η + 2E ~K + ~ξ. (B13)

For simplicity, we define a new four-vector F (p)µ from (A0, ~A)

F (p)0 ≡
p/2∑
k=0

C2k
p (A0)p−2k| ~A|2k, (B14)

~F (p) ≡


−

(p−1)/2∑
k=0

C2k+1
p (A0)p−2k−1| ~A|2k ~A (p 6= 0),

0 (p = 0),

(B15)

and we have

(AµΣµ)p = F (p)µΣ̄µ. (B16)

The series in Eq. (B10) are then calculated as

Tr(Ap1BAp2B · · ·AplB) = 4lηµ1ν1 · · · ηµlνl
l∏

i=1

A(pi)ρiϕΣνiΣ̄ρiΣµi+1ϕ

= 4lηµ1ν1 · · · ηµlνl
l∏

i=1

Sνiµi+1
pi

= 4ltr (η · Sp1 · · · η · Spl) ,

where µl+1 ≡ µ1 and the trace tr is taken in the orbit space. The symmetric tensor Sµνp =

F (p)ρϕΣµΣ̄ρΣνϕ = F (p)µKν + F (p)νKµ − gµν(F (p)K). And the effective potential can be
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expressed as 4

V
(S)

CW =
1

2

∫
d4pE
2π4

[
Tr

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(
−M2

S

p2
E

)n]

=
1

2

∫
d4pE
2π4

∑
n

(−)n
1

n(p2
E)n

n∑
l=0

∑
pi=n−l∑
{pi}

Ns({pi})Tr(Ap1BAp2B · · ·AplB)

=
1

2

∫
d4pE
2π4

∑
n

(−)n
1

n(p2
E)n

n∑
l=0

∑
pi=n−l∑
{pi}

Ns({pi})tr (η · Sp1 · · · η · Spl) (B17)

In the end, the V
(S)

CW is expressed as a series defined in the orbit space. It is worth

mentioning that the discussion of CP property is independent of regularization. When the

potential is CP-even, as we discussed, we can apply the CP transformation before and after

the regularization and nothing will change. Finally, we can conclude that the CP property of

the (CP conserving) potential tree-level potential is not violated by the Coleman-Weinberg

potential from scalar loop contribution.

Appendix C: Renormalization Conditions

To compare with the renormalization conditions in Ref. [18], we follow their notations

and the field expanded around the vacuum v1, v2 are

Φ1 =
1√
2

 ρ1 + iη1

v1 + ζ1 + iψ1

 , Φ2 =
1√
2

 ρ2 + iη2

v2 + ζ2 + iψ2

 . (C1)

The renormalization conditions are

∂ϕa(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
ϕa=〈ϕa〉tree

= 0, (C2)

∂ϕa∂ϕb(VCT + VCW)
∣∣
ϕa=〈ϕa〉tree

= 0. (C3)

ϕa ≡ {ρ1, η1, ζ1, ψ1, ρ2, η2, ζ2, ψ2} , 〈ϕa〉tree = {0, 0, v1, 0, 0, 0, v2, 0} .

Naively, there are 8+36 renormalization conditions from Eqs. (C2) and (C3). However, for

any function of the form f(Φ†iΦj), its first and second derivative satisfy some identities so

that most of the renormalization conditions are redundant.

4 For simplicity, the ln pE is dropped here.
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We have the following 5 identities for the first derivatives,

∂ρ1 = 0, (C4)

∂ρ2 = 0, (C5)

∂η1 = 0, (C6)

∂η2 = 0, (C7)

cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2 = 0, (C8)

where ∂φi = 0 denotes ∂φif |φ=〈φ〉tree = 0 for any function f(Φ†iΦj) and tan β = v2/v1.

Therefore, we are left with 3 independent renormalization conditions from Eq. (C2),

∂ζ1(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C9)

∂ζ2(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C10)

(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1)(VCT + VCW) = 0. (C11)

We have the following 26 identities for the second derivatives,

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2) = 0, (C12)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2) = 0, (C13)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2) = 0, (C14)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1) = 0, (C15)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1) = 0, (C16)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2) = 0, (C17)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2) = 0, (C18)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1) = 0, (C19)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1) = 0, (C20)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2) = 0, (C21)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = 0, (C22)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1) = 0, (C23)

(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = 0, (C24)

(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1) = 0, (C25)

(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1) = 0, (C26)
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(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1) = 0, (C27)

(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1) = 0, (C28)

(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1) = 0, (C29)

(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1) = 0, (C30)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2) = (cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2), (C31)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2) = (cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2)(cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2), (C32)

(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = (cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1), (C33)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = (cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1), (C34)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = (cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1), (C35)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = −(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1), (C36)

(cβ∂η1 + sβ∂η2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) = (cβ∂ψ1 + sβ∂ψ2)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1). (C37)

Then, there are 10 independent renormalization conditions from the second derivatives.

However, three of them are satisfied automatically when the renormalization conditions

from the first derivatives are satisfied, because of the following identities,

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)
2 =

1

2v
(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2), (C38)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1) =
1

2v
(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1), (C39)

(cβ∂ρ1 + sβ∂ρ2)(cβ∂η2 − sβ∂η1) =
1

2v
(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1). (C40)

Finally, we are left with only 7 independent renormalization conditions from Eq. (C3),

(cβ∂ρ2 − sβ∂ρ1)2(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C41)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)
2(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C42)

(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1)2(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C43)

(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1)
2(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C44)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1)(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C45)

(cβ∂ζ1 + sβ∂ζ2)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1)(VCT + VCW) = 0, (C46)

(cβ∂ζ2 − sβ∂ζ1)(cβ∂ψ2 − sβ∂ψ1)(VCT + VCW) = 0. (C47)

And we have 10 independent renormalization conditions from Eqs. (C9)-(C11) and Eqs. (C41)-
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(C47) in total.
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Abstract

For the light relativistic dark matter (DM) boosted by high energy cosmic ray, its scattering

cross section with the nucleon is sensitively dependent on the momentum-transfer and such an

dependence is caused by the mediator in the scattering. For puffy DM particle with a size, the

momentum-transfer dependence can also arise from the DM radius effect. All these momentum-

transfer dependences should be considered. In this note we study the direct detection limits on

the cosmic ray-boosted puffy DM for a simplified model with a light mediator. For comparison,

we first re-derive the direct detection limits on the cosmic ray-boosted point-like DM. We display

the limits on various planes of parameters and find that the limits for the cosmic ray-boosted puffy

DM are stronger than for the point-like DM.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As a crucial component of our universe, dark matter (DM) has significant influence on

the evolution of the universe and the formation of large-scale structures [1, 2]. So far all

evidence for the existences of DM have primarily been based on gravitational interaction,

such as the rotation curves of galaxies, the collision of bullet clusters and gravitational

lensing effects [3–5]. As a fundamental particle, the nature of DM particle remains a great

mystery to the field of particle physics, such as its spin, mass and size [6], although the

state-of-the-art technologies have been being used to detect the DM particle, especially its

most popular candidate called the Weakly Interacting Massive Particle (WIMP) [7–9].

In the direct detection of DM, the traditional experiments have good sensitivities for

DM mass above 1 GeV [10], while below 1 GeV the sensitivity of detection is almost lost

since the maximal non-relativity DM-nuclear recoil energy drops below the threshold of the

detectors [11–13]. Recently, some experiments start focusing on inelastic scattering processes

involving sub-GeV DM, such as the DM-electron scattering, the nuclear recoils through the

Migdal effect and the DM-phonon scattering [14–22]. Furthermore, these experiments are

exploring a variety of targets including noble gas atoms, semiconductors, Dirac materials

and superconductors [23–28].

On the other hand, the direct detection of sub-GeV DM can become feasible, considering
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that the high energy galactic cosmic rays can collide with the cold sub-GeV DM and generate

a (semi-)relativistic DM component of cosmic rays, called the CRDM flux [29–41]. In this

case, the relativistic scattering cross section between DM and ordinary matter is dependent

on the momentum-transfer closely, particularly when the mediator mass is light [42]. Thus

the complete propagator should be considered in the calculation of cross section. In fact,

from 1/(q2 +m2
φ) ∝ 1/(1+q2/m2

φ) we see that one source of momentum-transfer dependence

in the cross section comes from the mediator. Furthermore, for puffy DM with a finite size,

another source of momentum-transfer dependence in the cross section arises from its radius

effect, similar to the study for addressing the small-scale structure anomalies [43–45]. For the

direct detection of cosmic ray-boosted puffy DM, these two sources of momentum-transfer

dependence need to be jointly considered, which is the aim of this work. The obtained limits

will also provide information on the DM radius, which is crucial in revealing the nature of

DM.

This work is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, a simplified model for puffy DM is presented.

In Sec. III, the full processes of cosmic ray-boosted puffy dark matter are described. In Sec.

IV, some numerical results about the mediators and the finite-size effects are shown. Sec.

V gives our conclusions.

II. A SIMPLIFIED MODEL WITH MEDIATOR FOR PUFFY DARK MATTER

Light mediators play a crucial role in DM direct detection and collider searches, as the

recoils of targets from momentum transfer are significantly influenced by the mediators.

From puffy DM, the effects of DM size, which provide an additional source of momentum-

transfer dependence in the DM-nucleon scattering cross section, must be fully considered to

account for all factors influencing the momentum transfer [46].

When the DM particle is point-like, a simplified model with scalar φ or vector Vµ as the

mediator between DM and nucleon has a Lagrangian

Lint ⊃gχSφχ̄χ+ gNSφN̄N

+ gDVµχ̄γ
µχ+ gεVµN̄γ

µN,
(1)

where χ is the DM, N denotes proton or neutron, and gχs, gNs, gD and gε are the coupling

constants. In general, a cold DM particle can be approximately considered at rest. However,
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when it is boosted by cosmic rays, its velocity can be relativistic. The differential scattering

cross section between a CR particle and a point-like DM particle can be calculated as(
dσχN
dTχ

)
S0,CR

=
A2g2

Nsg
2
χsF

2(q2)(2mχ + Tχ)(2m2
N +mχTχ)

8πTi(Ti + 2mN)(m2
φ + 2mχTχ)2

(2)(
dσχN
dTχ

)
V0,CR

=
A2g2

Dg
2
εF

2(q2){2mχ(mN + Ti)
2 − Tχ[(mN +mχ)2 + 2mχTi] +mχT

2
χ}

4πTi(Ti + 2mN)(m2
V + 2mχTχ)2

(3)

where the subscript 0 means point-like DM particle with zero radius, Tχ and Ti denote

respectively the kinetic energies of the outgoing DM particle and the incoming CR particle

(proton or helium), A is the number of nucleons inside a CR particle, and F (q) takes a

dipole form for proton [29].

Puffy DM was proposed [43] to realize the self-interacting DM scenario to solve the small

scale structure anomalies. For the DM-nucleus scattering, when the momentum-transfer is

much smaller than the inverse size of the nucleus, the scattering is considered as a coherent

scattering [47]. Instead, when the momentum-transfer is sizable and the spin-independent

scattering loses the coherence, the internal structure of the nucleus can be probed and we use

a form factor for the nucleus which is related to the structure of the nucleus [48]. Similarly,

if the DM particle has a finite size, the DM-nucleus scattering cross section can be simplified

as a product of the conventional DM-nucleus cross section with an additional form factor of

DM [43, 46]. In this work, we use such a form-factor approach and consider a dipole shape

form factor given by

FDM(q2) =
1

(1 + r2
DMq

2)2
, (4)

where rDM is the characteristic scale of the puffy DM particle and q is the momentum-

transfer in the DM-nucleus scattering. Accordingly, the differential scattering cross section

between a CR particle and a DM particle is(
dσχN
dTχ

)
puffy,S(V),CR

= F 2
DM(q2)

(
dσχN
dTχ

)
S0(V0),CR

(5)

In fact, as the radius of the puffy DM particle increases, the cross section becomes obviously

suppressed, even for a light mediator. So, for a sizable radius, such a size effect may be

crucial in the DM scattering processes.
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III. DETECTING COSMIC RAY-BOOSTED PUFFY DARK MATTER

In this section, the relevant scattering processes of the cosmic ray-boosted puffy dark

matter (CRPDM) are described. In fact, all these processes are also involved in detecting

the CRDM [29]. These scattering processes include: the puffy DM particles are scattered

and boosted by high energy CR, the CRPDM is attenuated by the dense matter of the

earth, the CRPDM scatters off the nuclei in the detector. Considering the size of a puffy

DM particle, it is necessary to take into account the momentum-transfer arising from both

the mediator effect and the DM radius effect in the scattering processes.

(1) Puffy DM boosted by high energy CR: When a puffy DM particle is initially

at rest and then boosted by high-energy CR, the resulting flux of the relativistic puffy DM

can be expressed as

dΦχ

dTχ
= Deff

ρχ
mχ

∑
i

∫
Tmin
i

dTi

(
dσχi
dTχ

)
puffy,CR

dΦLIS
i

dTi
, (6)

where the effective diffusion zone parameter Deff is set as 1 kpc as in [29], the local DM

density ρχ = 0.3 GeVcm−3, the local interstellar (LIS) flux for protons and He nuclei is

denoted as dΦLIS
i /dTi [49, 50], and Tmin

i is the minimal incoming CR energy for the boosted

DM energy Tχ given by

Tmin
i =

(
Tχ
2
−mi

)[
1±

√
1 +

2Tχ
mχ

(mi +mχ)2

(2mi − Tχ)2

]
. (7)

(2) CRPDM attenuated by dense matter of the earth: Before the relativistic

CRPDM reaches the detector, it undergoes significant attenuation as it travels from the top

of the atmosphere to the location of the detector. The degradation of DM energy due to

the dense matter of the earth can be estimated numerically [51, 52]

dT zχ
dz

= −
∑
N

nN

∫ TmaxN

0

dσχN
dTN

TNdTN , (8)

where T zχ denotes the DM energy located at the z-depth from the top of the atmosphere of

the earth, nN is the average nuclei densities of the earth’s elements provided by DarkSUSY

6 [53], TN is the recoil energy of nucleus N , and the differential cross section dσχN/dTN is

calculated at the z-depth. The attenuated CRPDM flux located at the z-depth can be

obtained via the primordial flux dΦχ/dTχ

dΦχ

dT zχ
=

(
dTχ
dT zχ

)
dΦχ

dTχ
. (9)
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(3) CRPDM scattering in detectors: If the attenuated CRPDM retains enough

energy, it may produce a signal that can be detected directly at the detector. The recoil

rate per target particle mass at the recoil energy range T1 < TN < T2 is given by

R =

∫ T2

T1

1

mN

dTN

∫ ∞
T z,minχ

dT zχ
dσχN
dTN

dΦχ

dT zχ
. (10)

The differential cross section can be obtained from Eqs. (2, 3, 5) via the substitutions

mχ ↔ mN , Ti → Tχ and Tχ → TN . Note that the three differential cross sections for the

three scattering processes are expressed in different frames.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

For numerical calculations, we modify the package darksusy 6.2.2 [53] by encoding the

differential cross section with two sources of momentum-transfer dependence from mediator

and radius effects. By comparing the results of the Xenon1T experiment with the theoretical

predictions, the direct detection constraints can be obtained.

FIG. 1: The flux of CRPDM with RDMmφ = 10 (solid curves) and CRDM (dashed curves) for

different DM masses in a simplified model with a light scalar (left panel) or vector mediator (right

panel) whose Lagrangian is shown in Eq.(1). The mediator mass mφ = 0.1 GeV and the couplings

are set at 1.

First, in Fig. 1 we present the flux of CRPDM (RDMmφ = 10) and CRDM for different

DM masses in the simplified model with a scalar or vector mediator whose Lagrangian is

6



shown in Eq.(1). We see that for different dark matter masses, both the CRDM and CRPDM

fluxes can reach the (semi-)relativistic velocity range. For a given DM mass, the CRPDM

flux for puffy DM has a weaker strength than the CRDM flux for point-like DM. Also, the

flux dΦ/dTχ (the slope of the curves in Fig. 1) is almost independent of the DM mass for

a small Tχ, contrary to the constant cross section case [29] in which the flux decreases with

the DM mass. The reason is that the suppression factor 1/mχ in Eq. (6) is canceled by mχ

in the differential cross sections in Eqs. (2, 3) for a small Tχ.

FIG. 2: Constraints on the spin-independent CRDM-nucleon scattering cross section from the

XENON1T experiment. The light blue regions are for the constant cross section [29], while the

pink regions are for the simplified model with a light scalar (left panel) or vector (right panel)

whose Lagrangian is shown in Eq.(1).

Subsequently, the constraints on the DM-nucleon spin-independent scattering cross

section can be obtained from the XENON-1T experiment by analyzing the collision between

the relativistic DM flux and the nucleon. We first show in Fig. (2) the limits for CRDM,

i.e., the point-like DM boosted by cosmic ray. From Fig. (2) we see that compared with

the constant scattering cross section, stronger exclusion limits can be obtained for the DM

model with a light mediator due to the momentum-transfer. A rather strong lower limit

about O(10−40) is obtained in the scalar mediator case. As analyzed in [54], the reason for

the band-shape exclusion region is that the survival parameter space above the red band

gives a too strong DM-nucleon cross section so the attenuation blocks CRDM to reach the

detector. Of course, the survival parameter space below the band is easy to understand

7



because it just gives a too weak CRDM-nucleon scattering cross section. In Fig. 3 we

demonstrate the excluded region on the plane of CRDM mass versus the mediator mass.

The excluded region also takes a band shape, which means that the mediator mass is not

constrained outside the band. The reason is that a too heavy mediator can severely suppress

the DM-nucleon scattering cross section while a too light mediator can lead to a too large

DM-nucleon cross section so the CRDM is blocked by the strong attenuation to reach the

detector.

FIG. 3: Same as Fig. (2), but showing on the plane of the CRDM mass versus the mediator mass.

For the CRPDM, i.e., the cosmic-ray boosted light puffy DM with a light scalar or vector

mediator, we in Fig. 4 show the excluded region on the plane of the spin-independent

CRPDM-nucleon scattering cross section versus the DM mass. It can be seen that when the

mediator effect dominates (magenta regions with a radius-force range ratio RDMmφ = 10−3),

the results are the same as for the point-like DM case with only the mediator effects shown

in Fig. 2. However, for the radius-force range ratio RDMmφ = 10, the radius effect becomes

sizable and a larger excluded region with a larger cross section is obtained (yellow region).

The reason is that when the radius effect is sizable, the CRPDM-nucleon scattering is

suppressed and the attenuation of the CRPDM flux is weakened so that the direct detection

limits become stronger. In Fig. 5 we show the corresponding constraints on the plane of

DM mass versus mediator mass. Again we see that the excluded region is larger for a larger

radius-force range ratio.

Furthermore, when the radius-force range ratio is varied, we scan over the DM radius

8



FIG. 4: Constraints on the spin-independent CRPDM-nucleon scattering cross section from

the XENON1T experiment. The light yellow regions and magenta regions are respectively for

RDMmφ = 10 and RDMmφ = 10−3 with the coupling constants fixed at 1. The light green regions

are for varied radius and coupling constants.

FIG. 5: Same as Fig. (4), but showing on the plane of DM mass versus mediator mass.

and coupling constants to obtain the light green regions in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. We see that

in this case the excluded parameter space is enlarged. Finally, in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 we

re-display these constraints on the plane of the coupling constants or the radius-force ratio

RDMmφ versus the DM mass.

9



FIG. 6: Same as the green region in Fig. (4), but showing on the plane of DM mass versus the

coupling constant.

FIG. 7: Same as the green region in Fig. (4), but showing on the plane of DM mass versus the

radius-force range ratio RDMmφ.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we examined the direct detection limits on the cosmic ray-boosted puffy DM

for a simplified model with a light mediator. For comparison, we first re-derived the direct

detection limits on the cosmic ray-boosted point-like DM. We displayed the excluded regions

in terms of the DM and mediator masses, the coupling constants, and the ratio of radius to

force range. Our results showed that the momentum-transfer from both the mediator effect

10



and the DM radius effect should be jointly considered. Compared to point-like DM, the

direct detection limits were found to be stronger for the cosmic ray-boosted puffy DM.
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Singlet cross section and the tensor interaction in pp → Λ̄Λ

Deepak Pachattu
Department of Physics, BITS Pilani K K Birla Goa Campus, Zuarinagar 403726, Goa, India

In this short paper, we demonstrate using irreducible tensorial techniques and in a model-
independent way, why tensor interactions and also orbital-angular momentum-changing vector in-
teractions are absent in the singlet unpolarized differential cross section for the reaction pp → Λ̄Λ.

It is now well known that in the annihilation reaction,
pp → Λ̄Λ, the singlet contribution to the Λ̄Λ in the final
state is suppressed (see [1] and references therein). The
tensor interaction is supposed to play a dominant role
in the p̄p I = 0 channel and the reaction pp → Λ̄Λ was
considered a good place to study the effects of this force.
In this short paper, we study this reaction a bit more
closely, in a model-indpendent way using irreducible ten-
sorial techniques especially since this reaction becomes
relevant in the context of future experimental setups like
PANDA [2]. In doing so, we find that the unpolarized sin-
glet cross section does not get any contribution from the
tensor interaction and also orbital angular momentum-
changing vector interactions. To do this, we use the ir-
reducible tensorial techniques developed earlier by us in
[3].

The irreducible formalism employed is identical to the
one used for pion-production in NN collisions [3], with
the momenta and angular quantum numbers associated
with the pion set equal to zero. The matrix M in spin-
space for pp → Λ̄Λ may be expressed in terms of the
initial and final state-channel spins, si, sf = 0, 1 as

M =
1

∑

sf ,si=0

sf+si
∑

λ=|sf−si|

(

Sλ (sf , si) ·Mλ (sf , si)
)

, (1)

with the irreducible reaction amplitudes in channel-spin
space given by

Mλ
µ (sf , si) =

∑

lf ,li,j

(−1)li+si+lf−j [j]2[sf ]
−1(2)

×W (lf lisfsi;λj)M
j
lf sf ;lisi

(E)
(

Ylf (p̂f )⊗ Yli (p̂i)
)λ

µ
,

in terms of the partial-wave amplitudes M j
lfsf ;lisi

(E),

which are functions of the c. m. energy E. The no-
tations here follow [3].

If ρi is the initial state density matrix, the density ma-
trix ρf characterizing the final spin-state is ρf = MρiM†,
which can be recast in terms of the irreducible Fano sta-
tistical tensors tkq as

ρf =
∑

sf ,s
′

f
,k

(

Sk
(

sf , s
′
f

)

· tk
(

sf , s
′
f

))

, (3)

with

tkq
(

sf , s
′
f

)

=
∑

si,s
′

i

∑

λ,λ′,λ′′

∑

k′,k′′

(−1)s
′

i−s′f
[

s′f
]

[si] [λ] [λ
′](4)

×[k′′] [k′]
2
[λ′′] (−1)λ+k′′−k′

W (s′ik
′′sfλ; sik

′)

×W
(

s′fλ
′sfk

′; s′ik
)

W (k′′λkλ′; k′λ′′)

×
(

P k′′

(si, s
′
i)⊗

(

Mλ (sf , si)⊗M †λ
′
(

s′f , s
′
i

)

)λ′′
)k

q

and the channel-spin polarization tensors

P k
q (si, s

′
i) =

1

2
[s′i]

∑

k1,k2

(−1)k1+k2−k [k1] [k2] (5)

×







1
2

1
2 si

1
2

1
2 s′i

k1 k2 k







(

P k1 ⊗Qk2

)k

q
,

in terms of the spherical components

P 0
0 = Q0

0 = 1;P 1
0 = Pz ;Q

1
0 = Qz

P 1
±1 = ∓ 1√

2
(Px ± iPy) ;Q

1
±1 = ∓ 1√

2
(Qx ± iQy)

(6)

of the beam and target polarizations
−→
P ,

−→
Q respectively.

If the beam and target are unpolarized as it is in the case
of [1, 2], P k

q (si, s
′
i) = 1/4. From eqs. (3) and (4) we can

immediately see that the singlet and triplet contributions
to the differential cross section are respectively t00(0, 0)
and t00(1, 1), so that the differential cross section is

dσ

dΩ
= Tr ρf =

∑

sf=0,1

(2sf + 1) t00 (sf , sf ) . (7)

If we use the channel-spin version of the projection-cum-
spin flip operator introduced in [4]:

S 1
2 ,

1
2
(lfsf ; j; lisi) =

∑

λ

(−1)1+lf−j [j]2

[sf ][lf ]
(8)

×W (lilfsisf ;λj)
(

Sλ (lf , li) · Sλ (sf , si)
)

,

using which eq. (1) can now be rewritten as

M =
∑

lf ,sf ,j,li,si

M j
lfsf ;lisi

S 1
2 ,

1
2
(lfsf ; j; lisi) . (9)

We can now in general define an effective interaction [4]
for this reaction through

〈rf |Veff | ri〉 =
∑

sf ,siλ

Sλ(sf , si) ·
〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V (sf si)λ

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

, (10)
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where
〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V

(sfsi)λ
µ

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

=
∑

lf ,li

〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V j
lf sf ;lisi

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

(11)

×
〈

r̂f
∣

∣Sλ
µ (lf , li)

∣

∣ r̂i
〉

,

with
〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V j
lf sf ;lisi

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

being the radial non-local terms.

The contribution from the non-central interactions can
be investigated further if we write the channel spin op-
erators in terms of the Pauli Spin operators σλ

µ(
1
2 ,

1
2 ) as

[3]

Sλ
µ (sf , si) =

1

2

∑

λ1,λ2=0,1







1
2

1
2 sf

1
2

1
2 si

λ1 λ2 λ







[sf ]
2
[si] (12)

× [λ1] [λ2] (−1)si−1
(

σλ1

(

1
2 ,

1
2

)

⊗ σλ2

(

1
2 ,

1
2

))λ

µ
.

We can now rewrite eq. (10) as [4]

〈rf |Veff | ri〉 =
∑

λ1,λ2,λ

(

σλ1 (12 ,
1
2 )⊗ σλ2(12 ,

1
2 )
)λ · (13)

〈

rf
∣

∣V (λ1λ2)λ)
∣

∣ ri
〉

,

where
〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V (λ1λ2)λ
µ

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

=
∑

lf ,sf ,j,li,si

Gλ1λ2λ (lfsf ; j; lisi)(14)

×
〈

rf

∣

∣

∣
V j
lfsf ;lisi

∣

∣

∣
ri

〉

〈

r̂f
∣

∣Sλ
µ (lf , li)

∣

∣ r̂i
〉

,

and Gλ1λ2λ (lfsf ; j; lisi) are geometrical factors [4]. In
eq. (13), λ1 = λ2 = λ = 0 corresponds to spin-
independent central interactions, λ1 = λ2 = 1 with λ =
1, 2 corresponds to spin-dependent central interactions,
while λ1 = 0(1), λ2 = 1(0) with λ = 1 corresponds to
spin-dependent non-central interactions. The spin-orbit
interactions are realized when the choice Sλ

µ(l, l) = τkq (S)

is made [4]. The singlet cross section t00(0, 0), with un-
polarized beam and target, which is the observable of
interest, is readily obtained by putting sf = s′f = 0, and

k = q = k′′ = 0 in eqs. (4) and (5). This also means
si = s′i, λ

′′ = 0, which in turn implies λ = λ′ = k′ = si,
giving us

t00(0, 0) =
1

4

[

∣

∣M0
0 (0, 0

∣

∣

2
+
∑

µ

∣

∣M1
µ(0, 1)

∣

∣

2

]

. (15)

This can be further simplified if we pick a coordinate
system in which −→pi is along the positive z-axis and −→pf

is in the x-z (scattering) plane. Then from eq. (2) and

using the fact that Ylimi
(p̂i) = δmi0

√

2li+1
4π and

Yl−m(θ, φ) = (−1)−me−2imφYlm(θ, φ), (16)

with φ = 0 for −→pf , we have

Mλ
µ (sf , si) = (−1)λ−µMλ

−µ(sf , si), (17)
since parity is conserved:

(−1)liπpπp̄ = (−1)lfπΛπΛ̄, (18)

with πpπp̄ = πΛπΛ̄ = −1, implying

(−1)lf = (−1)li . (19)

This now further reduces eq. (15) to

t00(0, 0) =
1

4

[

∣

∣M0
0 (0, 0

∣

∣

2
+ 2

∣

∣M1
1 (0, 1)

∣

∣

2
]

. (20)

We now see that since λ = si = 0, 1, the highest value
of λ that contributes to the singlet cross section, is one,
which means that the usual tensor interaction which cor-
responds to λ = 2 does not contribute to the singlet cross
section at all. At the most, we can have vector interac-
tions which can contribute to spin-dependent non-central
interactions, in the singlet state. But we will see that
even these non-central interactions cannot change the or-
bital angular momentum, in the following way: from eq.
(8), when λ = si = 0, we see that trivially, li = lf .
When λ = si = 1, we see from eq. (8) again that li
and lf can be the same or they can differ at the most by
one unit of angular momentum. But from eq. (19), we
see that li = lf . Thus our irreducible tensor formalism
clearly leads us, in a model-independent way, to conclude
that the singlet cross section cannot contain the usual
tensor interactions and also cannot have orbital angular
momentum-changing vector interactions. However, for
the triplet state, sf = 1 and for si = 1, we can cer-
tainly have tensor (λ = 2) contributions to the unpolar-
ized triplet differential cross section.
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Abstract

Flavour-changing-neutral currents (FCNCs) involving the top quark are highly sup-
pressed within the Standard Model (SM). Hence, any signal in current or planned future
collider experiments would constitute a clear manifestation of physics beyond the SM. We
propose a novel, interference-based strategy to search for top-quark FCNCs involving
the Z boson that has the potential to complement traditional search strategies due to a
more favourable luminosity scaling. The strategy leverages on-shell interference between
the FCNC and SM decay of the top quark into hadronic �nal states. We estimate the
feasibility of the most promising case of anomalous tZc couplings using Monte Carlo
simulations and a simpli�ed detector simulation. We consider the main background
processes and discriminate the signal from the background with a deep neural network
that is parametrised in the value of the anomalous tZc coupling. We present sensitiv-
ity projections for the HL-LHC and the FCC-hh. We �nd an expected 95% CL upper
limit of Bexcl(t→ Zc) = 6.4× 10−5 for the HL-LHC. In general, we conclude that the
interference-based approach has the potential to provide both competitive and comple-
mentary constraints to traditional multi-lepton searches and other strategies that have
been proposed to search for tZc FCNCs.
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1 Introduction

A �avour-changing-neutral-current (FCNC) process is one in which a fermion changes its �avour with-
out changing its gauge quantum numbers. In the Standard Model (SM), FCNCs are absent at tree level,
suppressed by Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) elements, and potentially additionally suppressed
by fermion mass-di�erences at loop level via the Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism [1]. The
SM predictions for FCNCs that involve the top quark are extremely small due to the highly e�ective
GIM suppression. The resulting branching ratios (B) for the top-quark two-body decays via FCNCs
range from B(t→ uH)SM ∼ 10−17 to B(t→ cg)SM ∼ 10−12 [2–7]. However, the top quark plays an
important role in multiple theories beyond the SM due to its large coupling to the Higgs, which is
relevant for models addressing the Hierarchy Problem and models for electroweak-scale baryogenesis.
Several of these models predict enhanced top-quark FCNC couplings [4, 8–12], which we collectively
denote here by g. Typically, constraints on g from low-energy and electroweak-precision observables
are mild [13–18], motivating direct searches for FCNC top-quark decays (t→ qX with q = u, c) and
FCNC single-top-quark production (pp → tqX or qX → t). While we focus on FCNC interactions
with SM bosons in this paper, FCNC interactions of the top quark with new, scalar bosons have been
proposed [19] and searched for [20].

Using data taken at the LHC, the ATLAS and CMS collaborations have placed the most stringent upper
limits on top-quark FCNC interactions via a photon [21, 22], Z boson [23, 24], Higgs boson [25, 26],
and gluon [27, 28]. Even though many searches take advantage of both the FCNC decay and single
production to search for a non-zero g, the limits are traditionally presented in terms of FCNC branching
ratios, B(t→ qX). The most stringent limits at 95% con�dence level (CL) range from B(t→ uγ) <
8.5 × 10−6 [21] to B(t → cH) < 7.3 × 10−4 [26]. For FCNCs via the Z boson, the most stringent
limits are obtained in a search that uses the decay of the Z boson to e+e− or µ+µ− in association
with a semileptonically decaying top quark [23]. The resulting 95% CL upper limits on g translate to
B(t→ uZ) < 6.2–6.6× 10−5 and B(t→ cZ) < 1.2–1.3× 10−4, depending on the chirality of the
coupling.

While the limits in Ref. [23] are obtained with Lint =
∫
Ldt = 139 fb−1 of data at

√
s = 13 TeV, the

HL-LHC is expected to provide approximately 3000 fb−1 at 14 TeV. Improved sensitivity to top-quark
FCNC processes is hence expected at the HL-LHC, because statistical uncertainties play an important
role in these searches. With systematic uncertainties being subdominant, one may naively expect
that the upper limits on B(t → qZ) scale with the shrinking statistical uncertainty.1 Using this
extrapolation, the sensitivity is expected to improve roughly by a factor

√
3000 fb−1/139 fb−1 ≈ 5

at the HL-LHC.2 The reason for this luminosity scaling is that the partial width for the two-body
top-quark FCNC decay and the cross section for FCNC single production are proportional to g2 due to
the lack of interference with SM processes.3 As a result, the sensitivity to B(t→ qX) naively scales
as 1/

√Lint and the sensitivity to g as 1/ 4
√Lint. Finding instead an observable that scales linearly

with g due to interference with the SM would modify favourably the luminosity scaling. Such an
interference-based approach would hence be very useful for the search for top-quark FCNCs. In the
present work we propose such a novel approach and investigate the feasibility of employing it to
search for tZq.

1Actually, an extrapolation of the ATLAS FCNC tZq search with
∫
L dt = 36.1 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV [29] to the

HL-LHC [30] showed a smaller improvement than the naive expectation. This highlights the role of realistic detector
simulations and the consideration of systematic uncertainties in estimating the sensitivity at the HL-LHC experiments.

2In this rough extrapolation, e�ects from the more challenging experimental conditions, improvements due to upgrades to
the detectors, and small changes in the cross sections are neglected.

3Changes in the total top-quark width have a negligible e�ect given the current experimental upper limits on g.
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Figure 1: The leading-order diagrams for the three-body decay t→ cbb̄. The left diagram shows the decay
via the FCNC tZc coupling and the right the SM decay via aW boson. In the small region of phase
space in which the cb̄-pair reconstructs theW -boson mass and the bb̄-pair reconstructs the Z-boson
mass, both theW and the Z bosons are on-shell and the two amplitudes interfere.

There are multiple, phenomenologically relevant examples in which New-Physics (NP) interference
with the SM is instrumental for precision NP searches. Examples include searching for H → cc̄
via exclusive Higgs decays, which makes use of interference with the SM H → γγ amplitude [31],
or searching for NP in high-energy diboson distributions by exploiting the interference between
the SM and energy-enhanced NP contributions from dimension-six operators [32, 33]. Here, we
introduce a new setup that can be applied to improve top-quark FCNCs searches. As opposed to
other approaches, here both NP and SM amplitudes will be mostly resonant, i.e., contain on-shell –but
di�erent– intermediate particles. At tree level, a resonant signal amplitude does not generally interfere
with a continuum amplitude, because the former is imaginary and the latter is real. However, if both
the signal and the background contain an on-shell particle, interference may occur, as long as the �nal
state is identical.4 In this case of on-shell interference, NP and SM amplitudes will still interfere, yet
the interference will only be large in a restricted phase-space region. This potential caveat is di�erent
to the ones in the aforementioned examples: exclusive decays of the Higgs boson are suppressed by
the hadronisation probability to the relevant �nal-state, e.g., J/ψ, and the interference in diboson tails
is suppressed with the decreasing SM amplitude. Our proposal is to search for the three-body decay
t→ qbb̄ in the phase-space region in which there is potentially large NP–SM interference.

The decay t → qbb̄ contains two interfering contributions: the NP contribution t → qZ → qbb̄
and the SM one t→ bW+ → qbb̄, as illustrated in �gure 1. Consequently, the partial width contains
a part that is proportional to g. For su�ciently small g the interference term dominates over the
NP2 term (∝ g2) in which case the sensitivity to g is expected to scale like 1/

√Lint, i.e., it improves
faster with increasing luminosity than the traditional approach without interference. The interference
argument also holds for probing the top-quark FCNCs with the Higgs boson (tHq) or with photons
(tqγ) and gluons (tqg). For the Higgs, the interference is suppressed by the light-quark masses of the
�nal-state quarks (mb andmq) due to the di�erent chirality structure of the SM (vector) and NP (scalar)
couplings. For the photon and gluon FCNCs the SM amplitudes peak at small dijet invariant masses
with potentially large QCD backgrounds, which require a dedicated study. We will thus focus in this
work on top-quark FCNCs with the Z-boson. We stress that the interference signal is not only sensitive
to the magnitude of the tZq coupling but is also sensitive to its phase. The interference approach is
hence inherently complementary to the traditional FCNC searches and of particular interest in case
signs of an anomalous tZq coupling are observed. We will also focus on the tZc coupling, because the
interference is larger compared to tZu due to the larger CKM matrix element |Vcb| compared to |Vub|.

In section 2, we establish the theory framework and discuss how to leverage interference based on
parton-level expressions for the interference-based rate and its kinematic properties. In section 3, we
introduce the Monte Carlo (MC) samples that we use for the sensitivity estimate and discuss the event

4For an example of this at the optics table, see Ref. [34].
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selection that is tailored towards the FCNC signal. In section 4.1, we brie�y introduce the setup of the
statistical analysis and then describe in section 4.2 the optimization of the parametrised deep neural
network (DNN) that we use for the analysis of the simulated data. The results are given in section 4.3
for the HL-LHC and in section 4.4 for the FCC-hh. We present our conclusions in section 5.

2 t → cZ from on-shell interference in t → cbb̄

The focus of this section is to study the three-body top-quark decay t → cbb̄ in the presence of an
anomalous, NP tZc coupling with emphasis on how to take advantage of NP–SM interference to
probe the NP coupling. The decay rate is a�ected by interference between the NP and SM amplitudes,
illustrated in the left and right diagram in �gure 1, respectively. The results of this section are equally
well applicable to the t → ubb̄ decay when an anomalous tZu coupling is present. However, this
channel is less promising to provide competitive constraints from an interference-based analysis since
the SM amplitude is highly CKM suppressed. We, thus, concentrate on the t→ cbb̄ case.

Given the smallness of the bottom and charm-quark masses with respect to the top-quark mass,
the NP–SM interference is large when the chirality of the NP couplings is the same as the one of
the SM W -boson contribution, i.e., left-handed vector couplings t̄LγµcLZµ. In contrast, the NP–SM
interference is suppressed by the small b- and c-quark masses if the NP originates from right-handed
vector or tensor operators. Therefore, we only consider here the most promising case of anomalous
left-handed couplings. The Standard Model E�ective Theory (SMEFT) parametrises these couplings in
terms of two dimension-six operators

L ⊃ C
(1)
ϕq;pr

Λ2
(ϕ†i

↔
Dµϕ)(q̄pγ

µqr) +
C

(3)
ϕq;pr

Λ2
(ϕ†i

↔
Da
µϕ)(q̄pγ

µτaqr) . (1)

Here, ϕ is the Higgs doublet, qp left-handed quark-doublets, and p, r �avour indices in the conventions
of Ref. [35].

In the broken phase, by rotating to the quark-mass eigenstates these SMEFT operators can lead to
anomalous tree-level tZc couplings to the left-handed quarks, which are the subject of this work. We
parametrise them with the phenomenological Lagrangian

LtZc =
g

2
eiφNP t̄Lγ

µcL Zµ + h.c. , (2)

with the NP parameter g > 0 and the NP phase 0 ≤ φNP < 2π.5 In the up-quark mass basis, the
coupling in Eq. (2) is related to the SMEFT Wilson coe�cients via geiφNP = e

swcw
v2

Λ2

(
C

(1)
ϕq;32 −C

(3)
ϕq;32

)
,

where e is the electromagnetic coupling, sw (cw) the sine (cosine) of the weak mixing angle, and
v ' 246 GeV the electroweak vacuum-expectation value.

The squared amplitude for the t → cbb̄ decay contains three terms: the SM2 term, the NP2 term,
and their interference, i.e.,

|A|2 = |ASM|2 + |ANP|2︸ ︷︷ ︸
∝g2

+ 2Re(A∗SMANP) ,︸ ︷︷ ︸
∝ g cos(φNP−φSM) and g sin(φNP−φSM)

(3)

5In unitarity gauge, only the couplings in Eq. (2) enter the computation of t→ cbb̄. In Rξ gauges also the corresponding
Goldstone couplings must be included.
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Figure 2: In (a) the Dalitz plot for the three-body decay t → cbb̄ in the restframe of the top-quark in
terms of the two invariant massesmbb̄ andmcb̄. In gray the kinematically physical region. The dotted
vertical and horizontal line indicates the phase-space points of resonant Z- andW -boson production
(same in (b) and (c)). “Pure SM” events predominantly populate the vertical blue region whereas “pure
NP” events the horizontal green region. The red region marks the doubly-on-shell region in which
NP–SM interference is the largest. In (b) and (c), we show the rate originating from NP–SM interference
proportional to g cosφ and g sinφ, respectively. The �gure ranges correspond to the doubly-on-shell
region (red region in (a)) and the dotted rectangle centered at the doubly-on-shell point has the width
ΓW and the height ΓZ . Brown regions correspond to negative and green to positive contributions to the
branching ratio.

where the underbraces indicate the dependence on the NP parameters. The interference term depends
linearly on the NP coupling g and also on the relative, CP-violating phase between NP and SM
contribution:

φ ≡ φNP − φSM with φSM ≡ arg(V ∗tbVcb) (4)

As indicated by Eq. (3) and further discussed in the following, the fully di�erential rate of t → cbb̄,
is sensitive to the interference term and thus potentially sensitive to both a term that is CP-even in
the kinematic variables and proportional to cosφ as well as a term that is CP-odd and proportional to
sinφ. The cases φ = {0, π} lead to a di�erential rate of t→ cbb̄ that is CP conserving. In this case,
namely, the SM and NP sources of CP violation are aligned and the di�erential rate is insensitive to CP
violation.

The coupling-scaling of the amplitudes does not capture the dependence on the kinematic vari-
ables describing the three-body decay. This dependence is essential for designing the search that
leverages interference in an optimal manner. The t→ cbb̄ kinematics are fully speci�ed by the two
invariant masses m2

cb̄
≡ (pc + pb̄)

2 and m2
bb̄
≡ (pp + pb̄)

2. The di�erent topologies of the NP and
the SM amplitudes (compare the two diagrams in �gure 1) lead to �nal states with distinct kinematic
con�guration: “SM events” originate mostly from on-shell W ’s, i.e., mcb̄ ∼MW , whereas “NP events”
from on-shell Z’s, i.e., mbb̄ ∼ MZ . We illustrate this in �gure 2a, which shows the standard Dalitz
plot for the three-body decay in the top-quark rest frame. in terms of mcb̄ and mbb̄. The gray area
marks the kinematically allowed phase-space. The SM2 and NP2 parts of the squared amplitude mainly
populate the blue (vertical band) and green (horizontal band) regions, respectively.

The W - and Z-boson widths (ΓW , ΓZ ) control the level of deviations from the on-shell case, i.e., the
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width of the vertical and horizontal bands in �gure 2a. This is best seen by employing the Breit–Wigner
approximation for the massive vector propagators

i∆µν(q) = −i gµν − qµqν/M
2

q2 −M2 + iMΓ
, (5)

which enhances the SM amplitude when mcb̄ ∼MW and the NP one when mbb̄ ∼MZ . By integrating
over the full phase-space and taking the narrow-width approximation ΓW /MW ,ΓZ/MZ � 1, we
recover the usual relations for the fully inclusive branching ratios originating from the SM2 and NP2

terms in Eq. (3):

|ASM|2 ∝ B(t→ cbb̄)SM = B(t→Wb)SM B(W → cb̄)SM ,

|ANP|2 ∝ B(t→ cbb̄)NP = B(t→ Zc)NP︸ ︷︷ ︸
∝g2

B(Z → bb̄)SM , (6)

with B(W → cb̄)SM ∝ MW /ΓW and B(Z → bb̄)SM ∝ MZ/ΓZ . We collect the expressions for the
two-body branching fractions in appendix A. However, as we shall demonstrate next, the interference
is large in the small phase-space region in which both W and Z bosons are on-shell (red region in
�gure 2a):

MW − ΓW . mcb̄ .MW + ΓW , MZ − ΓZ . mbb̄ .MZ + ΓZ . [doubly-on-shell region] (7)

Explicit computation shows that the NP2 and SM2 rates in this doubly-on-shell region are parametrically
suppressed by the widths and masses of the Z/W bosons with respect to their inclusive values in
Eq. (6)

Bdoubly on-shell
NP/SM ∼ BNP/SM

ΓZ/W

MZ/W

M4
Z/W

m4
t

. (8)

The net e�ect is that in total Bdoubly on-shell
NP/SM are neither enhanced by MZ/W /ΓZ/W nor suppressed by

ΓZ/W /MZ/W factors, since BNP/SM ∝ 1/ΓZ/W . The relative suppression, however, is welcome as both
of these contributions constitute a background for the interference-based analysis we are proposing.

In contrast to “pure SM” and “pure NP” events, “interference-based” events predominantly populate
the doubly-on-shell phase-space region, since 2Re(A∗SMANP) is proportional to the product of W - and
Z-boson Breit–Wigner propagators. Summing over �nal-state polarisations and averaging over the
top-quark polarisation we �nd the double-di�erential branching ratio originating from the interference
term in Eq. (3) to be

d2BInt
dm2

bb̄
dm2

cb̄

= −g NInt
m3
tΓt

(
m2
bb̄

+m2
cb̄

) (
m2
t −m2

bb̄
−m2

cb̄

)(
(M2

W −m2
cb̄

)2 + Γ2
WM

2
W

)(
(M2

Z −m2
bb̄

)2 + Γ2
ZM

2
Z

)[
+ cosφ

((
M2
W −m2

cb̄

) (
M2
Z −m2

bb̄

)
+MWΓWMZΓZ

)
(9)

+ sinφ
(
MZΓZ

(
M2
W −m2

cb̄

)
−MWΓW

(
M2
Z −m2

bb̄

))]
≡ d2Bcos

Int
dm2

bb̄
dm2

cb̄

× g cosφ+
d2Bsin

Int
dm2

bb̄
dm2

cb̄

× g sinφ ,

with NInt = e3(3− 2s2
w)|Vcb||Vtb|/(1536π3cws

3
w). The last line de�nes a shorthand notation for the

terms proportional to g cosφ and g sinφ. In �gures 2b and 2c we show d2Bcos
Int and d2Bsin

Int , respectively,
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in terms of the two Dalitz variables. In brown are the regions with a negative rate and in green the
ones with positive rate. The intersection of the dotted vertical and horizontal line corresponds to the
doubly-on-shell point and we have overlaid a rectangle with width and height equal to ΓW and ΓZ .
Eq. (9) and its illustration in �gures 2b and 2c contain the most relevant parametric dependences that
underpin the idea of leveraging interference to probe anomalous tZc couplings.

i) The denominator in the �rst line stems from the product of the two Breit–Wigner propagators for
the W and Z bosons, see Eq. (5). They enhance the rate from interference in the doubly-on-shell
region, which is regulated by both ΓW and ΓZ . The enhancement of the doubly-on-shell region
with respect to the rest of the phase-space region is best seen in �gures 2b and 2c for d2Bcos

Int
and d2Bsin

Int . The main part of the integrated rate comes from the phase-space region close to the
doubly-on-shell region.

ii) The rate from interference contains terms proportional to both cosφ and sinφ. Interference is
present independent of whether there is CP violation in the decay (sinφ 6= 0) or whether there is
no CP violation (cosφ = ±1). However, the CP-odd term proportional to sinφ is odd under the
interchange ofW ↔ Z andmbb̄ ↔ mcb̄ in Eq. (9), see also �gure 2c for d2Bsin

Int . The consequence
is that the integrated rate proportional to g sinφ vanishes for the symmetric case MW = MZ . A
measurement of the phase φ thus requires separating events within the doubly-on-shell region,
which is experimentally extremely challenging given the jet energy resolution. In contrast, the
integrated rate proportional to g cosφ is even under the aforementioned interchanges and does
not vanish after integration, see �gure 2b for d2Bcos

Int . A dedicated search in the doubly-on-shell
region is thus potentially sensitive to g cosφ.

In section 3, we will use Monte-Carlo (MC) techniques to simulate events including a simpli�ed
detector simulation populating the doubly-on-shell region based on the full matrix-elements, which
lead to Eq. (9) and the corresponding expressions for the NP2 and SM2 terms. To obtain a �rst rough
estimate of the rate from interference and to illustrate the parametric dependences we present here an
approximate phase-space integration of the rate in Eq. (9). Most of the rate originates from events in the
doubly-on-shell region, see i) above. We thus keep the mbb̄ and mcb̄ dependence in the Breit–Wigner
denominators but set mbb̄ = MZ , mcb̄ = MW in the remaining squared amplitude. We then perform
the approximate phase-space integration by integrating over the Breit–Wigner factors via∫ +∞

−∞
dp2 1

(p2 −M2)2 +M2Γ2
=

π

ΓM
,

to obtain a rough estimate of the integrated, interference-based rate

BInt ≈ −π2NInt
mt

Γt

(
1− M2

W

m2
t

− M2
Z

m2
t

)(
M2
W

m2
t

+
M2
Z

m2
t

)
× g cosφ . (10)

We stress that this is only a rough approximation. In fact, the approximation overestimates the rate
by a factor of two with respect to properly integrating Eq. (9) over the physical kinematic region and
including the full mbb̄ and mcb̄ dependence.

As expected from the discussion in ii) above, Eq. 10 does not contain g sinφ terms. The resulting
rate is positive (constructive interference) when cosφ < 0 and negative when cosφ > 0 (destructive
interference), see colormap of d2Bcos

Int in �gure 2b. For this reason, in the following sections, we will
concentrate on the case of constructive interference by choosing

cosφ ≡ cos(φNP − φSM)
!

= −1 . (11)
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While it may also be possible to search for destructive interference, i.e., a de�cit of events in the
doubly-resonant phase space, as for example employed in searches for heavy scalars [36, 37] that
decay to tt, we will not pursue this direction here. Eq. (10) also illustrates that BInt is not suppressed
by factors of ΓW/Z/MW/Z . As discussed below Eq. (8), the same holds for the NP2 and SM2 rates in
the doubly-on-shell region, Bdoubly on-shell

NP/SM . Therefore, the interference-based rate can compete with the
NP2 rate for su�ciently small g if the analysis targets the doubly-on-shell region. In what follows we
investigate the experimental viability of such a dedicated search.

3 Simulated samples and event selection

We generated Monte-Carlo (MC) samples with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 3.2.0 (MG5) [38] using a
custom UFO [39] model, which includes the contact tZc coupling as parametrised in Eq. (2), setting
φ = π (see discussion in Eq. (11)), in addition to the full SM Lagrangian with non-diagonal CKM matrix.
All matrix elements are calculated at leading order in perturbative QCD. We validated the custom model
by simulating the decay t → cbb̄ and comparing the distribution of events in the two-dimensional
plane spanned by the Dalitz variablesm2

cb̄
andm2

bb̄
(cf. section 2) with the expectation from the explicit

calculation (�gure 2).
In the following, we simulate proton-proton collisions at a centre-of-mass energy of 14 TeV. The

structure of the proton is parametrised with the NNPDF2.3LO set of parton distribution functions [40].
Factorisation and renormalisation scales are set dynamically event-by-event to the transverse mass
of the irreducible 2 → 2 system resulting from a kT clustering of the �nal-state particles [41]. We
simulate the FCNC contribution (∝ g2), also referred to as NP2 in Section 2, and the interference
contribution (∝ g) to the signal process tt̄→ cbb̄ µ−νµb̄ separately, whereas the SM contribution to this
process is treated as irreducible background. We only simulate the muon channel for simplicity. The
reducible background processes always include top-quark pair production with subsequent decay in
the lepton+jets channel with �rst- or second-generation quarks q and q′. Besides the six-particle �nal
state (bq̄q′ µ−νµb̄), we also simulate resonant production of additional bottom quarks from tt̄Z(→ bb̄)
and non-resonant contributions from tt̄bb̄ and tt̄cc̄. We do not simulate several other small background
processes, such as W− + jets production, diboson production with additional jets or tt̄H production,
because their contribution is expected to be negligible either due to their low cross section or their
very di�erent kinematic properties.

We only generate muons and �nal-state partons with transverse momenta larger than 20 GeV and
require �nal-state partons to have a minimum angular distance6 of ∆R = 0.4 to each other, motivated
by the minimum angular distance obtained with jet clustering algorithms. We require the same angular
distance between �nal-state partons and the muon in order to mimic a muon isolation criterion. For
events in the six-particle �nal state, i.e., signal and background contributions to bb̄b µ−νµb̄ as well as
the reducible background bq̄q′ µ−νµb̄, we require muons and �nal-state partons to be in the central
region of the detector (|η| < 2.5).

For simplicity, we do not use a parton shower in our studies. Instead, we smear the parton-level
objects by the detector resolution in order to approximate detector-level jets, muons, and missing
transverse momentum. The jet resolution is parametrised as σ(pT)/pT = −0.334 · exp(−0.067 ·
pT) + 5.788/pT + 0.039, where the transverse momentum, pT, is in units of GeV. We obtain this
parametrisation from a �t to values from the ATLAS experiment [42]. We recalculate the energy of
each jet based on the smeared pT with the jet direction unchanged. We smear the x- and y-components

6∆R =
√

(∆φ)2 + (∆η)2 with φ the azimuthal angle and the η the pseudorapidity.
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Table 1: The leading-order cross section σMG from MG5, the k-factors, the probability to have only four
jets at the LHC for the processes with a six-particle �nal state, ε4j, the fraction of simulated events
passing the event selection, εpass, the b-tag e�ciency, εbtag, and the expected number of events Nexp

for an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb−1 for each process. tt̄b̄c denotes the irreducible SM-background
contribution to the bq̄q′ µ−νµb̄ �nal state. The values of the interference and the FCNC contribution are
given for g = 0.01 and cosφ = −1.

Process σMG [pb] k-factor ε4j εpass εbtag Nexp

t̄t 1.73 · 101 1.63 0.5 4.4 · 10−1 6.7 · 10−4 1.24 · 104

t̄tb̄b 2.29 · 10−1 1.17 1 2.8 · 10−3 5.7 · 10−1 1.27 · 103

t̄tc̄c 2.12 · 10−1 2.41 1 2.8 · 10−3 2.9 · 10−2 1.21 · 102

t̄tZ 3.07 · 10−3 1.44 1 2.1 · 10−2 5.7 · 10−1 1.58 · 102

t̄tb̄c 1.46 · 10−2 1.63 0.5 4.4 · 10−1 1.5 · 10−1 2.33 · 103

Interference 3.35 · 10−5 1.63 0.5 4.6 · 10−1 1.5 · 10−1 5.53 · 100

FCNC 3.32 · 10−4 1.63 0.5 4.6 · 10−1 1.5 · 10−1 5.58 · 101

of the missing transverse-momentum vector independently by adding a random number drawn from
a Gaussian distribution with mean zero and standard deviation of 24 GeV [43]. We then calculate
the scalar missing transverse momentum and the corresponding azimuthal angle. We take the muon
transverse momentum resolution to be 2% [44, 45] with no kinematic dependence.

We select events with criteria that are typical for top-quark analyses by the CMS and ATLAS
collaborations. We require the muon to be in the central region of the detector (|η| < 2.5) and to have
a transverse momentum larger than 25 GeV to mimic typical single-muon trigger thresholds [46, 47].
We do not take trigger, identi�cation, or isolation e�ciencies into account. We only accept events
with exactly four central jets (|η| < 2.5) to reduce the contamination from the reducible background
processes with higher jet multiplicity. Each jet has to have a transverse momentum larger than 25 GeV
and we require the missing transverse momentum to be at least 30 GeV.

Given the signal �nal state, cbb̄ µ−νµb̄, we demand the four jets in the event to ful�ll the following
b-tagging criteria. We require three jets to ful�ll a b-tagging criterion with a b-tagging e�ciency
of 70% and corresponding mis-identi�cation e�ciencies of 4% and 0.15% for c-jets and light jets,
respectively [48]. The additional fourth jet is often a c-jet and needs to pass a looser b-tagging
criterion with a b-tagging e�ciency of 91% and a correspondingly larger e�ciency for c-jets [48].
The mis-identi�cation e�ciency for light jets of this looser b-tagging criterion is 5%. We choose the
b-tagging selection from various combinations of b-tagging criteria with di�erent b-tagging e�ciencies
and corresponding mis-tagging e�ciencies. We choose the combination with the highest value of
S/
√
S +B, where S andB are the total number of weighted events for the signal and the background

contributions, respectively, as calculated by sampling of jets according to the b-tagging e�ciencies for
the di�erent jet �avours (S contains both the FCNC and interference contribution).

Instead of removing events that did not pass the b-tagging criteria, we weight events by the total
b-tagging probability to avoid large uncertainties due to the limited size of the MC datasets. We weight
events in samples for the six-particle �nal states, where we required all four partons to be central
already at generator-level, by a factor of ε4j = 0.5, as roughly half of the events in top-quark pair
production at the LHC have more than four jets due to additional radiation [49]. We use k-factors to
scale the MG5 leading-order cross sections of the MC samples to higher orders in perturbation theory.
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Figure 3: Expected number of events for 3000 fb−1 in themW,reco vs.mZ,reco plane (in bins of 2 GeV x
2 GeV) for the representative value g = 0.01 and cosφ = −1: in (a) from the pure FCNC contribution,
in (b) from the interference contribution with positive and in (c) with negative event weights, and in
(d) from the sum of the background processes.

For the six-particle �nal states associated with top-quark pair production, we use a value of 986 pb as
calculated at next-to-next-to-leading order in QCD including next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic soft
gluon resummation [50]. For tt̄bb̄ and tt̄cc̄, we use cross sections of 3.39 pb and 8.9 pb, respectively,
as calculated with MG5 at next-to-leading order [51]. For tt̄Z production, we use a cross section
of 1.015 pb, which includes next-to-leading order QCD and electroweak corrections [52]. Table 1
summarizes the e�ciencies of the event selection, the MG5 leading-order cross sections, the k-factors,
the b-tagging e�ciencies, and the expected number of events for an integrated luminosity of 3000 fb−1.

To show the detector-level distribution of the expected number of events for 3000 fb−1 we de�ne
the variables mW,reco and mZ,reco in analogy to the parton-level Dalitz variables mcb̄ and mbb̄ (cf.
section 2). For each event, the three jets with invariant mass closest to the top-quark mass form the
hadronically decaying top-quark candidate. From these three jets, we assume the jet with the lowest
sampled b-tag score to be the c-jet. In case of a tie, we choose the jet with the higher pT. The invariant
mass of the two remaining jets is mZ,reco. We then calculate the invariant mass of the c-tagged jet
combined with each of the remaining two jets of the hadronic top-quark system, and take the invariant
mass closer to MW as mW,reco. In �gure 3, we show the expected number of events for 3000 fb−1 in
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the two-dimensional plane spanned by mW,reco and mZ,reco originating from di�erent contributions:
in 3a events from the pure FCNC contribution, in 3b events from constructive intereference, in 3c
events from destructive interference, and in 3d events from the sum of all background processes. The
results in �gures 3b and 3c are in qualitative agreement with the parton-level result proportional to
g cosφ shown in �gure 2b. Compared to it, the distributions are more spread out due to the �nite
detector resolution. However, the characteristic di�erences between pure FCNC, interference, and
background contributions are still visible.

4 Sensitivity at hadron colliders

Next, we estimate the sensitivity of the interference-based approach to the tZc FCNC coupling in
the form of expected upper limits on the coupling constant g and compare it with the traditional
approach that focuses on the leptonic decay of the Z boson. The statistical methodology is brie�y
outlined in section 4.1. To separate the FCNC signal, i.e., the pure FCNC contribution, as well as the
interference contribution, from the background, we use a classi�er based on deep neural networks
(DNN). We parametrise the DNN as a function of the FCNC coupling g for optimal separation over
a large range of coupling values. In section 4.2, the architecture and the optimisation of the DNN
are explained. The prospects at the HL-LHC are presented in section 4.3, and section 4.4 contains
estimates for the sensitivity to g in various future scenarios. The section concludes with a comparison
to other approaches to constrain tZc FCNC couplings in section 4.5.

4.1 Outline of the statistical methods

Our metric for the sensitivity to the tZc FCNC coupling is the 95% CL expected upper limit on g
since this allows for a straightforward comparison with existing searches. The method to derive the
upper limit is the following: We create pseudo-measurements by sampling from the background-only
histogram assuming a Poisson distribution for the counts per bin. Motivated by the Neyman-Pearson
lemma [53], we construct a likelihood-ratio test statistic, t, by comparing the bin counts from the
pseudo-measurements ~xwith the expectation values from the MC simulation under the s+b-hypothesis
(b-only-hypothesis) ~λs+b (~λb) for each pseudo-measurement:

t = −2 ln

(
L(~x | ~λs+b)
L(~x | ~λb)

)
, with L =

Nbins∏
i=1

λxii
xi!

e−λi . (12)

The nominal expected upper limit on the coupling strength, gexcl, is derived as the median of all
pseudo-measurements under the assumption of the absence of a signal with the CLs method [54].

4.2 Optimisation of the parametrised deep neural networks

Resolution e�ects, in particular the jet-energy resolution, and wrong assignments of jets to the decay
branches complicate the reconstruction of invariant masses at detector level and motivate the use of
machine-learning techniques to optimise the separation of signal and background in a high-dimensional
space. We use the following 31 variables for the training of the DNN: for the b-tagged jets, their
transverse momenta, pseudorapidities, azimuthal angles, energies and the highest-e�ciency b-tagging
working point that the jet passes; for the single muon, its transverse momentum, pseudorapidity and
azimuthal angle; for the missing transverse momentum, its magnitude and azimuthal angle. The values
of all azimuthal angles φ are replaced by the combination of sinφ and cosφ due to the periodicity
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of the azimuthal angle. The natural logarithm is applied to all transverse momentum and energy
spectra and the missing transverse momentum spectrum, as these variables have large positive tails.
The dataset is split with fractions of 60% : 20% : 20% into training, validation and test sets. As a last
step, all variables are studentised using y′i = (yi − µ)/σ, where µ refers to the arithmetic mean of the
respective variable and σ is the estimated standard deviation.

Besides these 31 observables, we also use the coupling constant g as an input to the DNN, which
leads to a parametrised DNN [55]. The idea is to present di�erent values of g to the DNN during
the training so that the DNN learns the relative importance of the di�erent signal contributions as a
function of g. For example, for g & O(0.1) the DNN should not focus on the interference contribution
at all and instead concentrate on the separation of the FCNC contribution against the backgrounds.
This is because the weight of the FCNC contribution exceeds that of the interference contribution by
orders of magnitude in that regime. Conversely, for g . O(0.001) the DNN should start to focus on
the interference contribution more and more to leverage the slower decrease of the number of expected
events for the interference contribution compared to the FCNC contribution. To give the DNN the
possibility to learn this dependence, we further split the training and the validation set into �ve strati�ed
subsets. Each of these subsets corresponds to a speci�c value of g ∈ {0.001, 0.005, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1}.
These values are chosen to cover the range around the current best exclusion limit of about 0.0126 [23].
For the training, the weights of the signal events are adjusted so that for a given value of g the sum of
weights in each subset corresponds to the sum of weights of the background contribution.

The constructed DNN has four output nodes: one for pure FCNC events, one for interference events
with positive weight, one for interference events with negative weight, and one for background events.
For the output layer, we use softmax and for the hidden layers ReLU as the activation function. We
use the Adam optimiser [56] and categorical cross-entropy as the loss function. For the determination
of the expected exclusion limit, a one-dimensional discriminant

d =
1− αbkg − αnegInt + αposInt + αFCNC

2
∈ [0,1] (13)

is constructed based on the activation α of the respective output nodes. We assign a negative prefactor
to the output node corresponding to the negative interference contribution, to increase the di�erence
between the background-only and the signal distribution of d. The corresponding histograms of
d consist of 10 equidistant bins. To account for charge-conjugated processes, the bin contents are
multiplied by a factor of two.

The structure of the DNN as well as the learning rate and the batch size during the training are
manually optimised based on the expected exclusion limit on the validation set. A learning rate of 0.001
and a batch size of 1000 is chosen. The �nal structure of the DNN is [32, 128, 256, 128, 64, 32, 4],
with the numbers referring to the number of nodes in the respective layer. The evolution of the
expected exclusion limit during the training of the DNN are shown in �gure 4a.

4.3 Prospects for HL-LHC

The integrated luminosity expected at the HL-LHC is L = 3000 fb−1 [57]. Figure 4b contains the CLs

values resulting from the evaluation of the DNN on the test as a function of the coupling constant g.
We �nd an expected upper exclusion limit at 95% CL of

gexcl = 8.8+1.7
−1.3 × 10−3. (14)

The corresponding nominal upper limit on the branching fraction is Bexcl(t→ Zc) = 6.4× 10−5.
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Figure 4: In (a), the expected 95% CL exclusion limit on g calculated on the validation set after each
epoch during the training of the DNN. In (b), the CLs value estimated for various values of the coupling
constant g and the corresponding ±1σ and ±2σ uncertainty bands.

In the following, we highlight some of the features of the machine-learning based analysis to
illustrate the employed methods. The distributions of the discriminant for g = gexcl and the rejected
hypothesis g = 0.02 are shown in �gure 5 for the signal and the background-only hypothesis. Since
the DNN is parameterised in g, the background-only distribution depends on g as well. The number of
background events expected in the rightmost bins increases for g = 0.02 compared to the bin contents
expected for g = gexcl. This implies that the DNN adapts to the simplifying kinematics due to the
decreasing importance of interference events.

In �gure 6 we show both the bin contents expected for g = gexcl for each background process and
the shapes of the signal contributions. Since the irreducible SM background ttbc has the same �nal state
as the signal, the separation from signal events turns out to be rather di�cult compared to the reducible
backgrounds. In fact with respect to the aforementioned irreducible component, the separation of
top-quark pair production with decays to only �rst- and second-generation quarks, denoted by tt, can
be separated better. Nevertheless, this process remains the most important background contribution
due to its high cross section.

The DNN separates the signal from the three processes with an additional heavy-�avour quark pair
well; this can be attributed to the di�erent kinematical structure due to the additional particles in the
event. It should also be noted that the FCNC distribution has a slightly higher mean than the positive
interference distribution. This is due to two factors: Firstly, in the vicinity of g = gexcl the sum of
weights of the FCNC contribution is still a bit larger than the sum of weights of the positive interference
contribution. Thus, the DNN focusses on separating the FCNC events from the background events
because of their larger relative impact on the loss function. Secondly, the distribution of the events
in the considered phase space inherently o�ers more separation power from the background for the
FCNC events compared to the interference events, as visualised in themW,reco vs.mZ,reco plane shown
in �gure 3. Additionally, the mean value of the distribution for negative interference events is only
slightly lower compared to the positive interference contribution, even though the de�nition of the
discriminant in Eq. (13) considers these with opposite relative signs. This validates the observation
from �gure 3 that the distribution of the negative-interference events in the phase space is quite spread
out and thus di�cult to separate from the horizontal band of the FCNC contribution in the mW,reco vs.
mZ,reco plane as well as from the similarly distributed positive-interference contribution.
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4.4 Prospects for future experiments

We explore the potential of the interference-based approach based on various future scenarios. These
include developments in the realms of analysis methods, detector development, and future colliders.

Improved b-tagging. The performance of b-tagging algorithms is crucial for the suppression of
background contributions. This is evident when considering that the main background contribution
after the event selection (see section 3) is tt → bsc µ−νµb, which only di�ers from the signal �nal
state by an s instead of a b quark. Thus, we expect a gain in sensitivity with increasing light-jet
rejection factors at the considered b-tagging working points. The b-tagging algorithms that provide
this rejection are being constantly improved by the experimental collaborations. An approach based
on Graph Neural Networks [58] has already shown increased performance in comparison to traditional
approaches. To examine the e�ects of improved b-tagging algorithms, the analysis is repeated with
light-jet rejection rates multiplied by a factor of two. The resulting exclusion limit is

g
tag
excl = 8.0+1.6

−1.2 × 10−3. (15)

This amounts to a relative improvement of the expected limit of around 9% compared to the baseline
result presented in section 4.3.
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are illustrated.

Improved jet-energy resolution. As discussed in section 2, the reconstruction of the Dalitz
variables m2

cb̄
and m2

bb̄
enables the separation of the di�erent contributions to the parton-level t→ bbc

decay. However, for the full process, tt→ bqq′ µ−νµb, the separation power degrades due to the choice
of wrong jet combinations in the reconstruction of the invariant masses and the limited jet-energy
resolution. Signi�cant improvements in the resolution are expected for experiments at the FCC-hh [59]
based on simulation studies for calorimetry [60]. To investigate the impact of this improvement, we
scale the expected limit for a jet pT resolution by a factor of ½ without changing any other parameter.
This results in

gres
excl = 7.4+1.4

−1.2 × 10−3, (16)

which corresponds to an improvement of about 16%.
Improved statistical power. The FCC-hh is projected to deliver an integrated luminosity of the

order of 20 ab−1 at a centre-of-mass energy of 100 TeV [59]. This presents an excellent opportunity
to search for tZc FCNC e�ects in the realm of small coupling constants with the interference-based
approach. We do not generate new MC samples for

√
s = 100 TeV. Instead, we scale the event weights

by a common factor of σtt(100 TeV)/σtt(14 TeV) ≈ 35, which is the increase of the tt cross section
due to the higher centre-of-mass-energy [61], as the signal and the main background processes rely
on tt̄ production. However, we neglect any di�erence in the

√
s scaling of the cross sections in the

presence of additional jets for the background processes. The projected exclusion limit for this scenario
is hence a rough estimate. Including these changes and repeating the analysis yields a limit of

gstat
excl = 1.9+0.5

−0.4 × 10−3 , (17)
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which amounts to an improvement of around a factor of four.
Combination of improvements. As a last scenario, we combine all three improvements discussed

above. Therefore, this scenario corresponds to a rough projection of the sensitivity at a future general-
purpose detector at the FCC-hh with signi�cantly improved b-tagging algorithms and jet resolution.
Retraining and evaluating the DNN on the adjusted dataset, we obtain an expected limit of

gcomb
excl = 1.2+0.4

−0.3 × 10−3. (18)

This corresponds to an improvement of about a factor of seven and results in an upper limit on the
branching fraction of Bcomb

excl (t→ Zc) = 1.2× 10−6.

4.5 Comparison to other approaches

We compare the sensitivity of the interference-based approach to other approaches that target tZc
FCNC e�ects. We brie�y introduce three alternative approaches and then discuss the relative sensitivi-
ties of the di�erent methods.

Leptonic analysis. Traditionally, tZq FCNCs are searched for by using the leptonic Z → `+`−

decay mode instead of the hadronic decay Z → bb. This leads to three-lepton �nal states for the signal,
which are associated with low SM-background contributions. Ref. [23] provides the tightest expected
exclusion limit for B(t→ Zc) of 11× 10−5 to date. It considers both single-top quark production via
an FCNC tZc vertex (qg → tZ 7) and top-quark pair production with an FCNC decay of one of the
top quarks. Using the simple scaling introduced in section 1, we obtain an expected exclusion limit for
3000 fb−1 of

Blep
excl(t→ Zc) ≈ 11× 10−5 ·

√
139

3000
≈ 2.4× 10−5 . (19)

Here, we have taken the limit for a left-handed coupling, just as in our studies, and have assumed
that systematic uncertainties will reduce according to the same scaling as the statistical uncertainties
with the increase in integrated luminosity. This simple projection shows some tension with the
extrapolation in Ref. [30] of the search for tZc FCNC e�ects with 36.1 fb−1 at

√
s = 13 TeV [29] by the

ATLAS collaboration, which gives an expected upper limit of 4 to 5×10−5 for the HL-LHC, depending
on the assumptions on the reduction of systematic uncertainties. This limit is looser than the one
obtained from the scaling above. This hints at the importance of the correct estimation of the long-term
reduction of systematic uncertainties and highlights that the assumption that systematic uncertainties
decrease according to the same scaling as statistical uncertainties may indeed be over-optimistic
for the leptonic approach. The extrapolation to the FCC-hh scenario results in an expected limit of
1.6× 10−6, where we again have used an integrated luminosity of 20 ab−1 and included a factor of
35 for the increase of the cross sections with

√
s, based again on the scaling of the tt̄ cross section.

This projection is probably optimistic and we regard it as a rough estimate. In particular, the factor of
35 is unlikely to capture the increase of the cross section of the FCNC production mode accurately.
Additionally, this scaling implies a reduction of systematic uncertainties by a factor of more than 15,
which does not seem realistic given the challenging experimental conditions at the FCC-hh.

Ultraboosted approach. In Ref. [62], it was proposed to search for top-FCNC e�ects in tγ and
tZ production in the ultraboosted regime in which the decay products of the top quark merge into
a single jet. In contrast to our approach, this method is only sensitive to the production mode. The
ultraboosted approach is projected to yield an exclusion limit of B(t → Zc) < 1.6 × 10−3 at the

7We implicitly include charge-conjugated processes in the following discussions.
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HL-LHC,8 considering a single source of systematic uncertainty on the number of background events
of 20% [62]. The projected limit for the FCC-hh is 3.5× 10−5 [62].9

Triple-top-quark production. Another way to search for top-quark FCNC e�ects is in triple-top-
quark production: qg → tB∗ with B∗ → tt̄ [63–66]. In this process, a single top quark is produced
alongside an o�-shell boson B∗ mediating the FCNC, which splits into a tt̄ pair. The studies are
performed for the same-sign lepton topology ν``+b qq̄′b̄ ν`′`′+b, which bene�ts from the fact that SM
background contributions are small. However, as is also the case for ultraboosted tZ production, the
expected limit on B(t→ Zc) of 1.35× 10−2 at the HL-LHC [65] is relatively weak and has already
been surpassed by analyses from the ATLAS [23] and CMS collaborations [24] using the leptonic
analysis. The limit achievable at the FCC-hh is estimated to be 4.6× 10−4 [66].

Table 2: Expected 95% CL limits for the HL-LHC and FCC-hh scenarios for the presented interference-
based approach, the approach with leptonic Z → `+`− decay (scaled based on [23]), the ultraboosted
approach [62], and triple-top-quark production in the same-sign lepton channel [65, 66]. The limits for
the ultraboosted and the triple-top approaches from the references are scaled by 1/

√
2 to account for

our assumption that roughly 20 ab−1 will be available at the FCC-hh.

Approach HL-LHC (3 ab−1) FCC-hh (20 ab−1)
Interference 6.4× 10−5 1.2× 10−6

Leptonic 2.4× 10−5 1.6× 10−6

Ultraboosted 1.6× 10−3 3.5× 10−5

Triple-top 1.4× 10−2 4.6× 10−4

Discussion. We summarise the expected limits of the individual approaches in table 2. The leptonic
analysis yields the most stringent limit at the HL-LHC, while both the ultraboosted and triple-top
approaches perform signi�cantly worse than the interference-based method. This is to be expected
since these two approaches use the production mode that is suppressed by the charm-quark parton
distribution function. Our projected limit for the interference-based approach at HL-LHC of 6.4×10−5

is likely to degrade when including systematic uncertainties. However, we restricted ourselves to only
one analysis region with exactly four central b-tagged jets. The inclusion of more signal regions would
improve the sensitivity while data-driven background estimations from dedicated control regions could
mitigate the impact of systematic uncertainties. Additionally, the inclusion of the electron channel
will improve the sensitivity.

For the FCC-hh, the relative sensitivity of the interference-based approach compared to the lep-
tonic analysis improves when compared to the HL-LHC scenario. This highlights the power of the
interference-based approach when moving towards the realm of smaller and smaller couplings and the
analysis of larger datasets with increasing statistical power. Nevertheless, it should be recognised that
the FCC-hh would operate in a regime of very high pileup: the average number of visible interactions
per bunch crossing is projected to be µ ∼ O(1000) [59]. This poses notable challenges for �avour
tagging and analyses that focus on jets in general. Because of this, more thorough studies with a
dedicated detector simulation would be needed to assess and compare the sensitivity of the two
approaches at the FCC-hh. The ultraboosted approach bene�ts signi�cantly more from the energy

8We quote the signi�cantly more sensitive semileptonic decay channel of the top quark and do not attempt to provide a
combination with the hadronic decay channel.

9We scale the limit from Ref. [62] by 1/
√

2 since we assume an integrated luminosity of 20 ab−1 for the FCC-hh instead of
10 ab−1. We perform the same rescaling for the FCC-hh projection of the triple-top-quark method.
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gain from 14 TeV to 100 TeV as the limit is estimated to improve by a factor of approximately 46, while
the limit from triple-top-quark production is only projected to improve by a factor of around 29. A
clear hierarchy can be deduced: The triple top-quark approach only yields an expected limit of the
order of 10−4, while the ultraboosted approach is expected to perform better by around one order of
magnitude. The interference-based approach and the leptonic analysis are both projected to push this
even further to O(10−6).

It should also be noted that the Z → `` and the interference approach have a di�erent sensitivity to
tZc and tZu FCNC couplings and are hence complementary. The Z → `` analysis that focuses on the
production mode is less sensitive to the tZc than to the tZu coupling due to the di�erence in parton
distribution functions. Nevertheless, the sensitivities to the two couplings in the production mode
are expected to be more similar at FCC-hh due to the evolution of the parton distribution functions
considering higher energy scales and the tendency for lower Bjorken x compared to the LHC. In the
decay mode, the Z → `` approach has similar sensitivity to both couplings but relies on charm-quark
identi�cation for the distinction of these couplings. In contrast, the interference approach is almost
exclusively sensitive to the tZc coupling. Thus, in case an excess over the SM prediction is observed
in the future, the combination of these approaches will allow to disentangle possible e�ects from these
two couplings.

5 Conclusions

Top-quark FCNCs are so highly suppressed within the SM that any observation at the LHC or planned
future hadron colliders would constitute a clear signal of physics beyond the SM. At hadron colliders,
the traditionally most promising and most employed channel to search for tZq FCNCs uses a trilepton
signature, relying on the leptonic Z → `+`− decay. Since the t → Zq decay rate is quadratically
proportional to the FCNC coupling, i.e., ∝ g2, the resulting sensitivity to probe g scales as 1/ 4

√Lint

with the integrated luminosity Lint (assuming systematic uncertainties are small compared to the
statistical ones). Given the large datasets expected at the HL-LHC and planned future hadron colliders,
we investigated how to improve upon this luminosity scaling with a novel strategy.

We propose to target the hadronic, three-body decay t→ qbb̄. In the presence of tZq FCNCs, the
decay receives two interfering contributions: one from the FCNC (t→ qZ(→ bb̄)) and one from the
SM (t → bW+(→ qb̄)). Since the two contributions interfere, the three-body rate contains a term
linear in the FCNC coupling, i.e., ∝ g. Therefore, for su�ciently small g, the sensitivity to probe g
scales as 1/

√Lint in this channel, thus more favourably than in the traditional multi-lepton searches.
We studied the leading parametric dependencies controlling the kinematics of t→ qbb̄ and identi�ed
the requirements on the FCNC couplings that would allow leveraging the interference to compete
and complement traditional searches. The interference depends on the chirality and the phase of
the FCNC coupling. It is largest for a left-handed tZq coupling, while for a right-handed one it is
suppressed by the small masses of the bottom and q quark. We have thus focussed on the latter case of
left-handed tZq couplings. The interference is active in a small kinematical region in which both the
Z and W bosons are “on-shell”. In this small doubly-on-shell region, we showed that the parametric
dependence on Γ/M is the same for the SM and the interference contribution. Therefore, targeting
this doubly-on-shell region with a dedicated search has the potential to provide sensitivity with an
improved luminosity scaling.

Based on these �ndings, we studied the prospects of the proposed search strategy for the case
of left-handed FCNC tZc couplings with constructive interference. We consider the production of
tt̄→ cbb̄ µ−νµb̄ from tZc FCNCs as the signal process. We simulated this signal and relevant back-
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ground processes with MadGraph5_aMC@NLO and emulated the detector response by smearing the
parton-level objects with resolutions similar to those at the ATLAS and CMS experiments. We then
separated the FCNC signal processes from the backgrounds with a deep neural network that is param-
eterised in the value of the FCNC coupling g. This setup accounts for the varying FCNC-interference
contribution to the total FCNC signal. If no signs of FCNC production were found, the resulting
expected 95% con�dence-level upper limit with the HL-LHC dataset is Bexcl(t→ Zc) = 6.4× 10−5.
At the FCC-hh, the expected limit is improved by up to a factor ∼ 50, depending on the assumed
detector performance.

While this study did only consider statistical uncertainties, the e�ect of systematic uncertainties
should be studied in the future. The main backgrounds are tt̄ production with light-quark jets
misidenti�ed as b- or c-jets and tt̄ production with a W → cb decay. As in most tt̄ measurements,
uncertainties in the modelling of the tt̄ process may impact the sensitivity. The same is true for b-tagging
and jet-related uncertainties. Heavy-�avour-associated tt̄ production is only a minor background
and the potentially large associated systematic uncertainties are unlikely to signi�cantly a�ect the
sensitivity. Given the promising signal-background separation of the parameterised deep neural
network, the statistical uncertainties on the number of events in the signal-dominated phase space
may still compete with the systematic uncertainties in the background contributions.

As the integrated luminosity increases, the advantage of the new strategy over the traditional
approach generally becomes more pronounced. At the HL-LHC, the new strategy may not outperform
the traditional search based on Z → `` decays. However, at the FCC-hh, it has the potential to be
competitive with the established approach. Nevertheless, given their complementarity, the combination
of the two strategies will improve over the traditional search alone at both the HL-LHC and the FCC-hh.
Additionally, the new interference-based approach demonstrates excellent prospects compared to
several other alternative proposals for top-quark FCNC searches.

Our study focussed on the case in which SM- and NP-sources of CP violation are aligned. It would
be intriguing to relax this assumption and design dedicated observables, e.g., asymmetry distributions,
that optimally leverage the interference in t→ qbb̄ to probe possible CP-violating phases in top-quark
FCNC processes. In general, the interference approach will be important to understand the nature of
the anomalous coupling in case top-quark FCNCs are observed, as it also provides information on its
Lorentz structure.

Given the results of our study on the proposed interference-based approach, it will be interesting to
perform an analysis using current LHC data with a consistent treatment of systematic uncertainties
and to estimate the sensitivity at the HL-LHC and future hadron-collider experiments under realistic
experimental conditions.
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A Two-body branching fractions

Resonant W - and Z-boson production (if top FCNCs are present) dominate the inclusive rate for the
three-body decay t→ cbb̄ via the diagrams in �gure 1. As discussed in section 2, these contributions
are well described in the narrow-width approximation in terms of inclusive two-body decay rates.
Here, we collect the two-body decay rates in Eq. (6) that enter the decay t→ cbb̄ in the SM and when
an anomalous tZc coupling is present:

B(t→ Zc)FCNC =
g2

128π
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B(W+ → cb̄)SM = nc
e2 |Vcb|2
48πs2

w

MW

ΓW
, (22)

B(Z → bb̄)SM = nc
e2

864πc2
ws

2
w

(
9− 12s2

w + 8s4
w

)MZ

ΓZ
, (23)

with sw and cw the sine and cosine of the weak mixing angle, and nc = 3 the number of colours.
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Abstract: Bremsstrahlung spectra will be strongly distorted due to small lateral beam
sizes at future colliders. That in turn will have large consequences for the electron and
positron beam lifetimes as well as for the luminosity measurements in case of electron-
hadron colliders. We discuss in detail such consequences for the Future Circular Collider
and Large Hadron electron Collider cases.
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1 Introduction

In collisions of high energy charged particles, the bremsstrahlung process ("braking radia-
tion") takes place over macroscopic lateral distances, or at extremely large impact param-
eters. As a result, bremsstrahlung becomes suppressed in high energy collisions of beams
with small lateral sizes, as was observed at VEPP-4 [1], HERA [2], LEP [3] and KEKB [4].
A very good understanding of bremsstrahlung at colliders is important as on the one hand it
is usually the limiting factor for the electron and positron beam lifetimes, and on the other
hand, the high energy bremsstrahlung is used for the precise luminosity measurements, of
the electron-hadron collisions in particular. Below, the relevance of such Beam-Size Effects
(BSEs) is discussed in-depth in the context of the future colliders – the electron-positron
Future Circular Collider (FCC-ee) [5], the Large Hadron electron Collider (LHeC) [6] and
the electron-hadron Future Circular Collider (FCC-eh) [7].

Macroscopically large impact parameters in bremsstrahlung stem from the extremely
small virtuality Q2 of the exchanged photons in this process at high energies (see Fig. 1), as
its minimal value Q2

min = m2
ey

2/ (4γeγp(1− y))2, whereme is the electron mass, y = Eγ/Ee,
Eγ is the radiated photon energy and Ee the electron beam energy, γe = Ee/me and γp is the
proton Lorentz factor for the electron-proton collisions or the positron one for the electron-
positron case. For example, in case of the electron-positron collisions at

√
s = 365 GeV,

the maximal impact parameter bmax exceeds 1 m for y ≈ 0.2, assuming bmax = ~/|Q|min.
The Bethe-Heitler cross section1 for the electron bremsstrahlung is:

dσBH

dy
=

16α3

3m2
e

1

y

(
1− y + 3

4
y2
)
L, (1.1)

1It is very accurate at high-energies and for Ee − Eγ � me, if the BSE is negligible.

– 1 –



where α is the fine structure constant, and L = ln (me/|Q|min) − 0.5. To a very high
accuracy, the energy of scattered electrons is equal to Ee − Eγ .

At asymptotically large energies, with good accuracy, one can represent the BSE in
head-on beam collisions by replacing |Q|min in Eq. (1.1) with a constant derived from the
lateral beam sizes. This results in an asymptotic independence of the bremsstrahlung cross
section on the beam energies which is closely related to the asymptotic "full screening"
effect in the electron-gas bremsstrahlung, where a constant bmax cut-off is effectively set by
the size of atom or molecule.

Ee

E′

e

Eγ

Q2

Ep E′

p

Figure 1. Bremsstrahlung diagram for electron-positron or electron-proton collisions. At high
energies, the proton structure can be neglected thanks to the long-range nature of this process.

One should note here, that the BSE is present only if both beams have small transverse
sizes, and that it has nothing to do with particle densities – in fact, the BSE is fully present
for collisions of single-particle-beams, and is independent of the number of particles in
colliding bunches, hence might be called a "geometrical" effect. The following results were
obtained using the BSE framework described in Ref. [8], with the additional effects (as a
bremsstrahlung amplification) due to the beam lateral displacements reported in [9].

2 Beam-size effects at the FCC-ee

Electron-positron collisions at the Future Circular Collider will be made at four centre-of-
mass energies – 91.2 GeV (at the Z-pole), 160 GeV (at the WW production threshold),
240 GeV (for the WH production) and 365 GeV (at the tt threshold). The colliding beams
will be very flat with an aspect ratio larger than 200 : 1, see Tab. 1 [5]. The expected
observed bremsstrahlung cross-sections are calculated by subtracting from the nominal
Bethe-Heitler cross-section a correction due to the BSE: σobs = σBH − σcorr.

Ebeam[GeV] 45.6 80 120 182.5
σx [µm] 8 21 14 39
σy [nm] 34 66 36 69

Table 1. FCC-ee lateral beam-sizes at the interaction points.
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Bremsstrahlung in high energy electron-positron collisions, also called the radiative
Bhabha scattering, is identical for electrons and positrons.

2.1 Bremsstrahlung spectra

The bremsstrahlung spectra at the FCC-ee will be very strongly distorted by the BSE,
even at the highest photon energies, for y close to 1, as shown in Fig. 2. The observed
bremsstrahlung cross-sections are quite weakly dependent on beam energy and vary sig-
nificantly only with a change of vertical beam sizes, as expected for the BSE asymptotic
regime. At low photon energies, the bremsstrahlung suppression exceeds 50% – see Fig. 3,
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 = 91.2 GeVs
 = 160 GeVs
 = 240 GeVs
 = 365 GeVs
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Figure 2. Bremsstrahlung spectra at the
√
s = 91.2 GeV, 160 GeV, 240 GeV and 365 GeV FCC-ee

– solid lines y dσ/dy are for the Bethe-Heitler nominal case and dashed ones y dσobs/dy when the
BSE is included. Note that the spectra with the BSE included overlap due to similar σy: those at√
s = 160 GeV and 365 GeV, as well as those at

√
s = 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV.

and a four-fold increase of the beam aspect ratios, while keeping the lateral beam area
constant, would increase the BSE suppression only by about 3%.

The size of BSE varies also with the relative lateral beam displacements – at large
displacements, it is even leading to the effective bremsstrahlung amplification, manifested by
negative σcorr. In Fig. 4 the relative BSE corrections due to the horizontal and vertical beam
displacements are shown for the 240 GeV FCC-ee case. These effects are very similar at all
four centre-of-mass energies – small horizontal displacements do not result in a significant
change of the bremsstrahlung cross-section, in contrast to vertical displacements leading to
a visible decrease of the suppression even for relatively small (wrt. the corresponding beam
size) beam lateral shifts. This overall behaviour does not change much with a significant
variation of the beam aspect ratio, and the weak sensitivity of the BSE at the FCC-ee to

– 3 –



the horizontal beam offsets implies a small sensitivity also to the horizontal beam crossing
angles.

At high energy e+e− colliders the non-radiative Bhabha scattering is used for precise
absolute luminosity measurements. Since the scattering angles of the detected electrons
and positrons are not negligible therefore the exchanged photon virtuality is significant. As
a result, the event rates are not affected by the BSE in this case.
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Figure 3. Relative size of bremsstrahlung suppression at the
√
s = 91.2, 160, 240 and 365 GeV

FCC-ee. Dashed lines represent the BSE for the nominal beam sizes and the dotted ones correspond
to the BSE case with σx × 2, σy/2.

2.2 Lifetime limits of electron and positron beams

The beam lifetime τ is one of the crucial parameters of high energy colliders – the bigger is
τ the higher is an average collider luminosity. In addition, shorter beam lifetimes require
more frequent beam refilling, which might be particularly challenging in the case of the
positron beams.

There are many sources of beam particle losses which are affecting the beam lifetime,
but its ultimate, irreducible limit is due to particle scattering at the collider interaction
points. Such a loss may occur due to either a significant energy reduction of the beam
particle, its annihilation or due to a large scattering angle, as a result of a single e+e−

interaction. At the FCC-ee the largely dominant particle loss mechanism proceeds via the
energy decrease due to the emission of high-energy photons at very small angles, in the
bremsstrahlung process.

These particle losses are well modelled by introducing the energy aperture a which is
simply the maximal fractional energy decrease of beam particles which is still accommodated
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Figure 4. Variations of the bremsstrahlung cross-sections at the
√
s = 240 GeV FCC-ee for the

horizontal (upper plots) and vertical (bottom plots) beam displacements or offsets. The blue lines
correspond to the nominal beam sizes and the red ones to the case with a 4 times bigger beam
aspect ratio. Results at different values of y = Eγ/Ee are shown with different line styles.

by the collider beam optics2. At the FCC-ee this aperture varies, from below 0.01 to almost
0.02 for low and high-energy beams, respectively.

2Or, a is the minimal fractional energy decrease for the lost particles.
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The beam lifetime τb due to bremsstrahlung can be then calculated as τb = Nb/(Ltotσa),
where Nb is the nominal number of particles in the "radiating beam", Ltot is the nominal
FCC-ee luminosity (summed over four interaction points) and σa =

∫ 1
a dσobs, where a =

ymin.

Ebeam [GeV] 45.6 80 120 182.5
Nb [1013] 239 25 5.3 0.93
Ltot [1035 cm−2s−1] 74 8.3 2.8 0.48
σa [mb] for a = 0.01(0.02) 166 (137) 174 (144) 167 (138) 175 (145)
σBH [mb] for a = 0.01(0.02) 319 (260) 333 (271) 343 (280) 353 (288)
τb [min] for a = 0.01(0.02) 32 (39) 29 (35) 19 (23) 18 (22)

Table 2. FCC-ee beam lifetimes due to bremsstrahlung.

The BSE is very beneficial at the FCC-ee as the ultimate beam lifetimes are about
two times bigger thanks to the effective bremsstrahlung suppression due to small lateral
beam sizes, see Tab. 2. The suppression is weakly dependent on the energy aperture as
well as on the beam offsets (see Fig. 4). Beams will not collide head-on at the FCC-ee –
a horizontal beam crossing angle of 30 mrad is foreseen [5], but that should not affect the
bremsstrahlung suppression since its sensitivity to small horizontal offsets is negligible, as
demonstrated by upper plots in Fig. 4.

3 Beam-size effects at the LHeC and FCC-eh

At electron-hadron colliders bremsstrahlung plays a very important role also because of its
use for precise measurements of absolute luminosity [10, 11]. However, in this case, the
beam size effect becomes a problem as it needs to be accurately corrected for. At HERA
I, the BSE was small and its predictions could be verified only with a precision of about
30% [2], but the BSE calculations can be profoundly verified at the planned Electron-Ion
Collider at Brookhaven, including the surprising effect of bremsstrahlung amplification for
large beam offsets [9].

3.1 Bremsstrahlung spectra and luminosity measurements

At future electron-hadron colliders, as the Large Hadron electron Collider (LHeC) [6] and
the FCC-eh [7], the BSE is large over the whole bremsstrahlung spectra, see Fig. 5. This
gives rise to a challenge for precise luminosity measurements, as the BSE corrections should
be known with accuracy at a couple of per mille levels.

In particular, a 1% luminosity precision will require frequent verifications of Gaussianity
of the lateral distribution of bunch particles and continuous measurements of lateral beam
sizes with a 5% precision at least, see Fig. 6. The control of beam offsets is less critical, as
for small lateral beam displacements, smaller than the lateral beam sizes, the corresponding
modifications of BSE are negligible, see Fig. 7.

In any case, the experiments at the LHeC and FCC-eh should profit a lot from the
experience acquired with the luminosity measurements planned at the EIC, both in the
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context of proper detector solutions [11] as well as the precise verification of the BSE
predictions [9].

– 7 –



3.2 Electron beam losses

If the LHeC and FCC-eh would be ring-ring colliders then the BSE would be less beneficial
for the electron beam lifetimes than at the FCC-ee, as the BSE would be weaker there.
However, for both future electron-hadron colliders the linac-ring configurations are being
proposed. Hence, as the electron bunches collide only once with the proton ones, the role
of bremsstrahlung in the electron beam losses is minimal, see Tab. 3.

Ebeam[GeV] for electrons (protons) 50 (7000) 60 (50000)
Nb [109] per electron bunch 3 3
L [1026cm−2] per bunch crossing 3 5
σe,px,y [µm] 5 2
σa [mb] 219 208
σBH [mb] 290 317
Electron beam fractional loss 2.5× 10−8 3.5× 10−8

Table 3. The relative electron beam losses due to bremsstrahlung at the LHeC and FCC-eh, for
a = 0.01.
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Figure 7. Effects of the beam offset B at the FCC-eh (red lines) and LHeC (blue lines) for the
nominal beam sizes. Results at different values of y = Eγ/Ee are shown with different line styles.

4 Summary

Bremsstrahlung rates at future high-energy colliders will be strongly affected by small lat-
eral beam sizes, and that will have important consequences. At the FCC-ee, the strong
suppression of bremsstrahlung (or radiative Bhabha scattering) will result in a very benefi-
cial phenomenon of doubling the ultimate beam lifetime limits. This is especially relevant
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for the positron beams at FCC-ee, and at other colliders under study, as the rate of positron
beam refilling, required for high luminosity operations, is one of the major technological
problems. On the other hand, at the LHeC and FCC-eh, the bremsstrahlung sensitivity
to the beam sizes will pose a big challenge to precise luminosity measurements using this
process. Finally, the planned studies of the beam size effects at the EIC will allow to
thoroughly verify the theoretical framework used for the BSE calculations.
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We present a new quantum field-theoretic definition of fully unintegrated dihadron fragmentation
functions (DiFFs) as well as a generalized version for n-hadron fragmentation functions. We demon-
strate that this definition allows certain sum rules to be satisfied, making it consistent with a number
density interpretation. Moreover, we show how our corresponding so-called extended DiFFs that
enter existing phenomenological studies are number densities and also derive their evolution equa-
tions. Within this new framework, DiFFs extracted from experimental measurements will have a
clear physical meaning.

Introduction — High-energy collisions of hadrons are
central to understanding their femtoscale structure at the
level of quarks and gluons (partons). The critical ingredi-
ents that encode this information are parton distribution
functions (PDFs) and fragmentation functions (FFs). A
crucial property of PDFs and FFs is their interpretation
as number densities before renormalization [1, 2], evident
by the fact that one can derive certain sum rules [1–4].
For example, the unpolarized transverse momentum de-

pendent (TMD) PDF f
i/N
1 (x,~k2T ) gives the number den-

sity in the momentum fraction x and transverse momen-
tum ~kT of a parton i = q or g in a nucleon N [1, 2].

Similarly, the unpolarized TMD FFD
h/i
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥) gives the
number density in the momentum fraction z and trans-
verse momentum ~P⊥ of a hadron h fragmenting from a
parton i [1, 2]. Since PDFs and FFs are number densi-
ties, one can also use them to calculate expectation values
(see, e.g., Refs. [5–8]). The information contained in sum
rules and expectation values are important pieces to un-
derstanding hadronic structure as well as constraining or
cross-checking phenomenological extractions and model
calculations of PDFs and FFs.

The most common type of FFs describes the situation
where a single hadron h is detected in the final state,
i → hX (X representing all undetected particles). An-
other intensely studied class of reactions analyzes the case
of two hadrons being detected from the same parton-
initiated jet, i → (h1h2)X , where dihadron FFs (DiFFs)
become relevant [9–44]. The quantum field-theoretic def-
inition of DiFFs at the fully unintegrated level (what we
will call uDiFFs) was first written down almost 25 years
ago in the pioneering paper of Bianconi, Boffi, Jakob,
and Radici (BBJR) [17]. This work has been the basis
for all subsequent dihadron-related research for observ-
ables sensitive to the relative transverse momentum of
the two hadrons [18–23, 27, 28, 31–35, 37–44]. Unfortu-
nately, the BBJR definition does not allow the uDiFFs,
nor the so-called extended DiFFs (extDiFFs) that are the
focus of existing phenomenological analyses, to retain a
number density interpretation.

The main purpose of this Letter is to disseminate a
new definition of uDiFFs that corrects this issue. We jus-
tify its number density interpretation by explicitly prov-
ing certain sum rules. We also show our corresponding
extDiFFs are number densities and derive their evolution
equations. Thus, when DiFFs are extracted from experi-
mental data in our new framework, they will have a clear
physical meaning.

New Correlator Definition of DiFFs— We begin by
briefly discussing two different reference frames that will
be relevant for our analysis: the “parton frame” (p), where
the fragmenting parton has no transverse momentum,
and the “dihadron frame” (h), where the dihadron has
no transverse momentum. In both frames the parton
has the same large minus-lightcone momentum compo-
nent k− (V ± ≡ (V 0 ± V 3)/

√
2 for a generic vector

V ). They are connected through the following Lorentz
transformation (see, e.g., Ref. [2] Sec. 12.4.1): V −

p =

V −
h ≡ V −; V +

p = (~kT /k
−)2 V −/2 + V +

h − ~kT · ~VT /k−;
~V⊥ = −(~kT /k

−)V − + ~VT . We use ⊥ (T ) to denote
transverse components in the parton (dihadron) frame.
The parton frame is more natural for the formulation of
fragmentation correlators (whether single hadron or di-
hadron) as number densities, whereas the dihadron frame
is more practical for phenomenological applications.

The quantum field-theoretic correlator for the frag-
mentation of a parton i into two hadrons h1, h2, after
integrating over k+, is defined as [17]

∆
h1h2/i
αβ (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) (1)

=
1

Ni

∑

X

∫ ∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥
(2π)3

eik·ξ Oh1h2/i
αβ (ξ)

∣

∣

∣

ξ−=0
,

where z1, z2 are the fractions of the parton’s longitudinal
momentum carried by each hadron, and ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥ are the
transverse momenta of the hadrons relative to the parton.
For a quark, Ni is the number of quark colors Nc = 3,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.11995v1
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and

Oh1h2/q
αβ (ξ) = 〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq,α(ξ

+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)|P1, P2;X〉
× 〈P1, P2;X |ψ̄q,β(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 , (2)

where ψq is the quark field, α, β are indices for the com-
ponents of the field, and W is a Wilson line in the funda-
mental representation of SU(3) that ensures color gauge
invariance [2, 45]. A sum over color indices in Eq. (2) is
implied. For a gluon, Ni = N2

c − 1, and

Oh1h2/g
αβ (ξ) = 〈0|Wba(∞, ξ)F a

+α(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)|P1, P2;X〉

× 〈P1, P2;X |F c
+β(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)Wcb(0,∞)|0〉 , (3)

where F a
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ + gfabcAb

µA
c
ν is the field

strength tensor involving the gluon field A, and the Wil-
son lines are now in the adjoint representation of SU(3).

Throughout this Letter, we focus on the production of
unpolarized hadrons. For the fragmentation of an unpo-
larized parton, we parameterize the correlator in Eq. (1)
as

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

(4)

= D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) ,

z

32π3z1z2P
−
h

δij⊥ ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) (5)

= D
h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) ,

where z = z1 + z2 is the total momentum fraction of
the dihadron and Ph = P1 + P2. As we will show in
the next section, the prefactor of 1/(64π3z1z2) in Eq. (4)
is crucial to justifying the number density interpretation
of the quark uDiFFs (and similarly for the gluon case
in Eq. (5)). If one instead were to use a prefactor of
1/(4z), to be in full analogy with single-hadron fragmen-
tation [1, 45–47], the quark uDiFFs would not retain a
number density interpretation. Indeed, the fact that the
prefactors on the l.h.s. of Eqs. (4), (5) are needed was
already recognized previously in the context of collinear

DiFFs D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) [24, 25].

Number Density Interpretation — The interpretation
of a PDF or FF as a number density is evident in one
being able to derive certain sum rules [1–4]. The proofs
of the sum rules in this section are left for Supplemental
Material. We focus first on the number sum rule,

∫

dPSDh1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥) = N (N − 1) ,

(6)

where
∫

dPS =
∑

h1

∑

h2

∫ 1

0
dz2

∫ 1−z2
0

dz1
∫

d2 ~P1⊥

∫

d2 ~P2⊥,
and N is the total number of hadrons produced when the
parton i fragments. Thus, N (N − 1) is the total number
of hadron pairs produced in the fragmentation of i. A

sum over hadron spins must be included if either or both
hadrons have nonzero spin. We note that the number
sum rule Eq. (6) was first written down in Ref. [25]. A
crucial step in our proof is being able to introduce the
number operator,

N̂hj
≡

∫

dP−
j d

2 ~Pj⊥

(2π)3 2P−
j

â†hj
âhj

=

∫

dzjd
2 ~Pj⊥

(2π)3 2zj
â†hj

âhj
, (7)

for each hadron (j = 1 or 2). This can only be achieved
by having the specific prefactors on the l.h.s. of Eqs. (4),
(5). Indeed, a derivation is not possible if a prefactor of
1/(4z) = 1/(4(z1 + z2)) is used on the l.h.s. of Eq. (4).

The result in Eq. (6) gives a clear interpretation
for the uDiFFs we defined in Eqs. (4), (5): they are
densities in the momentum fractions z1, z2 and trans-
verse momenta ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥ for the number of hadron
pairs (h1h2) fragmenting from a parton i. The uDiFF

D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥) encodes the dihadron
fragmentation process for an unpolarized quark (γ− pro-
jection of the correlator). The number density inter-
pretation also holds for the fragmentation of a longitu-
dinally polarized quark (γ−γ5 projection) and a trans-
versely polarized quark (iσi−γ5 projection). The ex-
plicit parameterization of Eq. (1) in terms of quark and
gluon uDiFFs for all parton polarizations, as functions
of (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥), is given in Supplemental
Material.

We can also derive a momentum sum rule involving
uDiFFs and TMD FFs,

∑

h1

∫ 1−z2

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥ z1D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥)

= (1 − z2)D
h2/i
1 (z2, ~P

2
2⊥) . (8)

If either or both hadrons have nonzero spin, then a
sum over the spin of h1 must be included on the
l.h.s. of Eq. (8) (and Eq. (9) below). Note that one
can identify the ratio of the uDiFF to the TMD FF,

D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥)/D
h2/i
1 (z2, ~P

2
2⊥), as a

conditional probability density [48] in the momentum

(z1, ~P1⊥) for h1 fragmenting from i given h2 has frag-

mented from i with momentum (z2, ~P2⊥). Further inte-

grating Eq. (8) over ~P2⊥ yields

∑

h1

∫ 1−z2

0

dz1 z1D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) = (1− z2)D

h2/i
1 (z2) . (9)

The momentum sum rule Eq. (9) was first put forth in
Refs. [10, 12]. We also mention that the study of DiFFs
has a close connection to double PDFs (DPDFs), where
two partons emerge from a single nucleon. Indeed, an
analogous sum rule to Eq. (9) exists for DPDFs, as was
derived in Refs. [49, 50]. The quantum field-theoretic
derivation of the sum rule Eq. (8) at the unintegrated
(transverse momentum dependent) operator level (from
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which Eq. (9) follows immediately) is a new aspect pre-
sented here for the first time.

One can readily generalize to n-hadron (n ≥ 1) frag-
mentation in a way that retains a number density inter-
pretation:

1

4(16π3)n−1z1 · · · zn
Tr

[

∆{hi}n/q({zi}n, { ~Pi⊥}n)γ−
]

= D
{hi}n/q
1 ({zi}n, { ~P 2

i⊥}n, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n) , (10)

z

2P−
h (16π3)n−1z1 · · · zn

δij⊥ ∆{hi}n/g,ij({zi}n, { ~Pi⊥}n)

= D
{hi}n/g
1 ({zi}n, { ~P 2

i⊥}n, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n) , (11)

where z = z1 + · · · + zn, Ph = P1 + · · · + Pn,
{hi}n ≡ h1 · · ·hn, {zi}n ≡ z1, . . . , zn, { ~Pi⊥}n ≡
~P1⊥, . . . , ~Pn⊥, { ~P 2

i⊥}n ≡ ~P 2
1⊥, . . . ,

~P 2
n⊥, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n ≡

~P1⊥·~P2⊥, . . . , ~P1⊥ ·~Pn⊥, ~P2⊥ ·~P3⊥, . . . , ~P2⊥ ·~Pn⊥, etc. The
correlators ∆{hi}n/i({zi}n, { ~Pi⊥}n) are the natural ex-
tensions of Eqs. (2), (3) to n hadrons, i.e., the final state
is now |P1, . . . , Pn;X〉. The corresponding number sum
rule reads

∫

dPSnD
{hi}n/i
1 ({· · · }n) =

n−1
∏

k=0

(N − k) , (12)

where
∫

dPSn denotes the n-hadron version of
∫

dPS, and
we have abbreviated the arguments of the FF. Interest-
ingly, the evolution of collinear n-hadron FFs was already
studied some time ago [11], but no correlator definition
was presented.

Connection to Phenomenology — In order to analyze
measurements of dihadron observables, it becomes con-
venient to change to the dihadron frame [17, 20]. In ad-
dition to Ph, we also introduce the relative momentum
R = (P1 − P2)/2. The individual hadrons have masses
M1 and M2, while the invariant mass (squared) of the
dihadron is M2

h = P 2
h . Along with z, we form the vari-

able ζ = (z1 − z2)/z. The hadron momenta P1 and P2

can then be written as P1 =
(

M2
1+

~R 2
T

(1+ζ)P−

h

, 1+ζ
2 P−

h ,
~RT

)

and

P2 =
(

M2
2+

~R 2
T

(1−ζ)P−

h

, 1−ζ
2 P−

h ,− ~RT

)

. Note that one readily

finds ~R 2
T = 1−ζ2

4 M2
h − 1−ζ

2 M2
1 − 1+ζ

2 M2
2 . Due to this

change of reference frames, one naturally thinks of uD-
iFFs as now depending on (z, ζ,~k 2

T ,
~R 2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) rather

than (z1, z2, ~P
2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥).
Nevertheless, the form of the number sum rule in

Eq. (6) allows us to generalize the idea of uDiFFs as
number densities to any set of variables we choose. Con-
sider making a change of variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)

to (w, x, ~Y , ~Z), where we understand w, x to be scalars

and ~Y , ~Z to be two-dimensional vectors. Then Eq. (6)
implies

D
h1h2/i
1 (w, x, ~Y 2, ~Z2, ~Y · ~Z)

≡ J ·Dh1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) (13)

is a number density in (w, x, ~Y , ~Z), where J =

|∂(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)/∂(w, x, ~Y , ~Z)| is the Jacobian for the

change of variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to (w, x, ~Y , ~Z).
Substituting Eq. (4) or (5) into the r.h.s. of Eq. (13) then

gives an operator definition of D
h1h2/i
1 (w, x, ~Y 2, ~Z2, ~Y ·~Z).

In addition, integrating over one or more of the variables
(w, x, ~Y , ~Z) will define a DiFF that is a number density
in the remaining variables.

For example, if we change variables from
(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to (z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ), as is customary
in phenomenology, then J = z3/2. Thus,

D
h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) (14)

=
z

32π3(1− ζ2)
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

is a number density in (z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ) (where we made use
of z1z2 = z2(1 − ζ2)/4), and similarly for the gluon
case. Note that the arguments of the correlator on
the r.h.s. can be replaced with z1(2) = z(1 ± ζ)/2 and
~P1(2)⊥ = −z(1± ζ)~kT /2± ~RT .

We emphasize the distinction between our prefactor of
z/(32π3(1 − ζ2)) in Eq. (14) and the prefactor of 1/(4z)
used by BBJR. The latter does not allow for the uD-
iFFs to retain a number density interpretation. The ex-
plicit parameterization of Eq. (1) in terms of quark and
gluon uDiFFs for all parton polarizations, as functions of
(z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ), is given in Supplemental Material.

The functions of interest in experimental measure-
ments are the extDiFFs, which we define by chang-
ing variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to (z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ) (as

above) and integrating over ~kT . In the quark sector, two
twist-2 Dirac projections survive [13, 17]:

z

32π3(1− ζ2)

∫

d2~kT Tr
[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

= D
h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) , (15)

z

32π3(1− ζ2)

∫

d2~kT Tr
[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)iσ
i−γ5

]

= − ǫ
ij
TR

j
T

Mh
H

∢ h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) , (16)

where ǫijT = ǫ−+ij with ǫ12T = 1. We note that if

one instead changes variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to

(z1, z2, ~kT , ~RT ), integrating over ~kT and ~RT leads to

the collinear DiFF D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2), and the associated

correlator matches that in Refs. [24, 25]. We empha-

size the existence of H
∢h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ), which is not
present for fragmentation into a single hadron. This
function has become important in the extraction of the
transversity PDFs, which couple to it in dihadron observ-
ables [28, 31, 32, 35, 37, 41, 44]. The gluon extDiFFs are
given in Supplemental Material.

Experimental measurements of dihadron observables
are usually differential in (z,Mh) and integrated over ζ.
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The relevant DiFFs are then dependent on (z,Mh) [17,

19–23]. We change variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to

(z, ζ,~kT ,Mh, φRT
), where φRT

is the azimuthal angle of
~RT . The Jacobian is J = z3(1− ζ2)/8. Using our afore-
mentioned prescription, we can define a DiFF that is a
number density in (z,Mh):

D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) ≡

π

2
Mh

∫ 1

−1

dζ (1 − ζ2)D
h1h2/i
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) .

(17)
For completeness, we also write down our definition of

H
∢h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh):

H
∢h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) (18)

≡ π

2
Mh

∫ 1

−1

dζ
|~RT |
Mh

(1 − ζ2)H
∢ h1h2/i
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) .

Given the number density interpretation of our DiFFs,
one can compute expectation values for the ensemble of
all (h1h2) pairs in the fragmentation of a parton i. As
mentioned, two of the main variables that dihadron mea-
surements are sensitive to are z andMh. The expectation
value of an arbitrary function O(z,Mh) of these variables
can then calculated as

〈O(z,Mh)〉h1h2/i=

∫

dz dMh O(z,Mh)D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) .

(19)
For example, one could compute the average value of z or
ofMh for π+π− pairs produced from the fragmentation of

an unpolarized quark. The DiFF D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) can be

extracted directly from experiment, e.g., using the cross
section dσ/dz dMh for e+e− → (h1h2)X measured by
Belle [51]. Our definition of uDiFFs allows us to establish

a clear physical meaning for D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh), which has

been absent thus far in the literature.
Actually, calculating the leading-order cross section

for dσ/dz dMh for e+e− → (h1h2)X serves as an-
other verification of the number density interpretation

of our new definition of D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh). Starting from

P 0
1P

0
2 dσ/d

3 ~P1d
3 ~P2, the result takes the form

dσ

dz dMh
= σ̂i

0D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) . (20)

For i = q, σ̂q
0 = 4πα2

emNce
2
q/(3s), which is the partonic

cross section for e+e− → γ → qq̄, where αem is the fine
structure constant, and

√
s is the center-of-mass energy

of the e+e− pair. A sum over quarks and antiquarks is
then needed on the r.h.s. of Eq. (20). For i = g, σ̂g

0 =
[(α2

sG
2
F )/(576π

3)][(m2
es

2(N2
c − 1))/(s −m2

H)2], which is
the partonic cross section for e+e− → H → gg (H being
the Higgs boson) using an effective H-g-g coupling [52–
54], αs is the strong coupling, GF is the Fermi constant,
and me (mH) is the mass of the electron (Higgs). A
factor of 2 is now needed on the r.h.s. of Eq. (20) since
both gluons can fragment.

The structure of Eq. (20) is exactly what one expects

if D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) is to be interpreted as a number den-

sity, i.e., the differential cross section equals the partonic
cross section times the DiFF. We have also explicitly con-
firmed this feature for other sets of variables, including

dσ/dz1dz2 and dσ/dz dζ d2 ~RT involving D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2)

and D
h1h2/i
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ), respectively.

Evolution of Extended DiFFs — Since the extDiFFs
in Eqs. (15), (16) (and their gluon analogues) are the
objects that enter most directly in existing phenomeno-
logical studies of dihadron observables, it is important to
derive their evolution equations for our definition. Here
we analyze perturbative corrections to the dihadron frag-
mentation correlator, similar to what is done for the
single-hadron case – see, e.g., Ref. [2]. The evolution of
the DiFF correlator in Eq. (1) has two pieces: a “homo-
geneous term” involving only DiFFs (an example graph
is given in Fig. 1(a)), and an “inhomogeneous term” in-
volving single-hadron FFs (an example graph is given in
Fig. 1(b)). We have explicitly checked that the inhomo-

geneous term for the evolution of D
h1h2/i
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) is not
ultraviolet divergent, and therefore does not contribute
to the evolution of extDiFFs. The same conclusion was
reached in Ref. [26]. However, this inhomogeneous term
is needed to derive the full evolution for the collinear
DiFFs D

h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) [24, 25, 55].

For collinear PDFs and FFs (e.g., f
i/N
1 (x) and

D
h/i
1 (z)), evolution is a perturbative process for the

1 → 2 splitting of a parton and is independent of the
target (in the case of PDFs) or final state (in the case of
FFs) – see, e.g., Ref. [2]. This observation, along with the
structure of the correlator in Eq. (1), the fact that the

extDiFFs are obtained by integrating over ~kT , and the
conclusion that only the homogeneous term contributes
to their evolution, makes clear that the splitting func-
tions for extDiFFs will be the same as those for a parton
fragmenting into a single hadron. The final result reads

∂Dh1h2/i(z, ζ, ~R2
T ;µ)

∂ lnµ2

=
∑

i′

∫ 1

z

dw

w
Dh1h2/i

′

(z

w
, ζ, ~R2

T ;µ
)

Pi→i′ (w) , (21)

where D = D1 or H∢

1 , and Pi→i′ (w) are the unpolarized
time-like splitting kernels [56] when D = D1, or the trans-
versely polarized splitting kernels [57] when D = H∢

1 . We

note from Eqs. (17), (18) it is clear that D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh)

and H
∢ h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh) obey the same evolution equations

as Eq. (21) since the ζ dependence there is not altered
by the evolution.

Evolution equations for extDiFFs were previously de-
rived in Ref. [26] (and commented on in Ref. [27]). No
correlator was explicitly given, though, preventing us
from unambiguously comparing to those results. We
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(a) (b)

h1 h2 h1

h2

FIG. 1. Example diagrams of the (a) homogeneous and
(b) inhomogeneous terms for the evolution of the extDiFF

D
h1h2/q
1

(z, ζ, ~R2

T ).

will instead emphasize that the prefactor used to pa-
rameterize the dihadron correlator in terms of DiFFs
does affect the evolution kernel. For example, if on the
l.h.s. of Eq. (4) a prefactor of 1/(4z) is used (instead of
1/(64π3z1z2)), then the integrand of Eq. (21) would not
have the 1/w factor. We also mention that the evolution

of D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) was derived in Refs. [24, 25, 55]. We

briefly discuss in Supplemental Material how, starting
from extDiFFs, one can reproduce this result.

Conclusions — We have introduced a new quantum
field-theoretic definition for fully unintegrated dihadron
fragmentation functions (uDiFFs), as well as a general-
ized version for n-hadron fragmentation, that retains a
number density interpretation. We have justified this by
proving certain number and momentum sum rules. More-
over, we have developed a simple prescription for how to
define operators for uDiFFs that are number densities in
any variables of interest. In particular, we established a

clear physical meaning for the function D
h1h2/i
1 (z,Mh)

as a number density in (z,Mh), which was not possible
with prior definitions in the literature. We also derived
the evolution equations for our extDiFFs. There are sev-
eral measurements of dihadron observables sensitive to
extDiFFs in electron-positron annihilation [51, 58], semi-
inclusive deep-inelastic scattering [59, 60], and proton-
proton collisions [61, 62]. With DiFFs now rigorously
established as number densities through this work, one
can achieve a deeper understanding of hadronic struc-
ture through phenomenological extractions of extDiFFs.
A paper is in preparation on a simultaneous global anal-
ysis in our framework of all the aforementioned data [63].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

S1. Parameterization of the uDiFF Correlator

The twist-2 Dirac traces for ∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) for unpolarized hadrons, as number densities in

(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥), can be parameterized in terms of the following quark uDiFFs:

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

= D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) , (S1)

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−γ5

]

= − ǫ
ij
⊥R

i
⊥P

j
h⊥

zM2
h

G
⊥h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) , (S2)

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)iσ
i−γ5

]

= − ǫ
ij
⊥R

j
⊥

Mh
H

∢
′h1h2/q

1 (z1, z2, ~P
2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥)

+
ǫij⊥P

j
h⊥

zMh
H

⊥′ h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) , (S3)

where ǫij⊥ = ǫ−+ij with ǫ12⊥ = 1, and the momentum components are understood to be in the parton frame. The corre-

lator ∆h1h2/g(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) for unpolarized hadrons, as number densities in (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥), can be decomposed
into the following gluon uDiFFs:

z

32π3z1z2P
−
h

δij⊥ ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = D
h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) , (S4)

z

32π3z1z2P
−
h

iǫij⊥ ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = − ǫ
ij
⊥R

i
⊥P

j
h⊥

zM2
h

G
⊥h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) , (S5)

z

32π3z1z2P
−
h

Ŝ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = Ŝ

[

Ri
⊥R

j
⊥

M2
h

H
∢

′h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥)

+
P i
h⊥P

j
h⊥

z2M2
h

H
⊥′h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥)

− Ri
⊥P

j
h⊥

zM2
h

H
∢⊥′h1h2/g
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥, ~P

2
2⊥, ~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥)

]

, (S6)

where Ŝ is the symmetrization operator, ŜOij ≡ 1
2 (O

ij +Oji − δij⊥O
kk), in this frame.

The twist-2 Dirac traces for ∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) for unpolarized hadrons, as number densities in (z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ),
can be parameterized in terms of the following quark uDiFFs:

z

32π3(1− ζ2)
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

= D
h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) , (S7)

z

32π3(1− ζ2)
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−γ5

]

=
ǫijTR

i
Tk

j
T

M2
h

G
⊥h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) , (S8)

z

32π3(1− ζ2)
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)iσ
i−γ5

]

= − ǫ
ij
TR

j
T

Mh
H

∢
′h1h2/q

1 (z, ζ,~k 2
T , ~R

2
T ,
~kT · ~RT )

− ǫijT k
j
T

Mh
H

⊥′ h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) , (S9)

where ǫijT = ǫ−+ij with ǫ12T = 1, and the momentum components are understood to be in the dihadron frame. The

correlator ∆h1h2/g(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) for unpolarized hadrons, as number densities in (z, ζ,~kT , ~RT ), can be decomposed
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into the following gluon uDiFFs:

z2

16π3(1 − ζ2)P−
h

δijT ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = D
h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) , (S10)

z2

16π3(1− ζ2)P−
h

iǫijT ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) =
ǫijTR

i
Tk

j
T

M2
h

G
⊥h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T ,
~R 2
T ,
~kT · ~RT ) , (S11)

z2

16π3(1 − ζ2)P−
h

Ŝ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = Ŝ

[

Ri
TR

j
T

M2
h

H
∢

′h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T ,
~R 2
T ,
~kT · ~RT )

+
kiTk

j
T

M2
h

H
⊥′h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T ,
~R 2
T ,
~kT · ~RT )

+
Ri

Tk
j
T

M2
h

H
∢⊥′h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ,~k 2

T , ~R
2
T ,
~kT · ~RT )

]

, (S12)

where ŜOij ≡ 1
2 (O

ij +Oji − δijT O
kk) in this frame. We note that the structures on the r.h.s. of Eqs. (S7)–(S11) were

first written down in Ref. [17] while the r.h.s. of Eq. (S12) first appeared in Ref. [36].
The quark extDiFFs were already provided in the main text but are given here again for completeness:

z

32π3(1 − ζ2)

∫

d2~kT Tr
[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−
]

= D
h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) , (S13)

z

32π3(1 − ζ2)

∫

d2~kT Tr
[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)iσ
i−γ5

]

= − ǫ
ij
TR

j
T

Mh
H

∢ h1h2/q
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) . (S14)

The gluon extDiFFs are given by

z2

16π3(1− ζ2)P−
h

δijT

∫

d2~kT ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = D
h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T ) , (S15)

z2

16π3(1− ζ2)P−
h

Ŝ

∫

d2~kT ∆h1h2/g,ij(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) = Ŝ

[

Ri
TR

j
T

M2
h

H
∢h1h2/g
1 (z, ζ, ~R2

T )

]

. (S16)

We note that if one instead changes variables from (z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥) to (z1, z2, ~kT , ~RT ), integrating over ~kT and ~RT

leads to the collinear DiFFs D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2), and the associated correlators match those in Refs. [24, 25].

S2. Proof of Number Sum Rule for D
h1h2/i
1

We start by first proving the number sum rule for the single-hadron TMD FF, focusing on the quark case

D
h/q
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥). The essential elements are similar to the derivation of the single-hadron momentum sum rule carried
out in Ref. [3]. The correlator definition for this function in the parton frame is given by

D
h/q
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥) =
1

Nc

1

4z

∑

X

∫ ∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥
(2π)3

eik
−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)|P ;X〉〈P ;X |ψ̄q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−
]

,

(S17)
where a sum over colors is implied. We then have

∑

h

∫ 1

0

dz

∫

d2~P⊥D
h/q
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥) =
1

Nc

1

2

∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥ e
ik−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)N̂ ψ̄q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−
]

,

(S18)
where we have made use of the completeness relation

∑
X

∫

|X〉〈X | = 1 and denoted the total number operator by

N̂ ≡
∑

h

∫

dP−d2 ~P⊥

(2π)3 2P−
â†hâh . (S19)
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Using the so-called “good” quark field ψ−,q ≡ 1
2γ

+γ−ψq leads to

∑

h

∫ 1

0

dz

∫

d2 ~P⊥D
h/q
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥)

= N 1

Nc

1√
2

∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥ e
ik−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ){ψ−,q(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥), ψ

†
−,q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)}W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−
]

, (S20)

where we are able to insert the anticommutator of the good quark fields [3]. The quantity N is the total number of
hadrons produced by the fragmentation of the quark. Since

{ψ−,q(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥), ψ

†
−,q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)} =
1

2
√
2
γ+γ−δ(ξ+)δ(2)(~ξ⊥) , (S21)

we arrive at the result

∑

h

∫ 1

0

dz

∫

d2 ~P⊥D
h/q
1 (z, ~P 2

⊥) = N . (S22)

An analogous sum rule holds for the gluon TMD FF.

We next prove the number sum rule for the uDiFF D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥). We start with

∑

h1

∫ 1

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥
1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−

]

=
∑

h1

1

Nc 32π3z2

∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥ e
ik−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)â

†
h2
N̂h1 âh2ψ̄q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−
]

, (S23)

where h2 is considered fixed with the sum running over all other hadrons h1. We have also made use of the completeness
relation

∑
X

∫

|X〉〈X | = 1 and introduced the operator

N̂h1 ≡
∫

dP−
1 d

2 ~P1⊥

(2π)3 2P−
1

â†h1
âh1 . (S24)

Noting that the total number operator is

N̂ =
∑

h1

N̂h1 + 1 , (S25)

we find

∑

h1

∫ 1

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) = (N − 1)D
h2/q
1 (z2, ~P

2
2⊥) , (S26)

where we have now inserted the uDiFF on the l.h.s. and single-hadron TMD FF on the r.h.s. Utilizing Eq. (S22), we
finally arrive at

∑

h1

∑

h2

∫ 1

0

dz2

∫ 1−z2

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥

∫

d2 ~P2⊥D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥) = N (N − 1) . (S27)

An analogous sum rule holds for the gluon uDiFF.

For the n-hadron fragmentation case the corresponding number sum rule reads

∑

h1,...,hn

∫

dzn · · · dz1
∫

d2 ~P1⊥ · · · d2 ~Pn⊥D
{hi}n/i
1 ({zi}n, { ~P 2

i⊥}n, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n) =
n−1
∏

k=0

(N − k) , (S28)
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which can be derived through a proof by induction. We have already shown the base cases n = 1 and n = 2 to be
true. Let us assume that Eq. (S28) holds up to n hadrons. Consider the (n+ 1)-hadron case:

∑

h1,...,hn+1

∫

dzn+1 · · · dz1
∫

d2 ~P1⊥ · · · d2 ~P(n+1)⊥D
{hi}(n+1)/i
1 ({zi}n+1, { ~P 2

i⊥}n+1, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n+1)

= (N − n)
∑

h2,...,hn+1

∫

dzn+1 · · · dz2
∫

d2 ~P2⊥ · · · d2 ~P(n+1)⊥D
{hi}n/i
1 ({zi}n, { ~P 2

i⊥}n, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n) ,

(S29)

where we have used the fact that the total number operator is given by

N̂ =
∑

h1

N̂h1 + n , (S30)

since the remaining n hadrons (h2, . . . , hn+1) are considered fixed. The function D
{hi}n/i
1 ({zi}n, { ~P 2

i⊥}n, { ~Pi⊥· ~Pj⊥}n)
on the r.h.s. of Eq. (S29) is understood to involve the hadrons h2, . . . , hn+1. Using the induction hypothesis on the
r.h.s. factor involving these n hadrons, we readily find

∑

h1,...,hn+1

∫

dzn+1 · · · dz1
∫

d2 ~P1⊥ · · · d2 ~P(n+1)⊥D
{hi}(n+1)/i
1 ({zi}n+1,{ ~P 2

i⊥}n+1, { ~Pi⊥ · ~Pj⊥}n+1) =

n
∏

k=0

(N − k) , (S31)

which completes the proof.

S3. Proof of Momentum Sum Rule for D
h1h2/i
1

We now prove a momentum sum rule for the uDiFF D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥ · ~P2⊥). We follow steps similar
to the derivation of the single-hadron momentum sum rule carried out in Ref. [3]. Working in the parton frame and
focusing on the quark case, we write

∑

h1

∫ 1

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥P
µ
1

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−

]

=
∑

h1

1

Nc 32π3z2

∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥ e
ik−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)â

†
h2
P̂µ
h1
âh2 ψ̄q(0

+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−
]

, (S32)

where h2 is considered fixed with the sum running over all other hadrons h1. We have also made use of the completeness
relation

∑
X

∫

|X〉〈X | = 1 and introduced the operator

P̂µ
h1

≡
∫

dP−
1 d

2 ~P1⊥

(2π)3 2P−
1

â†h1
Pµ
1 âh1 . (S33)

Noting that the total momentum operator is

P̂µ =
∑

h1

P̂µ
h1

+ P̂µ
h2
, (S34)

we now have

∑

h1

∫ 1

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥P
µ
1

1

64π3z1z2
Tr

[

∆h1h2/q(z1, z2, ~P1⊥, ~P2⊥)γ
−

]

=
1

Nc 32π3z2

∑

X

∫ ∫

dξ+d2~ξ⊥ e
ik−ξ+Tr

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ
+, 0−, ~ξ⊥)

(

P̂µ−P̂µ
h2

)

|P2;X〉

× 〈P2;X |ψ̄q(0
+, 0−,~0⊥)W(0,∞)|0〉 γ−

]

. (S35)
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Using P̂µ
h2
|P2;X〉= Pµ

2 and 〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ)P̂
µ = i∂µ

[

〈0|W(∞, ξ)ψq(ξ)
]

, integrating by parts, and choosing µ = −
gives

∑

h1

∫ 1−z2

0

dz1

∫

d2 ~P1⊥ z1D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2, ~P

2
1⊥,

~P 2
2⊥,

~P1⊥· ~P2⊥) = (1− z2)D
h2/q
1 (z2, ~P

2
2⊥) , (S36)

where we have now inserted the uDiFF on the l.h.s. and single-hadron TMD FF [1, 45–47] on the r.h.s. Since z2 is
fixed, the support properties restrict the upper limit of the integral on the l.h.s. to be (1 − z2). An analogous sum
rule holds involving the gluon uDiFF and gluon TMD FF. In addition, if either or both hadrons have nonzero spin,
then a sum over the spin of h1 must be included on the l.h.s.

S4. Evolution of Collinear DiFFs

We briefly discuss how to reproduce the evolution of D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) starting from the evolution of extended DiFFs.

The homogeneous part of the evolution for D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2, ~R

2
T ) has the same structure as Eq. (21) but with a 1/w2 in

the integrand on the r.h.s. instead of 1/w. One then integrates over ~RT , which trivially becomes an evolution involving

D
h1h2/q
1 (z1, z2). The complete evolution of D

h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) also requires the inhomogeneous diagrams (integrated over

~RT ). For example, at leading twist the graph in Fig. 1(b) before integration gives

D
h1h2/q,Fig.1(b)
1 (z1, z2, ~R

2
T ;µ) =

1

~R2
T

CFαs

2π2
µ2ǫ

∫ 1−z2

z1

dw

w(1 − w)
D

h1/q
1 (z1/w)D

h2/g
1 (z2/(1− w))

1 + w2

1− w
, (S37)

where CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) and αs = g2/(4π). We work in 4 − 2ǫ dimensions, where the strong coupling is gµǫ,

and for brevity do not include terms of O(ǫ). Note that Eq. (S37) has no 1/ǫ divergence, explicitly demonstrating

that the inhomogeneous term does not contribute to the evolution of extDiFFs. Integrating over ~RT in dimensional
regularization eventually leads to the following as ǫ→ 0:

∂D
h1h2/q,Fig.1(b)
1 (z1, z2;µ)

∂ lnµ2
=
CFαs

2π

∫ 1−z2

z1

dw

w(1 − w)
D

h1/q
1 (z1/w)D

h2/g
1 (z2/(1− w))

1 + w2

1− w
. (S38)

The factor (1+w2)/(1−w) exactly agrees with the real contribution to q → qg splitting for the evolution of D
h/q
1 (z).

This pattern generalizes to the other inhomogeneous terms in the evolution for the quark and gluon collinear DiFFs

D
h1h2/i
1 (z1, z2) [24, 25, 55].
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A novel table-top experiment is introduced to detect photon-axion conversion: WISP Searches
on a Fiber Interferometer (WISPFI). The setup consists of a Mach-Zehnder-type interferometer
with a fiber placed inside an external magnetic field (14 T), where mixing occurs and is detected
by measuring changes in phase/amplitude. We will use hollow-core photonic crystal fibers (HC-
PCF) to achieve resonant mixing that is tuneable by regulating the gas pressure in the fiber. An
unexplored axion mass-range (50 meV–100 meV) can be probed reaching the two-photon coupling
expected for the QCD axion.

Keywords: Axions, Interferometer, Hollow-core fibers

INTRODUCTION

Axions are weakly-interacting pseudoscalar particles
introduced to solve the strong CP problem in quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) which have been identified to
be a candidate for Cold Dark Matter (CDM) [1–4]. The
QCD axion with mass ma inherits a non-vanishing two-
photon coupling-strength gaγγ ∝ ma that is model de-
pendent. This two-photon coupling provides a rich phe-
nomenology that can be explored both experimentally
as well as observationally. While cosmological and as-
trophysical searches are sensitive to a wide range of the
axion parameter space, laboratory experiments searching
for axions as CDM (so-called haloscopes) have achieved
so far the best sensitivity and start to rule-out the bench-
mark QCD axion models for a narrow mass-range from
2.81 µeV to 3.31 µeV [5]. However, these results depend
upon the local density of CDM, which is poorly con-
strained and could be substantially smaller than the av-
erage at similar galactocentric distances [6]. On the other
hand, laboratory experiments that do not rely on axions
to form CDM (e.g. light-shining-through-wall [4]) are less
sensitive and none of the existing (and projected) exper-
iments achieve sufficient sensitivity to probe the QCD
axion (for an overview see e.g. [7]).

In this paper, we introduce a new experimental setup
called WISPFI (WISP searches on a Fiber Interferome-
ter) that focuses on photon-axion conversion in a waveg-
uide by measuring photon reduction in the presence of
a strong external magnetic field [8]. In this novel ap-
proach, light guiding over long distances can be achieved
together with resonant detection at a spatially-confined
region inside the bore of a strong magnet. The basic
idea of WISPFI is to use a Mach-Zehnder type inter-
ferometer (MZI) where a laser beam is split into two
arms with one arm used as a reference and the other
arm placed inside a strong magnetic field which induces
a photon-to-axion conversion (see Fig. 1, further details
are given in a later section). Then, a phase shift and
amplitude reduction can be measured in the presence of

a non-vanishing photon-axion coupling gaγγ . The mea-
surable effect of axion-photon mixing relies on the Pri-
makoff effect. The resulting conversion probability [9]
Pγ→a ∝ g2

aγγ(BL)2 � 1, where gaγγ is the axion-photon
coupling coefficient, BL is the product of the transversal
magnetic field B and the length L that the photon beam
passes through the external magnetic field. As a compar-
ison, in light-shining-through-wall experiments, the sig-
nal rate depends on the product of photon-to-axion and
axion-to-photon conversion probabilities which therefore
scales Pγ→a→γ ∝ g4

aγγ(BL)4 � Pγ→a.

FIG. 1. Schematic view of the experimental setup of WISPFI
considering a partial-free space MZI for detecting photon-
axion oscillations. In red, the laser beam in free space is
shown, while in black and blue the light beams propagating
through the SMF and HC-PCF, respectively are represented.
The various acronyms correspond to: electro-optical modu-
lator (EOM), lenses (L), Faraday isolator (FI), beam-splitter
(BS), mirrors (M), temperature-controller pad (TCP), fiber
stretcher (FS), voice-coil (VC), half-waveplate (HWP), polar-
ized beam-splitter (PBS), photo-detector (PD), and low-pass
filter (LPF).

PHOTON-AXION MIXING IN HOLLOW-CORE
PHOTONIC CRYSTAL FIBERS (HC-PCF)

The photon-to-axion conversion probability assuming
a mode propagating in the z-direction [9] is:

Pγ→a = sin2(2θ) sin2 (koscz) , (1)
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where kosc is the oscillation wave-number. The first term
in Eq. 1 accounts for the amplitude of the oscillations
while the second term accounts for the oscillations. The
mixing angle θ is deduced from the diagonalisation of the
mixing matrix with the off-diagonal term G = gaγγB/2
in Eq. 9 in the appendix:

tan(2θ) =
G

∆−
, (2)

where ∆− = (k2
γ − k2

a)/4ω is the photon-axion transfer
momenta, given in terms of the photon with energy ω, kγ ,
and axion wave-momenta, ka, propagating in the core-
media of the fiber. In the following, we will focus on the
conversion at or close to the resonant condition such that
∆− ≈ 0, where the resulting probability Pγ→a is energy-
independent and the oscillation wave-number simplifies
to kosc = G. Under the assumption of Pγ→a � 1, Eq. 1
can be simplified and evaluated for typical values for the
magnetic field and length of the fiber:

Pγ→a ≈ 10−18
( gaγγ

10−12 GeV−1

)2
(

B

10 T

)2 ( z

200 m

)2

.

(3)

Resonant conversion

The resonant condition ∆− = 0 is achieved with ei-
ther for large energy ω or equal momenta for the photon
and axion: kγ = ka. At resonance, the mixing angle
from Eq. 2 is 45◦ which maximizes the amplitude term
in Eq. 1. The resonant conversion occurs in a medium
with effective refractive index neff for an axion mass ma

given by:

ma = ω
√

1− n2
eff . (4)

This condition can not be fulfilled for wave-guides based
on dielectric materials. However, the resonance condition
can be fulfilled by using a hollow-core photonic crystal
fiber (HC-PCF) [10, 11], which is a particular type of op-
tical fiber with exceptional applications in detection and
sensing [12]. The light is guided through a low-refractive
index hollow core, which can be filled either with gases
or fluids. The core is surrounded by a hexagonal peri-
odic arrangement of holes in the cladding, generating the
photonic bandgap structure of the material. See Fig. 4A
for a microscopic view of the cross-section of a commer-
cially available HC-PCF. Additionally, HC-PCFs have a
higher damage threshold for the guided laser power com-
pared to standard step-index fibers [13]. By exploiting
the bandgap structure of HC-PCF, the propagating mode
can acquire a refractive index below 1 (see also further
below) which based on Eq. 4 leads to real axion masses
at resonant mixing.

Effective mode index of HC-PCF

From Eq. 4 we can observe that the axion mass in
resonance depends on the refractive index of the prop-
agating mode. Here, we investigated the effective mode
index for a HC-PCF configuration (see also Fig. 4B in
the Appendix) by solving the Maxwell equations with
the finite-element method (FEM).

The effective mode index of the ground mode in a HC-
PCF depends on parameters such as the core radius Rc,
pressure p, wavelength λ, and bending radius Rb of the
fiber. In turn, the resonant conversion is limited to an
axion mass close to the value given in Eq. 4. We consider
the difference ∆n := 1− neff and consequently for

ma = ω
√

(1− neff)(1 + neff) ≈ ω
√

2∆n, (5)

for ∆n� 1.

The resulting FEM simulations for a varying core ra-
dius Rc and pressure p are shown in Fig. 2. The probed
axion masses for resonant conversion based on different
core radii and different pressures of air that fill the hollow
core of the fiber vary between ma ≈ 10 meVto160 meV.
The observed increase of the effective mode index with
increasing core radius or pressure matches the analytical
approximation (see in the appendix).

FIG. 2. Axion mass at resonance and the difference of the
effective mode index (∆n = 1−neff) as a function of the core
radius of the HC-PCF for different pressures of air filling the
hollow core, using FEM solver. The applied laser wavelength
is 1.55 µm while the temperature of the air inside the core of
the fiber is 20 °C.

OVERVIEW OF THE EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The general setup for the WISPFI experiment is based
on a partial free-space MZI with the sensing arms imple-
mented by wave-guides that can be easily integrated in
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the confined space of the magnetic bore. The two beam-
splitters (BS) are implemented in the free-space part of
the interferometer. This way, we achieve the necessary
control to match and balance the interferometer arms by
using a BS and a polarized beam-splitter (PBS) together
with a half-wave plate (HWP). The interferometric detec-
tion principle has been introduced by [8] for a Michelson-
type interferometer. The axion-photon oscillation leads
to a relative amplitude loss and phase-shift of the sensing
arm embedded in the magnetic field with respect to the
reference arm of the interferometer. In the setup shown
in Fig. 1, the sensing arm is a HC-PCF where the photon-
axion conversion takes place in resonant conditions while
the reference arm is a step-index fiber (SMF) where con-
version is strongly suppressed. Both arms are mounted
on a voice-coil (VC) actuator which is used to shift the
position of the fiber coils in the inhomogeneous magnetic
field in the bore. In this way, the conversion probability
and therefore the recorded signal is modulated with the
frequency (. kHz) that is used to drive the VC. Since
both arms are mounted in the same way, the mechanical
strain on the fibers is similar leading to phase-coherent
noise between the two arms. The HC-PCF can be op-
tionally pressurized in order to change the mass range
for resonant conversion as demonstrated in the previous
Section. The control of the conditions of the medium in-
side of the HC-PCF is one of the major advantages of this
type of wave-guide and has been demonstrated in several
experimental setups [14, 15]. The working point of the
interferometer is locked via a PID-driven fiber stretcher
(FS) to compensate for perturbations up to frequencies of
a few kHz. The temperature difference between the two
fibers results in a slow drift of the working point. This
is compensated by a PID-regulated temperature control
pad (TCP) (see e.g. [16]). Both, the FS and TCP provide
a stable lock of the interferometer over extended periods
of time as has been demonstrated in a prototype setup
[17].

SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

The sensitivity of the WISPFI setup as introduced in
the preceding section is estimated under the following as-
sumptions: (i) The MZI is operated at a dark fringe, (ii)
the instrumental noise is dominated by the dark current
of the photo-detector (PD), (iii) there are no additional
losses included. The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is then
given by the ratio of the power received in the dark port
for a conversion probability in resonance (see Eq. 3) and
the noise induced by the dark current. For an uncooled
InGaAs photodiode, the noise-equivalent power (NEP)
amounts to approximately 0.5 fW/

√
Hz. The currently

foreseen VC will modulate the signal at a frequency of
≈ 100 Hz, limited by the range of motion and the ex-
pected mass of the fiber coils. Alternatively, with a tune-

able laser, the wavelength can be modulated, such that
the resulting modulation amplitude βsig can reach up
to 100%. For a commercial laser with Ptot = 4 W and
λ = 1.55 µm, a fiber length of L = 500 m and an oper-
ation time of 180 d, the resulting sensitivity on gaγγ is
given by:

gaγγ ≈ 4× 10−13GeV−1

(
SNR

3

)1/2(
B

14 T

)−1

(
L

500 m

)−1(
Ptot
4 W

)−1/2(
βsig

1

)−1/2

(
t

180 d

)−1/4(
NEPPD

0.5 fW/
√

Hz

)1/2

.

(6)

It is noted that since the HC-PCF is winded on a coil
and does not maintain a fixed polarization direction, we
have assumed a random polarization for the propagation
of the light along the fiber. This adds a coefficient of
1/2 on the resulting axion-photon conversion probability.
Additionally, for the calculation of the effective mode in-
dex, a temperature of 20 °C and a pressure of 0.1 bar is
assumed to be applied on the 500 m-long HC-PCF.

The mass for resonant conversion in the HC-PCF (see
Eq. 4) is mainly determined by the core radius Rc (see
Eq. 14). The production process of a HC-PCF leads
to random variations of the core radius along the fiber.
Since the fiber is drawn from a heated mandrel, initial
variations are stretched such that the largest variations of
core radii occur on the longest length scale of the result-
ing fiber. The resulting variations resemble a 1/f or red
noise behaviour with a cut-off at a length scale of 10 m. In
order to characterize the impact of the random variations
introduced at the time of drawing the fiber, we assume a
mean value for Rc of 5 µm with σ = 500 nm, 10 nm, and
0 nm. The resulting sensitivity is then determined from a
simulation of a large number of fiber realizations. In each
case, the resulting conversion probability Pγ→a is calcu-
lated using the transfer-matrix approach (see [18, 19]).
This way, we can calculate for each realization the range
of resonant mass and coupling that can be probed. In
Fig. 3A, the 15, 50, and 85 percentile are shown in differ-
ent colors. With the projected sensitivity, for σ = 10 nm
and 50 percentile, the WISPFI experiment will probe the
gaγγ coupling for the QCD axion in the KSVZ scenario
within 6 months. The probed axion mass range can be
varied between ma ≈ 50 meVto100 meV by changing the
gas pressure inside the core of the fiber between 0.1 bar
to 23 bar (see also Fig. 6). In the case of a wider varia-
tion of core radii in the fiber considered in Fig. 3A, the
axion mass range will extend without additional tuning,
however, with decreased sensitivity.

As discussed in a previous section, the probed axion
mass at resonance can be tuned by changing the air pres-
sure inside the HC-PCF. The tuning step size is deter-
mined by the FWHM of the resonance and therefore, in
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FIG. 3. Projected sensitivity for WISPFI experiment with
an external magnetic field of 14 T while assuming a detector-
noise limited setup. The CAST limit is also shown for com-
parison [20]. A: WISPFI baseline setup, where the applied
laser power is 4 W in a HC-PCF fiber with a length of 500 m,
and a core radius with a mean value of 5 µm and σ = 500 nm,
10 nm, and 0 nm. The total data-taking time is assumed to
be 6 months for each variance case. The 15, 50, and 85 per-
centiles are also shown in different colors.
B: WISPFI’s long-term prospects including a 40 W laser and
a 1 km-long PM HC-PCF fiber with a core radius of 5 µm
and σ = 10 nm. The data-taking time is 1 year and 2 years
(green-dotted region). The 50 percentile chosen for this case,
results in DFSZ sensitivity. The tuning is performed by mod-
ulating the air pressure in the core of the HC-PCF from
0.1 bar to 23 bar. This results in an axion mass range be-
tween ∼ 50 meVto100 meV.

our setup, it will be adjusted based on the actual core
radius variations of the used HC-PCF which will also de-
termine the reached sensitivity.

DISCUSSION

The WISPFI experiment will be sensitive to the QCD
axion in a narrow mass range close to 100 meV that is
so-far unexplored experimentally. The baseline config-
uration presented above (Fig. 3A) can be substantially
improved by installing several optimized interferometers
tuned individually to a resonant-conversion for different
axion masses (e.g., by choosing gas pressure, wavelength,
and core radii). The resulting sensitivity and mass range
covered is therefore scaleable without the need to develop
new methods. The novel approach to search for resonant
conversion in a HC-PCF opens additional unique oppor-
tunities: By attaching electrode strips to the fiber, it is

possible to probe the photon-axion conversion in strong
electric fields that has been predicted in scenarios based
upon modified Quantum-Electromagnetodynamics [21].
Polarization-Maintaining (PM) HC-PCF [22, 23] would
additionally improve the sensitivity by orienting the po-
larization of the guided mode with the external magnetic
field. In a setup with PM HC-PCF only, the laser power
could be increased beyond the limits set by the step-index
fiber. Such an example using a laser of 40 W and 1 km-
long PM HC-PCF with σ = 10 nm while measuring for a
total of 1 and 2 years is shown in Fig. 3B. For the case of
2 years, a total pressure change of 23 bar is applied in 116
steps of 0.6 meV in order to reach axion masses between
∼ 50 meVto100 meV with a DFSZ sensitivity.

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We have introduced a compact MZI embedded in an
external magnetic field that is sensitive to the conversion
of photons to axions. The conversion takes place reso-
nantly in a HC-PCF. By changing the gas pressure in
the hollow core, the refractive index for the guided mode
can be tuned. In the approach presented, the resulting
sensitivity reaches the QCD axion band for the photon-
axion coupling gaγγ in a so-far unexplored mass range
at 100 meV. The approach is scalable and we have in-
troduced several avenues to improve the sensitivity and
mass range further. The experiment in its baseline con-
figuration is currently under construction to be operated
in the warm bore of a dedicated superconducting solenoid
magnet with a maximum field of 14 T.
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APPENDICES

Equation of motion

From the axion-modified Ampere and Faraday Laws
the Axion-Maxwell-Helmholtz equation focusing on the
z-direction of propagation can be deduced as:[

∂2
z +M2

]
ψ(z) = 0, (7)

where ψ(z) =

(
E(z)
a(z)

)
being the electric field and the

axion field, respectively. The variables ωγ and ωa are
the angular frequencies of the photon and axion fields,
respectively, which will be assumed to be the same in
the following calculations. In the ultra-relativistic limit
|m|2 � ω2, Eq. 7 is linearized in the context of observ-
ing plane-waves, as done in Ref [9]. Regarding that, the
mixing matrix is

M2 =
1

2ω

(
k2
γ −G
−G k2

a

)
, (8)

where k2
γ = n2

effk
2
o = ω2

γ−m2
γ and k2

a = ω2
a−m2

a give the
photon and axion momenta respectively in the core me-
dia of the fiber, and G = gaγγB/2 is the mixing energy
which is proportional to the external magnetic field and
the coupling strength. To obtain the proper propagation
constants of the photon and axion fields a change of basis
is required to decouple the system. For that reason, we
work in a new basis (Ẽ(z), ã(z)) so that both fields can be
treated independently and the standard Maxwell bound-
ary conditions of continuity and differentiability can be
applied. By finding the mixing angle θ that decouples the
fields and makes the mixing matrix diagonal, the eigen-
values k̃γ,a can be estimated. We then have all the infor-
mation for dealing with each field separately.

M̃2 =

(
k̃2
γ 0

0 k̃2
a

)
= U(θ)

M2

2ω
U−1(θ), (9)

where k̃γ,a = ∆+±
√

∆2
− +G2 with ∆± = (k2

γ ±k2
a)/4ω.

The mixing angle θ can be obtained from the non-
diagonal terms of the resulting matrix operation in Eq. 9:

tan(2θ) =
G

∆−
(10)

Note that the mixing angle in Eq. 10 has a dependence
on the refractive index of the media.

Photon-Axion conversion probability in a fiber

The photon-axion conversion probability inside a fiber
will now be estimated. In the simple linearized case, the

resulting decoupled electric and axion fields propagating
inside the fiber in the z-direction can be expressed as
Ẽ(z) ∼ exp (ik̃γz) and ã(z) ∼ exp (ik̃az), respectively.
The original fields can be then expressed in terms of the
rotated and their respective factorized amplitude coeffi-
cients (Aγ , Aa):

ψ(z) =

(
E(z)
a(z)

)
=

(
Aγ ∗ Ẽ(z)
Aa ∗ ã(z)

)
, (11)

where Ẽ(z) and ã(z) are normalized as a function∫
|Ẽ(z)|2dz = 1. Given the total energy of the system

and losing one degree of freedom by normalizing the am-
plitude coefficients, the total intensity can be expressed
as A2

γ + A2
a = IT , being Ai real amplitude coefficients.

We can then observe how our system conserves the total
amplitude. The electric and axion fields in the z direc-
tion can be therefore deduced by applying the rotation
back to our original basis.

ψ(z) =

(
E(z)
a(z)

)
= U−1(θ)ψ̃(z)U(θ) (12)

Regarding that, the resulting conversion probability is:

Pγ→a =
A2
a

IT
= cos2 θ sin2 θ|e−ik̃γz − e−ik̃az|2. (13)

Estimation of the effective mode index

To analytically calculate the effective mode index in a
HC-PCF the fiber-core is commonly approximated con-
sidering a circular capillary, expressing the mode profile
as in the case of a hollow waveguide [24]. Under that
approach, only the core mode properties are considered,
acting independently from the cladding modes. To en-
sure good confinement and simplification of the calcula-
tion, we assume that the ratio between the core radius
and the wavelength in vacuum is much higher than one
(Rc/λ� 1).

The effective mode index can then be calculated as in
Eq. 14 from the real part of the propagation constant,
kγ , divided by the photon wave-number in vacuum, ko.
We only consider the real (loss-less) part of the propaga-
tion constant regarding that optical fibers are normally
made of dielectric materials with a predominantly real
refractive index. The effective mode index (neff), and
eventually the axion mass, are principally affected by the
core radius (Rc) or by changing the refractive index of
the filled gas (ngas), by varying pressure (p), temperature
(T ), and wavelength (λ) [24]:

neff =
kγ
ko

=

√
n2

gas(λ, p, T )−
(
unm

kγRc

)2

, (14)
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where unm is themth zero of the nth-order Bessel function
of the first kind. This so-called Marcatili’s formula is
generally valid when the ratio between the core radius
and the applied wavelength is Rc/λ & 27 [25]. However,
for smaller values of Rc/λ, it overestimates the resulting
effective mode index. Because of that, we consider a more
suitable model based on a hollow core surrounded by a
ring of dielectric tubes. Each tube is separated from each
other by a trapezoidal-shape gap as given in Ref. [25].
In this approximation, the core radius Rc in Eq. 14 is
replaced by an effective core radius Reff(λ) (see Eq. 10 of
[25]). This approximation is known as tube-lattice fiber
(TLF).

Since the actual geometry of the HC-PCF under study
contains additional rings of hollow tubes, the effective
mode index is also calculated through simulations where
the cylindrical two-dimensional geometry of the system
has been implemented in the commercial software pack-
age COMSOL-Multiphysics [26] (see the black outline in
Fig. 4B). Based on the available HC-PCF in the market
(HC-1550, Fig. 4A) the hollow core radius is assumed
to be Rc = 5 µm and the cladding is composed of pure
silica glass (nclad = 1.45). We consider a capillary-to-
core radius ratio of 0.682 [27]. The cylindrical geometry
is matched by a boundary condition that corresponds to
an infinite radial extension of the cladding. The resulting
effective mode index is found by scanning the solution of
the Maxwell equations for propagating modes that are
confined to the core. As an example, for such a solution
with the pressure and temperature fixed at p = 0.1 bar
and T = 20 °C respectively, we show in Fig. 4B in color-
scale the electric field strength along the propagation di-
rection which shows a clear maximum collocated with the
hollow core.

FIG. 4. A Image taken with a OLYMPUS MX40 microscope
of a commercial HC-PCF (HC-1550) with 5 µm core radius.
B: FEM simulation of a mode field distribution in a HC-PCF
with 5 µm core radius, a capillary-to-core radius ratio of 0.682
and a wavelength of 1.55 µm. The calculated effective mode
index is 0.992 for a pressure of 0.1 bar.

The solutions obtained with the FEM calculations with
the core radius Rc varying between 3 µm to 11 µm are
shown in Fig. 5 in comparison with the analytical solu-
tions introduced above (see Eqs. 14, 5). The TLF ap-
proximation is closer to the numerical solution for core
radii ∼5 µm and larger while the differences are more pro-

nounced at smaller core radii as expected. The Marcatili-
based solution shows a qualitatively similar behaviour
but the overall value for ∆n is smaller. These differ-
ences with the FEM simulation are already discussed in
[28]. The resulting range of ma varies between 40 meV
to 160 meV for a pressure of 0.1 bar. It is noted that a
smaller core radius leads to a smaller effective mode in-
dex (larger axion mass), as the mode experiences stronger
interaction with the cladding.

FIG. 5. Axion mass at resonance and the difference of the
effective mode index (∆n = 1−neff) as a function of the core
radius for a pressure of 0.1 bar and a wavelength of 1.55 µm
using FEM solver (blue). A comparison is also shown with
the TLF model [25] (orange) and the Marcatili model [24]
(green). The corresponding error bars from the simulation
which correspond to the numerical uncertainty on neff are on
the level of 10−4 and are therefore not visible.

Besides changes in the geometry, the effective mode
index is also affected by changes in the refractive index
of the medium that fills the hollow core through changes
in pressure and temperature. First, the refractive index
for humid air is calculated using least squares to fit the
raw data from [29] under the standard conditions (T0 =
20 °C, p0 = 0.1 bar, relative humidity H0 = 50%) for
λ = 1.55 µm. Then, as shown in Fig. 6, the resulting
variation of the effective mode index neff can be simulated
when varying the pressure between p = 0.1 bar and p =
25 bar. As expected, neff ∝ p and it reaches vacuum-like
conditions (neff = 1) for p ≈ 25 bar. It is noted, that for a
larger core radius of Rc = 10 µm, vacuum-like conditions
are reached for p ≈ 11 bar.

Finally, in Fig. 7, the wavelength of the propagating
light is modulated to see the effect in the effective mode
index of the HC-PCF and the subsequent probed axion
mass. It should be mentioned, that longer wavelengths
experience less confinement and a lower effective mode
index, which can lead to a reduction in the overall trans-
mission efficiency of the fiber. Furthermore, at larger
wavelengths, the confinement loss can limit the trans-
mission band of the core of the fiber. Analogously to
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FIG. 6. Effective mode index and axion mass at resonance as
a function of pressure using FEM solver (blue). The core ra-
dius of the HC-PCF is assumed to be 5 µm, while the applied
laser wavelength is 1.55 µm and the temperature of the air
inside the core of the fiber is 20 °C. The blue-shaded region
corresponds to the numerical uncertainty of 10−4 in the effec-
tive mode index. The TLF model [25] for a core radius of 5 µm
(orange) and 10 µm (green) are also shown for comparison.

the application of pressure changes, a fine-tuning of the
wavelength can result in lower axion masses.

FIG. 7. Axion mass as a function of the wavelength using
FEM solver. The core radius of the HC-PCF is assumed to
be 5 µm, while the air inside the core of the fiber is at standard
conditions.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is a successful and experimentally validated theory describing
elementary particles and their interactions, culminating with the discovery in 2012 [1, 2] of a particle
consistent with the Higgs boson (ℎ) predicted in the SM. However, in its current form the SM does
not contain any candidate for particle dark matter (DM), whose existence is supported by astrophysical
observations [3–5]. This provides a strong motivation for searches for physics beyond the Standard Model
(BSM physics), in particular DM candidates [6].

During the Run 2 data-taking period the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) experiments collected a substantial
dataset, which can be used to search for signs of DM. There is no evidence of non-gravitational interactions
between the DM and SM particles; this makes direct observation with general-purpose detectors such as
ATLAS [7] or CMS [8] unlikely. The majority of the candidate DM particles 𝜒 would not interact with the
material of the detector, and would escape undetected. One alternative strategy is to focus on the case of
DM particles produced in association with SM particles. Of particular interest are topologies where a
single SM particle X is produced [9]. Such events do not rely on any model-specific assumptions and are
characterised by a transverse-momentum imbalance (𝐸missT ) due to the DM particle escaping the detector,
resulting in ‘X+𝐸missT ’ signatures, also referred to as ‘mono-X’.

The visible SM particle X can be a jet, a photon, a 𝑊 or 𝑍 boson, a top quark, or a Higgs boson [10].
Typically, the couplings of such particles to light quarks and gluons of the SM are much stronger than their
coupling to DM particles. The one obvious exception is a Higgs boson ℎ whose couplings to light quarks
and gluons are suppressed. This means that the mono-Higgs topologies are only significantly sensitive to
scenarios in which the Higgs boson couples directly to some BSM particle participating in DM production.
In such cases the direct SM–BSM interactions are probed, making the mono-Higgs searches a window
into the structure of BSM physics responsible for DM production. In many theories where the Higgs
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Figure 1: Feynman diagrams describing the 2HDM+a scenarios leading to the production of the mono-Higgs
signatures: (a) and (b) gluon–gluon fusion, (c) 𝑏�̄� annihilation.

couplings to BSM particles are enhanced [11], such scenarios are possible, making mono-Higgs topologies
an important tool in LHC DM searches.

The ATLAS and CMS collaborations have performed ℎ + 𝐸missT searches where the Higgs boson decays into
a pair of 𝑏-quarks [12, 13], 𝜏-leptons1 [14], or photons [15, 16], or into 𝑍𝑍 or𝑊+𝑊− [17]. This analysis
presents a search for DM using the ℎ + 𝐸missT topology with the Higgs boson decaying into two hadronically
decaying 𝜏-leptons, using the 139 fb−1 of proton–proton collision data collected by the ATLAS detector in
2015–2018 at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV. The presence of tau neutrinos can, in certain topologies, enhance the 𝐸missT

signature of the signal and increase the sensitivity to the more challenging models [18].

One of the most straightforward and natural extensions of the SM is the two-Higgs-doublet model
(2HDM) [19], extending the Higgs sector with a second scalar doublet. Such an extension of the Higgs
sector is required in supersymmetric models, but is also of more general interest. After electroweak
symmetry breaking the model has five physical Higgs states: two neutral scalar states ℎ and 𝐻, a
pseudoscalar neutral state 𝐴, and two charged scalar states 𝐻±. The 2HDM+a model [20] extends the
baseline 2HDM by adding a new pseudoscalar singlet 𝑎 with Yukawa-like coupling to the DM candidate 𝜒
and the SM fermions. The singlet acts as a mediator between the SM particles and the DM sector. This is
the simplest gauge-invariant and renormalisable extension of pseudoscalar mediator DM models [21]. The
model leads to ℎ + 𝐸missT final states through the gluon–gluon fusion and 𝑏�̄� annihilation modes as depicted
by the Feynman diagrams of Figure 1.

The present analysis considers the 2HDM+a model as a benchmark and uses it to optimise the search and
interpret the results. The model is described by 12 additional parameters not present in the SM. Following
the LHC DMWorking Group’s recommendations [21], two-dimensional parameter scans are performed
with the following benchmark parameter choices:

• Masses of the CP-odd Higgs boson 𝐴, CP-even Higgs boson 𝐻, and charged Higgs bosons 𝐻± are
set to be equal to each other.

• The mass of the fermionic DM particle 𝜒 is set to 10 GeV.

• The DM Yukawa coupling 𝑦𝜒 to pseudoscalar 𝑎 is set to 1.

• Mixing angles 𝛼 and 𝛽 are constrained to satisfy cos(𝛽 − 𝛼) = 0, where 𝛼 is the mixing angle
between CP-even Higgs bosons ℎ and 𝐻, and tan 𝛽 is the ratio of the vacuum expectation values
(VEV) of the two Higgs doublets. In this so-called alignment limit the properties of the lightest
Higgs boson ℎ are very similar to those of the SM Higgs boson.

1 Direct comparison with the presented search is not possible due to the difference between the models used for reinterpretation.
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• Quartic couplings of the pseudoscalar potentials and Higgs potential _1P, _2P and _3 are all set to 3.

• The mass of the lightest Higgs boson ℎ (similar to the SM Higgs boson) and the value of EW VEV 𝑣

are fixed by observations to be 𝑚ℎ ≈ 125 GeV [22] and 𝑣 ≈ 246 GeV [23].

• The mixing angle between the two pseudoscalars,Θ, is required to satisfy sinΘ = 0.35 or sinΘ = 0.7.

The analysis considers two two-dimensional scans in parameter values – the first in 𝑚𝐴 and 𝑚𝑎, the second
in 𝑚𝐴 and tan 𝛽. The kinematic dependence of the signal model on 𝑚𝐴 in particular is non-trivial and the
analysis is optimised for different ranges of 𝑚𝐴 (‘low’ and ‘high’).

SM processes can also produce signatures with 𝐸missT and two 𝜏-leptons consistent with being the decay
products of a Higgs boson. The production of a Higgs boson in association with a 𝑍 boson decaying into
neutrinos is of particular importance as, despite the relatively low cross-section, it can lead to final states
indistinguishable from the signal. The production of a 𝑍 boson, a pair of vector bosons, 𝑡𝑡, or a Higgs
boson in association with a 𝑊 boson can also lead to final states with 𝐸missT and two 𝜏-leptons. Due to
the larger cross-sections, finite detector resolution and acceptance, and the ambiguity introduced by the
presence of two neutrinos, these processes can mimic the potential signal events.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 gives a short description of the ATLAS detector. Section 3
provides information about the dataset and Monte Carlo simulations used by the analysis. Section 4
describes the various physical objects used in the analysis. In Section 5, the selections applied to the dataset
are summarised. Sections 6 and 7 describe the modelling and systematic uncertainties, respectively, of
signal and SM backgrounds. The results of the analysis and the interpretations are discussed in Section 8,
with a short summary given in Section 9.

2 ATLAS detector

The ATLAS experiment [7, 24, 25] is a multipurpose cylindrical particle detector at the LHC with nearly
4𝜋 coverage in solid angle.2

At the centre of the ATLAS detector is the inner tracking detector (ID). It is surrounded by a thin
superconducting solenoid providing a 2 T axial magnetic field. The ID consists of silicon pixel, silicon
microstrip, and transition radiation tracking detectors and covers the pseudorapidity range |[ | < 2.5. The
next layer of the ATLAS detector is made of lead/liquid-argon (LAr) sampling calorimeters that measure
the energy and position of electromagnetic showers with high granularity. In the central region |[ | < 1.7
the steel/scintillator-tile calorimeter is used to provide hadronic energy measurements. In the endcap and
forward regions, LAr calorimeters with copper or tungsten absorbers are used for electromagnetic and
hadronic shower measurements up to |[ | = 4.9. The outermost layer of the ATLAS detector is the muon
spectrometer. It consists of separate trigger and high-precision tracking chambers, operating in a magnetic
field generated by three large air-core toroidal superconducting magnets with eight coils each.

To select and record interesting events, a two-level trigger system is used. The level-1 trigger is implemented
in custom hardware. It uses information from the calorimeters and the muon spectrometer to reduce the
2 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector
and the 𝑧-axis along the beam pipe. The 𝑥-axis points from the IP to the centre of the LHC ring, and the 𝑦-axis points
upwards. Cylindrical coordinates (𝑟, 𝜙) are used in the transverse plane, 𝜙 being the azimuthal angle around the 𝑧-axis.
The pseudorapidity is defined in terms of the polar angle \ as [ = − ln tan(\/2). Angular distance is measured in units of
Δ𝑅 ≡

√︁
(Δ[)2 + (Δ𝜙)2.
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event rate to below 100 kHz. This is followed by the high-level trigger (HLT), which is fully software-based.
It is used to further reduce the event rate to 1 kHz on average.

An extensive software suite [26] is used in data simulation, in the reconstruction and analysis of real and
simulated data, in detector operations, and in the trigger and data acquisition systems of the experiment.

3 Data and simulated event samples

The dataset used by the analysis was collected with the ATLAS detector during proton–proton collisions at a
centre-of-mass energy

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV during Run 2 of the LHC (2015–2018). The recorded data correspond

to an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1. A set of data-quality requirements are applied to the dataset to
ensure that the LHC beam conditions were stable and the ATLAS detector was fully functional [27].

All data events considered by this analysis are required to pass a combined di-𝜏had-vis + 𝐸missT trigger [28,
29], where 𝜏had-vis is the visible part of a hadronically decaying 𝜏-lepton. Both the 𝐸missT and the di-𝜏had-vis
parts of the trigger evolved during Run 2 to implement more efficient algorithms and adapt them to the
data-taking conditions. While the HLT 𝐸missT trigger requirement was kept constant at 50 GeV, the level-1
threshold was increased from 35 to 40 GeV in 2018. The HLT threshold for the leading-𝜏had-vis 𝑝T was
increased from 35 GeV to 60 GeV in 2018, while the sub-leading-𝜏had-vis 𝑝T threshold remained constant
at 25 GeV. The HLT 𝜏had-vis identification algorithms were improved during Run 2, resulting in increased
rejection power.

The analysis uses Monte Carlo (MC) simulation to model 2HDM+a signal events and the majority of SM
the backgrounds. The ATLAS simulation framework [30] was used to produce all of the MC samples.
A full detector-response simulation based on Geant4 [31] is used. This section describes the technical
details of the MC samples, which are also summarised in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of the generators used to simulate the background processes considered in the analysis. The
‘dedicated’ tune refers to the set of tuned parton-shower parameters developed by the Sherpa authors. The symbol
‘𝑉’ stands for a vector boson.

Physics process Generator Parton Shower Accuracy Tune PDF (generator) PDF (PS)

𝑍 (→ ℓℓ)+jets Sherpa 2.2.1 [32] Sherpa 2.2.1 [33] NNLO [34] Dedicated NNPDF3.0nnlo [35] NNPDF3.0nnlo [35]
𝑊 (→ ℓa)+jets Sherpa 2.2.1 [32] Sherpa 2.2.1 [33] NNLO [34] Dedicated NNPDF3.0nnlo [35] NNPDF3.0nnlo [35]
Diboson Sherpa 2.2.1, 2.2.2 [32] Sherpa 2.2.1, 2.2.2 [33, 36] NLO [37–40] Dedicated NNPDF3.0nnlo [35] NNPDF3.0nnlo [35]
𝑡𝑡 PowhegBox v2 [41–44] Pythia 8.230 [45] NNLO+NNLL [46–52] A14 [53] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] NNPDF2.3lo [54]
Single-top:
𝑊𝑡 PowhegBox v2 [42–44, 55] Pythia 8.230 [45] NLO+NNLL [56, 57] A14 [53] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] NNPDF2.3lo [54]
𝑠- and 𝑡-channels PowhegBox v2 [42–44, 55] Pythia 8.230 [45] NLO [58, 59] A14 [53] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] NNPDF2.3lo [54]

𝑡𝑡+𝐻 PowhegBox v2 [41–44, 60] Pythia 8.230 [45] NLO [61] A14 [53] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] NNPDF2.3lo [54]
𝑡𝑡+𝑉 MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 [61] Pythia 8.210 [45] NLO [62] A14 [53] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] NNPDF2.3lo [54]
𝑉 𝐻 (→ 𝜏𝜏) PowhegBox v2 [42–44, 63–65] Pythia 8.212 [45] NNLO + NLO [66–72] AZNLO[73] NNPDF3.0nlo [35] PDF4LHC15nnlo [74]

For the simulated samples of 𝑍 and𝑊 bosons produced in association with jets (𝑍+jets and𝑊+jets) the
Sherpa 2.2.1 [32] generator was employed. Next-to-leading-order (NLO) matrix elements were used for up
to two partons, while leading-order (LO) matrix elements were used for up to four partons. The Comix [36]
and OpenLoops [75–77] libraries were utilised for their computation. Sherpa parton showers [33] were
employed, with theMEPS@NLO prescription [37–40] used to match the parton showers to the matrix
elements. The NNPDF3.0nnlo set of parton distribution functions (PDFs) [35] was utilised, and the
samples were normalised to next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) cross-section predictions [34].

Samples of diboson and triboson production were simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.1 or 2.2.2 [32] generator,
depending on the process. The matrix elements were matched and merged with the Sherpa parton showers
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based on Catani–Seymour dipole factorisation [33, 36] using theMEPS@NLO prescription [37–40]. The
OpenLoops library [75–77] was used to provide the virtual QCD corrections to the matrix elements where
relevant. The samples were generated with the NNPDF3.0nnlo PDF set [35].

All Sherpa-produced samples used a dedicated set of tuned parton-shower parameters developed by the
Sherpa authors [33, 36].

Higgs boson production and decay were simulated using the PowhegBox v2 [42–44, 63–65] generator
interfaced with Pythia 8 [45] for parton showering and non-perturbative effects. The PDF4LHC15nlo
PDF set [74] and the AZNLO tune [73] of Pythia 8 were used. The gluon–gluon fusion prediction
from Powheg was normalised to the next-to-next-to-next-to-leading-order cross-section in QCD plus
electroweak corrections at NLO [62, 78–87]. The vector-boson fusion prediction was normalised to an
approximate-NNLO QCD cross-section with NLO electroweak corrections [88–90]. The Monte Carlo
prediction of Higgs boson production in association with a vector boson was normalised to cross-sections
calculated at NNLO in QCD with NLO electroweak corrections for 𝑞𝑞/𝑞𝑔 → 𝑉𝐻 and at NLO and
next-to-leading-logarithm accuracy in QCD for 𝑔𝑔 → 𝑍𝐻 [66–72].

The production of top–antitop quark (𝑡𝑡) events was simulated with the PowhegBox v2 [41–44] generator
at the NLO accuracy. The NNPDF3.0nlo [35] PDF set was used, 𝑚top was set to 172.5 GeV, and the ℎdamp
parameter was fixed at 1.5𝑚top [91]. Pythia 8.230 [45] with the A14 tune [53] was used to model the
parton shower, hadronisation, and underlying event. The NNPDF2.3lo [54] PDF set was used.

Single-top-quark processes were similarly modelled with the PowhegBox v2 [42–44, 55] generator using
the NNPDF3.0nlo set of PDFs [35]. The associated production of a top quark with a𝑊 boson (𝑊𝑡) and
𝑠-channel production utilised the five-flavour scheme, while the 𝑡-channel production used the four-flavour
scheme. For𝑊𝑡 processes the diagram removal scheme [92] was used to remove interference with the 𝑡𝑡
samples. The events were then interfaced to Pythia 8.230 [45], which used the A14 tune [53] and the
NNPDF2.3lo set of PDFs [54]. The same configuration also applies to the production of 𝑡𝑡𝐻 events.

The inclusive cross-sections for the previously described top-quark process samples were corrected to
include higher-order effects. For 𝑡𝑡, the cross-section was calculated to NNLO in perturbative QCD
with the resummation of next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL) soft-gluon terms using the Top++
program [46–52]. For𝑊𝑡 events, the corrections were to NLO+NNLL accuracy [56, 57], while 𝑠- and
𝑡-channel production was corrected to NLO accuracy [58, 59]. The 𝑡𝑡𝐻 cross-section was corrected to
NLO QCD+electroweak accuracy [62].

The 𝑡𝑡𝑉 (𝑉 = 𝑍,𝑊) samples were produced with the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 [61] generator
at NLO accuracy using the NNPDF3.0nlo [35] PDF set. The matrix elements were interfaced with
Pythia 8.210 [45]. The A14 tune [53] and the NNPDF2.3lo [35] PDF set were used.

Decays of bottom and charm hadrons for top-quark processes, including 𝑡𝑡𝐻, were performed by
EvtGen 1.6.0 [93].

For the 2HDM+a samples, the matrix elements were generated withMadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.6.5 [61]
at LO. Pythia 8.240 [45] with the A14 tune [53] was used to model the parton shower, hadronisation and
underlying event. The CKKW-L merging procedure [94, 95] was employed to match the matrix element to
the parton showers. Signal Monte Carlo samples were generated with the NNPDF3.0nlo PDF set [54] and
processed with a fast simulation that relies on a parameterisation of the calorimeter response [30]. Both
the gluon–gluon fusion and 𝑏�̄� annihilation signal production processes were considered.
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The 2HDM+a samples were generated with different choices of signal model parameters, varying two
parameters at a time. In the first parameter scan, the pseudoscalar singlet mass 𝑚𝑎 was varied in the
range [100, 400] GeV while the mass of the pseudoscalar Higgs boson 𝑚𝐴 was varied in the range
[300, 1400] GeV. The requirements tan 𝛽 = 1 and sinΘ = 0.35 were applied. In the second parameter
scan, 𝑚𝐴 was varied in the range [500, 1300] GeV with tan 𝛽 taking values from 0.3 to 20. In this scan,
constant values of 𝑚𝑎 = 250 GeV and sinΘ = 0.7 were used. The particular parameter choices are based
on the recommendations from the LHC DMWorking Group [21].

For all simulated samples, the effect of multiple interactions in the same and neighbouring bunch crossings
(pile-up) was modelled by overlaying each simulated hard-scattering event with inelastic proton–proton
events generated with Pythia 8.186 [96] using the NNPDF2.3lo set of PDFs [54] and the A3 tune [97].

To compensate for differences between data and simulation, dedicated per-object correction factors derived
from data are applied to jets, 𝑏-jets, 𝜏-leptons, electrons, and muons. Additional per-event correction
factors are applied to account for differences in trigger efficiency between data and simulation.

4 Event reconstruction

An event is considered to have a primary vertex if at least two ID tracks with 𝑝T > 500 MeV can be
associated to it [98]. If there are several such vertices, the candidate with the highest sum of the squared
transverse momenta of associated tracks, Σ𝑝2T, is considered as the hard-scattering vertex.

Jet candidates are reconstructed from particle-flow objects [99] using the anti-𝑘𝑡 algorithm [100] with
a distance parameter of 𝑅 = 0.4. First, the calorimeter cells are grouped into topological clusters, with
the energy measured at the electromagnetic scale. The energy deposited by the charged particles is
then subtracted from the clusters and replaced by the momenta of matching tracks. The jet energy scale
(JES) [101] calibration is applied to the jet candidates, restoring the energy to that measured at particle
level. The jets are required to have a transverse momentum larger than 20 GeV and |[ | < 2.5. In addition,
jets with 𝑝T < 60 GeV are required to pass the tight working point of the jet-vertex-tagger (JVT) algorithm
[102] to suppress background from pile-up interactions.

The analysis aims for a selection orthogonal to that of the mono-Higgs search with 𝑏-jets [12], so robust
𝑏-tagging is important. Jets containing 𝑏-hadrons are identified as 𝑏-jets using the classification algorithm
DL1r [103] based on deep-learning techniques. The DL1r tagger uses secondary-vertex displacement
information and kinematic properties of tracks to select 𝑏-jets and reject jets originating from charm or
light quarks. The 𝑏-tagging working point used for the analysis has an efficiency of 77%, as measured
in an inclusive 𝑡𝑡 sample, while providing rejection factors of 4.9, 14 and 130 against 𝑐-jets, 𝜏-jets, and
light-flavour jets, respectively [104].

Electrons are reconstructed from energy deposits in the electromagnetic calorimeter that are matched to
an ID track. Electron candidates are required to satisfy the loose identification criteria [105, 106], and
to have 𝑝T > 10 GeV and |[ | < 2.47. Additionally, the longitudinal impact parameter 𝑧0 has to satisfy
|𝑧0 sin \ | < 0.5 mm to discard electron candidates not associated with the primary vertex. The objects
meeting these selection criteria are called baseline electrons and participate in the computation of the
missing transverse momentum and in the overlap-removal procedure, as described later. Baseline electrons
that also satisfy 𝑝T > 25 GeV, fulfil the loose isolation criteria and the tight identification criteria, and
satisfy the condition |𝑑0 |/𝜎(𝑑0) < 5 on the transverse impact parameter 𝑑0 and its uncertainty 𝜎(𝑑0) are
henceforth simply referred to as electrons.
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Muons are reconstructed from tracks in the muon spectrometer that are matched to tracks in the ID. Muon
candidates are required to satisfy the medium identification criteria [107, 108] and to have 𝑝T > 10 GeV
and |[ | < 2.7. Additionally, the longitudinal impact parameter has to satisfy |𝑧0 sin \ | < 0.5 mm. The
objects meeting these selection criteria are called baseline muons and participate in the computation of the
missing transverse momentum and in the overlap-removal procedure. Baseline muons that also satisfy
𝑝T > 25 GeV, fulfil the loose isolation criteria, and satisfy the condition |𝑑0 |/𝜎(𝑑0) < 3 are henceforth
simply referred to as muons.

Reconstruction of the visible part of a hadronically decaying 𝜏-lepton [109] is seeded by anti-𝑘𝑡 jets with
a distance parameter 𝑅 = 0.4. The seed jet is built from topological clusters, calibrated with a hadronic
weighting scheme [110], and is required to have 𝑝T > 10 GeV and |[ | < 2.5. The 𝜏had-vis candidate is
then built from tracks and clusters within Δ𝑅 = 0.2 of the seed jet’s axis. Only candidates with one
or three charged tracks and a charge sum of ±1 are considered. 𝜏had-vis candidates are required to have
𝑝T > 20GeV and |[ | < 2.5. Candidates in the transition region between the barrel and endcap calorimeters,
1.37 < |[ | < 1.52, are excluded. The 𝜏had-vis object’s energy is calibrated with a boosted regression tree
using information from the calorimeter and the particle-flow reconstruction, as well as the number of
pile-up interactions [111], as input. To suppress electron background, a boosted decision tree is used to
reject events with electrons misidentified as 𝜏had-vis.

To further discriminate hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons from background jets, a recurrent neural network
(RNN) algorithm is used [112]. The algorithm uses tracking and calorimeter measurement information, as
well as individual track and cluster information, as input. The analysis makes use of three different ways to
define 𝜏-lepton objects using the RNN algorithm. The first type of object (baseline 𝜏-lepton) is required to
pass the very loose identification working point. These objects are used in the overlap-removal procedure.
The baseline 𝜏-leptons that also pass the medium identification working point are simply referred to as
𝜏-leptons. The last type of object considered by the analysis consists of 𝜏-lepton candidates that do not
pass the medium identification working point. Such objects are referred to as anti-ID 𝜏-leptons and are
used by the analysis to estimate the contribution of fake 𝜏-leptons.

The missing transverse momentum 𝐸missT is a measure of the transverse-momentum imbalance in the
detector and is computed as the magnitude of the missing transverse momentum vector ®𝑝missT [113]. The
latter is calculated as the negative vector sum of the transverse momenta of electrons, muons, 𝜏-leptons
and jets. Tracks that are associated with the primary vertex but not with any reconstructed object are also
included in the calculation as the so-called ‘soft term’.

The reconstructed objects are not exclusive, e.g. a single energy deposit in the calorimeter can be used
in the reconstruction of several final-state objects. In order to resolve this ambiguity, an overlap-removal
procedure is applied [114] so that at most one reconstructed object is associated with a detector signal:

• If two baseline electrons share a track, only the baseline electron with the higher transverse momentum
is considered.

• A baseline 𝜏-lepton is discarded if it is closer than Δ𝑅 = 0.2 to a baseline electron or a muon.

• If a baseline muon and a baseline electron share an ID track the baseline electron is discarded. The
only exception is when the baseline muon is calorimeter-tagged (i.e. a track in the ID matched to an
energy deposit in the calorimeter compatible with a minimum-ionizing particle [107, 108]), then the
baseline muon is discarded instead.

• If a jet is closer than Δ𝑅 = 0.2 to a baseline electron or muon, it is discarded. The only exception is
if the jet has three or more associated tracks, in which case it is kept instead of the baseline muon.
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• If any of the remaining baseline electrons or muons are closer than Δ𝑅 = 0.4 to the remaining jets,
they are discarded.

• If any of the remaining jets is closer than Δ𝑅 = 0.2 to any of the remaining baseline 𝜏-leptons, the
jet is discarded.

For anti-ID 𝜏-lepton candidates the overlap-removal procedure is performed in the same way, replacing
the baseline 𝜏-lepton identification criterion with that for anti-ID 𝜏-leptons. However, two additional
corrections are needed for the overlap-removal procedure compared to the one applied to baseline 𝜏-leptons.
First, the jets that do not pass the JVT selection requirements are given a priority over anti-ID 𝜏-leptons
not meeting the very loose identification criterion. This is done so that such jets are not masked by being
treated as anti-ID 𝜏-lepton candidates and can be vetoed successfully. The second correction is to give the
same priority to 𝑏-jets. Otherwise, anti-ID 𝜏-leptons can mask 𝑏-jets, whereas the analysis relies on an
accurate counting of the number of 𝑏-jets.

5 Event selection

Data and simulated events are categorised in regions based on the properties of the reconstructed objects.
The analysis uses three types of regions – control, validation, and signal regions. Signal regions (SRs) are
regions where the sensitivity to the BSM signal model is maximised. Control regions (CRs) are regions
enriched in particular background processes and are kinematically close to the SRs. A background-only fit
of the simulated background processes to the data is performed in CRs using the HistFitter framework
[115]. In this fit the normalisation of the dominant background processes is determined. The fitted
normalisations are then propagated to the validation regions (VRs) and SRs. VRs are defined so that they
lie between the SRs and CRs and serve to validate the extrapolation of background normalisation from the
CRs to the SRs. The results of the background-only fit are discussed further in Section 8.

Events used by the analysis are required to have a primary vertex. The events are also required to pass a jet
quality criterion to reject events containing jets not originating from proton–proton collisions [116], but
from beam-induced backgrounds or cosmic-ray showers.

Events are required to have exactly two 𝜏-lepton objects that geometrically match the objects activating the
di-𝜏had-vis part of the triggers. The leading 𝜏-lepton is required to have 𝑝T > 40(65) GeV when matched to
the HLT 𝜏had-vis object passing the trigger’s 35(60) GeV threshold. The sub-leading 𝜏-lepton is required
to have 𝑝T > 30 GeV. The events also have to satisfy the 𝐸missT > 150 GeV requirement at which the
trigger is operating at maximum efficiency. Events containing an electron or a muon are vetoed. Events are
required to have at most one 𝑏-jet. The common analysis preselection is summarised in Table 2, defining
the analysis phase space. In the following, the analysis objects in an event are assumed to be ordered by
decreasing transverse momentum with indices ‘1’ and ‘2’ referring to the leading and sub-leading objects
respectively.

In order to improve the sensitivity to the 2HDM+a signal models considered, two SRs are defined. This is
done in two steps. First, a set of common SR preselection requirements is applied to suppress the dominant
SM processes. After the common preselection, two non-orthogonal SRs are designed to target signal model
parameter configurations with high and low masses of the heavy pseudoscalar Higgs boson 𝐴, as these
yield signal events with different kinematic properties. The combination of the results from the two SRs is
described in Section 8.
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Table 2: Summary of the common analysis preselection. The upper part contains requirements related to optimising
the trigger efficiency while the lower part contains analysis signature-related requirements.

Observable Selection

Year 2015–2017 2018

𝑝
𝜏1
T > 40 GeV > 65 GeV

𝑝
𝜏2
T > 30 GeV

𝐸missT > 150 GeV
𝑁𝜏 2

𝑁𝑒 0
𝑁` 0
𝑁𝑏-jet ≤ 1

The common SR preselection includes a veto on events with 𝑏-jets and a requirement that the two 𝜏-leptons
have opposite electric charges. The invariant mass of the two 𝜏had-vis, or ‘visible invariant mass’𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2),
is constrained to be between 40 GeV and 125 GeV to ensure compatibility with a Higgs boson decay. The
angular distance between the two 𝜏-leptons is required to satisfy Δ𝑅 < 2, suppressing background events
in which the two 𝜏-leptons do not originate from a resonant decay (such as 𝑡𝑡 and𝑊+jets). Two kinematic
variables combining 𝐸missT and the 𝜏-leptons’ 𝑝T are used to suppress 𝑍+jets events. The event-level 𝑚totT is
defined as

𝑚totT =

√︃
(𝑝𝜏1
T + 𝑝

𝜏2
T + 𝑝missT )2 − (𝑝𝜏1

𝑥 + 𝑝
𝜏2
𝑥 + 𝑝miss𝑥 )2 − (𝑝𝜏1

𝑦 + 𝑝
𝜏2
𝑦 + 𝑝miss𝑦 )2 ,

where 𝑝miss𝑥 and 𝑝miss𝑦 correspond to the 𝑥 and 𝑦 components of the missing transverse momentum vector.
An event is required to have 𝑚totT > 50 GeV to pass the common SR preselection. The transverse mass of a
𝜏-lepton is a per-object variable defined as

𝑚
𝜏𝑖
T =

√︃
2𝑝𝜏𝑖
T 𝐸

miss
T (1 − cosΔ𝜙(𝜏𝑖 , 𝑝missT )) .

The sum 𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T is required to be larger than 100 GeV to suppress events in which 𝐸

miss
T is collinear

with the two-𝜏-lepton system, as this is typical for 𝑍 boson event topologies. A summary of the common
SR preselection is presented in the upper part of Table 3.

A ‘Low𝑚𝐴
’ SR is defined on top of the common SR preselection to target signal models with𝑚𝐴 ≤ 800GeV.

The angular distance between the two 𝜏-leptons is tightened to be 0.6 < Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 1.9 and the visible
invariant mass of the two 𝜏-leptons is required to be larger than 75 GeV. The transverse masses of the
leading and sub-leading 𝜏-leptons are required to be 𝑚𝜏1

T > 50 GeV and 𝑚𝜏2
T > 25 GeV. The SR is divided

into four 𝑚𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T bins: < 250 GeV, [250, 400] GeV, [400, 550] GeV, and > 550 GeV.

A ‘High𝑚𝐴
’ SR is constructed to improve the sensitivity to models with high 𝑚𝐴 masses. In addition to the

common SR preselection, this SR requires 𝑚totT > 400 GeV and 𝑚𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T > 400 GeV. Similarly to the

Low𝑚𝐴
SR, the events in the High𝑚𝐴

SR are separated in two 𝑚𝜏1
T +𝑚

𝜏2
T bins, above and below 750 GeV.

A summary of the High𝑚𝐴
and Low𝑚𝐴

SRs’ requirements is presented in the lower part of Table 3.
Examples of kinematic distributions of the important variables (Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2), 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2), 𝑚totT , 𝑚

𝜏1
T ) after

applying the common SR preselection are shown in Figure 2. The way the SM background estimations are
performed is described in Section 6. Predictions from four benchmark parameter configurations of the
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Table 3: Summary of the selection requirements used to define the signal regions. The upper part of the table
describes the common SR preselection while the lower part of the table describes specific selections to define the
Low𝑚𝐴

and High𝑚𝐴
SRs. These are applied in addition to the common analysis preselection described in Table 2.

Common SR Preselection

Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 2
𝑚totT > 50 GeV
𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) ∈ [40, 125] GeV
𝑚

𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T > 100 GeV

Charge(𝜏1, 𝜏2) 𝑞(𝜏1) × 𝑞(𝜏2) = −1
𝑁𝑏-jet 0

Low𝑚𝐴
SR High𝑚𝐴

SR

Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) ∈ [0.6, 1.9] < 2
𝑚totT - > 400 GeV
𝑚

𝜏1
T > 50 GeV -

𝑚
𝜏2
T > 25 GeV -

𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 75 GeV ∈ [40, 125] GeV
𝑚

𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T binning [100, 250, 400, 550,∞] GeV [400, 750,∞] GeV

2HDM+a model normalised to the theoretical cross-section and the integrated luminosity of the data are
also shown in Figure 2.

The combined acceptance and efficiency of the Low𝑚𝐴
SR bins varies from 0.0013 to 3 · 10−6 over all of

the parameter configurations of the 2HDM+a model considered by the analysis for gluon–gluon fusion
production. For the High𝑚𝐴

SR bins the combined acceptance and efficiency varies from 0.0023 to 0
because the High𝑚𝐴

SR is only designed to be sensitive to a subset of all the parameter configurations.
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Figure 2: Kinematic distributions of some of the variables used to construct the SRs, shown in the common SR
preselection region: (a) Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2), (b) 𝑚vis (𝜏1, 𝜏2), (c) 𝑚totT , (d) 𝑚

𝜏1
T . Predictions for four benchmark parameter

configurations of the 2HDM+a model are also shown for the parameter values given in the legend. The value
tan(𝛽) = 1 is assumed for all parameter configurations. The total statistical and systematic uncertainty of the
SM background is shown by the hatched band. The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background predictions are normalized
according to the background-only fit. The leftmost and rightmost bins include the underflow and overflow entries
respectively. The ratio of the observed yield to the expected yield is shown in the lower panel.
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6 Background estimation

Two sources of events are distinguished to perform the SM background estimation – those with both
reconstructed 𝜏had-vis objects originating from the hadronic decays of prompt 𝜏-leptons (true 𝜏-leptons),
and events with at least one of the reconstructed 𝜏had-vis objects being a non-𝜏-lepton object that satisfied
the selection criteria, also referred to as a fake 𝜏-lepton. Events from 𝑍 boson and multiboson production,
and the majority of 𝑡𝑡 events, tend to have two true 𝜏-leptons in the analysis phase space. Events from both
𝑊 boson and multĳet production, as well as approximately 25% of 𝑡𝑡 events, are expected to have at least
one fake 𝜏-lepton.

SM background processes are modelled using a combination of simulated events and data-driven methods.
Events with only true 𝜏-leptons are modelled using simulation normalised to the data in the dedicated
CRs. In the following, when referring to the 𝑡𝑡 background modelling, for example, it is only the events
with two true 𝜏-leptons that are being addressed. Events with at least one fake 𝜏-lepton are estimated in a
data-driven way. Such events are referred to as fake 𝜏-leptons or ‘Fake Taus’ background regardless of the
underlying physical process.

The normalisation of 𝑍 boson production and various processes involving top-quark production (𝑡𝑡
production, single-top-quark production, 𝑡𝑡 production in association with 𝑍/𝑊) is fitted to the data in
dedicated control regions. Other SM background contributions are normalised according to the theoretical
predictions. For the purpose of normalisation, and normalisation only, all top-quark-related processes are
treated as one common ‘Top’ background.

The contribution of fake 𝜏-lepton events (i.e. events with at least one fake 𝜏-lepton) in the control, validation
and signal regions is estimated with the fake factor method [117]. The assumption is that the probability
that a non-𝜏-lepton object (such as a jet) meets the 𝜏-lepton identification criteria depends purely on the
object’s properties, such as its 𝑝T, [, number of charged-particle tracks, and origin (i.e. quark/gluon), and
not on event-level variables such as 𝐸missT or number of 𝜏-leptons. The ratio of the number of objects that
pass the medium identification working point requirement to the number of objects that do not, but instead
pass the much looser anti-ID 𝜏-lepton selection, is called the fake factor. The fake factors were measured in
regions enriched with fake 𝜏-leptons and extrapolated to the analysis phase space. In the analysis regions
with the 𝜏-lepton selection requirement replaced by that for anti-ID 𝜏-leptons, the fake factors are applied
to the anti-ID 𝜏-leptons to obtain a prediction of the fake 𝜏-lepton background.

The Fake Tau VR is used to validate the modelling of fake 𝜏-leptons. The events are required to have been
recorded by the di-𝜏 + 𝐸missT trigger, to pass the common analysis preselection as described in Table 2, and
to have no 𝑏-jets. To increase the fake 𝜏-lepton purity of this VR, the two 𝜏-leptons are required to have
the same charge. The two 𝜏-leptons are also required to have Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 2 to remain kinematically close
to the SRs. This selection ensures that the Fake Tau VR has a purity of over 85%.

Two CRs are defined by inverting or relaxing some of the common SR requirements (see Table 3) such that
they are kinematically close to the SRs, suppress a potential signal contribution, and are enriched in 𝑍
boson and 𝑡𝑡 backgrounds respectively. Additionally, the analysis uses four VRs. Kinematically, the VRs
are defined to be between the CRs and SRs and serve to validate the extrapolation of the modelling from
the CRs to the SRs. The definitions of CRs and VRs are summarised in Table 4 and are further discussed
in the following.

Figure 3 shows examples of kinematic distributions from the Top and 𝑍 CRs. The predicted background
yields are shown after performing the background-only fit (described earlier in Section 5) and applying
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Table 4: Definitions of control and validation regions used by the analysis. The requirements are applied on top of
the preselection described in Table 2. Entries in boldface indicate selections ensuring orthogonality to other regions.
A dash is used when no requirements are placed on a variable. OS and SS stand for opposite-sign and same-sign
𝜏-leptons respectively. ‘Comb VR’ refers to an inclusive validation region containing several important backgrounds.

Variable 𝑍 CR 𝑍 VR Fake Tau VR Top CR Comb VR Diboson VR

Charge(𝜏1, 𝜏2) OS OS SS OS OS OS
𝑁𝑏-jet 0 0 0 1 0 0
Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 2 < 2 > 2 > 1 > 2 < 2
𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 40 GeV [40, 75] GeV - - > 125 GeV [40, 75] GeV
𝑚totT > 50 GeV > 50 GeV - - - [50, 400] GeV
𝑚

𝜏1
T - - - - - > 60 GeV

𝑚
𝜏2
T - - - - - > 20 GeV

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T - < 100 GeV - - - > 140 GeV

𝑝
𝜏1+𝜏2
T - - - - < 125 GeV -

the resulting normalisation factors to the SM backgrounds. Good agreement between the predicted and
observed yields is seen in all plots.

In the analysis phase space, approximately 80% of background events with a top quark arise from 𝑡𝑡

processes; the remaining events come from single-top processes. Events in the Top CR are selected using
the di-𝜏 + 𝐸missT triggers and are required to pass the common analysis preselection summarised in Table 2.
To define a region enriched in 𝑡𝑡 while suppressing other common background processes such as 𝑍+jets,
the 𝑏-jet veto common to all other regions used in the analysis is relaxed and the events are required to have
exactly one 𝑏-jet instead. The angular distance between the two 𝜏-leptons is required to be Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 1
to suppress 𝑍 boson background and to enhance the Top background purity of this CR. The two 𝜏-leptons
are also required to have opposite charges to suppress contributions from fake 𝜏-leptons. The resulting Top
CR has a top-quark background purity of over 90%, based on information from MC simulation, with over
70% of events containing two true 𝜏-leptons. From simulation studies the majority of Top background
events in the SRs (which all have a 𝑏-jet veto) are expected to have one jet that originated from a 𝑏-hadron
but is not identified as such by the 𝑏-tagging algorithm. Similarly, the Top events in the Top CR are
expected to have one or more jets originating from a 𝑏-hadron. Thus, the extrapolation from the Top CR to
the SRs is physically meaningful because the same underlying processes are being considered.

Events from 𝑍 boson production constitute the largest background in the analysis phase space, and a
high-purity region is straightforward to define. Events in the 𝑍 CR were recorded using the same trigger as
in the SRs. The events are required to pass the common analysis preselection described in Table 2, and
to have no 𝑏-jets. The two 𝜏-leptons are required to have opposite charges and to satisfy Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 2
and 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 40 GeV to improve the 𝑍 background purity. The events are also required to pass the
𝑚totT > 50 GeV requirement. This results in the 𝑍 CR having 90% purity in 𝑍 boson background events.

While the SRs require 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 40 GeV, the 𝑍 CR demands 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 40 GeV. To validate the
extrapolation to higher values of the di-𝜏 visible invariant mass a 𝑍 VR is defined. The selection is similar
to that of the 𝑍 CR, but the visible invariant mass must satisfy 40 GeV < 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 75 GeV. To ensure
orthogonality to the SRs, 𝑚𝜏1

T +𝑚
𝜏2
T is required to be less than 100 GeV. The simulated events in the 𝑍 VR

are affected by large theoretical systematic uncertainties. This is expected to be the case at large 𝑍 𝑝T,
which is the regime where this analysis operates. Systematic uncertainties related to the estimation of 𝑍
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events are discussed in Section 7.

The Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 2 part of the analysis phase space has reasonably large expected Top and fake 𝜏-lepton
event yields. These two background processes are closely intertwined, considering that some of the fake
𝜏-leptons originate from top-quark decays, and separating them is not practical. Instead, an inclusive
validation region Comb VR is defined, containing Top, Fake Tau, 𝑍 boson, and diboson background
processes. The Comb VR is defined by requiring that events are selected by the same trigger as used in the
SRs, pass the common analysis preselection and have Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 2. The charges of the two 𝜏-leptons are
required to be opposite and a 𝑏-jet veto is applied. The Comb VR also requires 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) > 125 GeV
and 𝑝𝜏1+𝜏2

T < 125 GeV in order to suppress potential signal contamination.

Diboson production is an important background process in the SRs. However, the overall event yields
from diboson processes in the analysis phase space are too low to allow the construction of a statistically
significant CR that wouldn’t also be sensitive to potential signal contributions. Instead, a validation
region is defined in order to validate the normalisation of the diboson backgrounds according to their
cross-sections. The events in the Diboson VR are required to pass the common SR preselection described
in the upper part of Table 3. The events are also required to have 𝑚𝜏1

T > 60 GeV, 𝑚𝜏2
T > 20 GeV, and

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T > 140 GeV to increase the diboson purity of this VR. To keep the Diboson VR orthogonal to

the SRs, 𝑚vis(𝜏1, 𝜏2) < 75 GeV and 𝑚totT < 400 GeV are required.

Figure 4 shows examples of kinematic distributions from the four VRs used by the analysis. The
background-only fit was performed in the previously described CRs and the normalisation corrections
were extrapolated to the VRs. The maximum contribution from potential signal models with the parameter
choices considered by the analysis does not exceed 1% in the CRs and 10% in the VRs. The only exception
is the Diboson VR, where the potential signal contribution can reach 35% of the total yield.
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(d) 𝑚𝜏1
T in 𝑍 CR

Figure 3: Kinematic distributions of some of the variables used to construct SRs are shown in the Top and 𝑍 CRs:
(a) 𝑚vis (𝜏1, 𝜏2) in Top CR, (b) 𝑚𝜏2

T in Top CR, (c) Δ𝑅(𝜏1, 𝜏2) in 𝑍 CR, (d) 𝑚
𝜏1
T in 𝑍 CR. The total statistical and

systematic uncertainty of the SM background is shown by the hatched band. The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background
predictions are normalized according to the background-only fit. The ’Other’ contribution includes all the background
processes not explicitly listed in the legend (𝑉+jets except 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏)). The leftmost and rightmost bins include the
underflow and overflow entries respectively. The ratio of the observed yield to the expected yield is shown in the
lower panel.
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Figure 4: Kinematic distributions of some of the variables used to construct SRs are shown in the four VRs: (a)
𝑚vis (𝜏1, 𝜏2) in Fake Tau VR, (b) 𝑚𝜏2

T in Fake Tau VR, (c) 𝐸
miss
T in 𝑍 VR, (d) 𝑚totT in Comb VR, (e) 𝑚

𝜏1
T in Comb VR,

(f) 𝑚𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T in Diboson VR. The total statistical and systematic uncertainty of the SM background is shown by the

hatched band. The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background predictions are normalized according to the background-only fit.
The leftmost and rightmost bins include the underflow and overflow entries respectively. The ratio of the observed
yield to the expected yield is shown in the lower panel.
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7 Systematic uncertainties

The analysis considers theoretical, experimental and statistical uncertainties in signal and SM background
modelling. The uncertainties are included in the likelihood fits as nuisance parameters with Gaussian
probability densities. Theoretical uncertainties comprise generator-modelling-related uncertainties, cross-
section uncertainties, and uncertainties related to the choice of PDF set. Such uncertainties are assumed to be
uncorrelated between background processes. Systematic uncertainties in the reconstruction, identification,
corrections and calibrations of various analysis objects are referred to as experimental uncertanties. These
uncertainties are assumed to be correlated across processes and analysis regions.

Jet-related experimental uncertainties include uncertainties in the energy scale [118] and resolution [101],
as well as jet-vertex-tagging uncertainties [119] and flavour-tagging uncertainties [104, 120, 121].
The experimental uncertainties related to 𝜏-leptons include uncertainties from the reconstruction and
identification algorithms as well as energy scale and electron veto uncertainties [109, 111]. Uncertainties
related to electrons [106] and muons [107] are negligible. Uncertainties in the 𝐸missT are estimated by
taking into account the uncertainties related to the energy or momentum of calibrated objects as well as the
uncertainties affecting the soft-term contributions [113].

The uncertainty in the combined Run 2 integrated luminosity is 1.7% [122], obtained from luminosity
measurements with the LUCID-2 detector [123]. The pile-up reweighting applied to simulated events
to match the observed conditions in data is assigned systematic uncertainties, reaching at most 6.4%.
Uncertainties related to the trigger efficiency correction factors are at most 4% depending on the 𝐸missT of
the event. All of the mentioned systematic uncertainties are applied to all simulated samples.

Systematic uncertainties related to the fake-𝜏 modelling consist of uncertainties in the number of events
in the regions used to measure the fake factors and in the regions where they are applied, the statistical
and systematic uncertainties of the MC samples in the regions where fake factors are applied, and the
uncertainties from the extrapolation and application of fake factors. Based on a comparison of different
correlation schemes the correlation effects are found to be negligible and these uncertainties are considered
to be uncorrelated across regions.

Theoretical uncertainties related to variations of the PDFs are computed for all background and signal
samples. The effect of using the nominal PDF and 100 variations is represented by a set of generator
weights. The standard deviation of all the variations is computed and used as the PDF uncertainty. The
uncertainties related to the value of the strong coupling constant 𝛼s are estimated by halving the difference
of two PDF sets evaluated with 𝛼s = 0.117 and 𝛼s = 0.119. The PDF and 𝛼s systematic uncertainties are
then combined in quadrature, following the PDF4LHC recommendations [74]. To estimate the uncertainties
due to missing higher-order corrections, the values of renormalisation and factorisation scales `r and
`f [124] are varied independently by a factor of 2, requiring 0.5 ≤ `r/`f ≤ 2. The envelope of the effects
of these scale variations is used to estimate the effect of the scale uncertainty. The cross-section uncertainty
is applied to all background processes that are not normalised to data in the likelihood fits.

For the simulated 𝑍 and𝑊 boson samples, additional uncertainties are estimated by varying the resummation
and CKKW matching scales [39, 40]. For the 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏)+jets and diboson backgrounds, comparisons of
the nominal Sherpa-produced samples withMadGraph5_aMC@NLO+Pythia-produced samples are
used to estimate the uncertainties. For the 𝑡𝑡 and single-top-quark production processes, comparisons
of the nominal Powheg+Pythia samples withMadGraph5_aMC@NLO+Pythia samples are used to
estimate uncertainties related to hard scattering. Similarly, parton showering uncertainties are evaluated
by comparing the Powheg+Pythia samples with Powheg+Herwig 7 samples. Uncertainties related to
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Table 5: Systematic uncertainties in the post-fit SM background prediction in the six SR bins. The normalisation
uncertainty includes the limited number of events in the control regions used to normalise MC events to data. ‘Other’
includes the uncertainties arising from trigger efficiency corrections, electrons, muons, modelling of pile-up, and the
𝐸missT computation. The individual uncertainties can be correlated and do not necessarily add in quadrature to equal
the total uncertainty.

Region Low𝑚𝐴
Low𝑚𝐴

Low𝑚𝐴
Low𝑚𝐴

High𝑚𝐴
High𝑚𝐴

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T [GeV] ∈ [100, 250] ∈ [250, 400] ∈ [400, 550] > 550 ∈ [400, 750] > 750

Theoretical 15.9% 20.9% 15.4% 13.3% 14.2% 21.7%
Fake 𝜏-leptons 6.2% 19.1% 6.0% 3.0% 4.0% 13.2%
Jets 6.2% 7.9% 5.2% 11.0% 3.4% 7.9%
True 𝜏-leptons 1.6% 3.1% 7.0% 10.6% 4.8% 5.0%
Normalisation 4.5% 4.0% 4.8% 8.1% 4.8% 6.1%
MC statistical 7.6% 13.2% 9.3% 15.6% 9.2% 22.2%
Cross-section 2.7% 4.7% 10.0% 9.8% 11.3% 8.5%
Other 4.1% 2.7% 5.3% 6.3% 4.9% 4.5%

Total 20.8% 32.8% 23.8% 28.3% 22.2% 36.3%

initial-state and final-state radiation are also considered for 𝑡𝑡 and single-top-quark production. Finally, for
single-top-quark production samples, the effect of the diagram removal scheme [92] is compared with the
effect of the diagram subtraction scheme [91, 92] to parameterise the uncertainty in the treatment of the
𝑊𝑡/𝑡𝑡 interference.

For the 2HDM+amodel signal samples the theoretical uncertainties related to the PDFs and renormalisation
and factorisation scales are considered. Additional experimental uncertainties account for the use of the
simplified parameterised calorimeter response instead of the full Geant4-based detector simulation.

A breakdown of the different sources of uncertainty in the SRs is presented in Table 5. The largest
contribution comes from a combination of various theoretical uncertainties – comparisons with alternative
generators for diboson, 𝑍 boson, and 𝑡𝑡 production processes, as well as PDF and scale variations. Other
significant sources of uncertainty are the limited number of MC events and uncertainties in the modelling
of fake 𝜏-leptons.

8 Results

Figure 5 summarises the observed and expected yields in all CRs and VRs used by the analysis. The
normalisation factors determined by the background-only fit to the data in the CRs and propagated to the
VRs and SRs to apply corrections to the SM backgrounds are 𝜔top = 0.82 ± 0.15 and 𝜔Z = 1.04 ± 0.22.
All four validation regions show agreement within one standard deviation between the SM prediction and
the data, signifying good modelling of the SM backgrounds.

The yields in each bin of the Low𝑚𝐴
SR are summarised in Table 6. Comparisons of observed and

predicted yields and the corresponding statistical significances [125] are shown in Figure 6 together
with the benchmark parameter configurations of the signal model predictions. These signal benchmarks
represent different kinematic regimes that the Low𝑚𝐴

SR is sensitive to. The yields in the High𝑚𝐴
SR

bins are summarised in Table 7 and Figure 7 together with the corresponding statistical significances and
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Figure 5: A comparison of the observed and expected yields in each of the two control regions and four validation
regions used by the analysis is shown in the upper panel. The lower panel shows the statistical significance of the
observation given the number of predicted events. The ’Other’ contribution includes all the background processes not
explicitly listed in the legend (𝑉+jets except 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏)). The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background predictions are normalized
according to the background-only fit. The total statistical and systematic uncertainty of the SM background is shown
by the hatched band.

benchmark parameter configurations of the signal model. No significant excess of data over the predicted
SM backgrounds is observed in any of the bins.

For every signal model parameter configuration considered by the analysis a signal-plus-background fit is
performed. The fit includes the CRs, and the Low𝑚𝐴

or High𝑚𝐴
SR. The contribution from the signal

model is included as a free-floating parameter. The fit is performed simultaneously over all the CRs
and SR bins. The probability that the observed yields in the Low𝑚𝐴

SR or High𝑚𝐴
SR are compatible

with the signal-plus-background hypotheses are computed. A one-sided profile-likelihood-ratio test
statistic as implemented in the HistFitter framework is used. The results are obtained using the CLs
prescription [126] and presented as exclusion contours at 95% confidence level (CL) in the two-dimensional
parameter spaces.

The first parameter space is defined by setting tan 𝛽 = 1 and sinΘ = 0.35, while varying the values
of 𝑚𝑎 ∈ [100, 400] GeV and 𝑚𝐴 ∈ [300, 1200] GeV. The Low𝑚𝐴

SR is sensitive to models with
𝑚𝐴 ≤ 800 GeV, while the High𝑚𝐴

SR is more sensitive to the 𝑚𝐴 ≥ 1000 GeV part of the parameter
space. For the Low𝑚𝐴

SR, computations of CLs rely on the asymptotic properties of the profile-likelihood
ratio [127]. For the High𝑚𝐴

SR however, the asymptotic approximation is not valid because of the low
yields in one of the regions, so Monte Carlo pseudo-experiments are used instead. The exclusion contours
are derived for the Low𝑚𝐴

SR and High𝑚𝐴
SR separately and then combined using a method based on

expected CLs values, as the two SRs are not statistically independent. The observed data yields are higher
than the predicted SM backgrounds in the 𝑚𝜏1

T + 𝑚
𝜏2
T ∈ [250, 550] GeV bins of the Low𝑚𝐴

SR, resulting
in the observed limits being weaker than the expected limits. Pseudoscalar singlets 𝑎 with masses up to
300 GeV are excluded for 𝑚𝐴 = 800 GeV. The combined exclusion contour is shown in Figure 8(a).

The second two-dimensional parameter space considered by the analysis spans 𝑚𝐴 ∈ [500, 1300] GeV and
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Table 6: Observed and expected yields in the Low𝑚𝐴
SR bins after the background-only fit. The upper part of the

table describes the breakdown of predicted SM backgrounds. The lower part of the table shows predicted yields of
three signal model benchmark parameter configurations.

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T ∈ [100, 250] GeV ∈ [250, 400] GeV ∈ [400, 550] GeV > 550 GeV

Observed events 20 9 13 4

Fitted background events 28.3 ± 5.9 6.3 ± 2.1 10.1 ± 2.4 4.8 ± 1.3
Diboson 5.7 ± 2.4 2.0 ± 0.7 6.5 ± 2.1 2.8 ± 1.1
𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) 12.3 ± 3.8 0.8+1.0−0.8 0.1+0.2−0.1 0.1+0.2−0.1
𝑡𝑡 4.4 ± 2.7 0.3+0.8−0.3 0.0 ± 0.0 0.0 ± 0.0
Single-top 0.2+0.4−0.2 0.2+0.3−0.2 0.0 ± 0.0 0.0 ± 0.0
𝑡𝑡𝑉 0.1 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.1 0.1 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0
Higgs 0.4 ± 0.1 0.4 ± 0.1 2.0 ± 0.4 1.5 ± 0.4
Fake tau 5.3 ± 1.8 2.6 ± 1.3 1.4 ± 0.6 0.3 ± 0.2
𝑚𝑎 = 150 GeV, sinΘ = 0.35 4.1 ± 0.6 9.6 ± 1.2 1.9 ± 0.4 0.1 ± 0.0
𝑚𝐴 = 400 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1

𝑚𝑎 = 250 GeV, sinΘ = 0.7 0.4 ± 0.1 2.0 ± 0.3 12.3 ± 1.3 4.3 ± 0.6
𝑚𝐴 = 600 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1

𝑚𝑎 = 300 GeV, sinΘ = 0.35 0.2 ± 0.0 0.5 ± 0.1 3.1 ± 0.4 6.8 ± 0.9
𝑚𝐴 = 800 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1

tan 𝛽 ∈ [0.3, 20] with the parameters𝑚𝑎 and sinΘ fixed to the values of 250GeV and 0.7 respectively. Only
the Low𝑚𝐴

SR has significant sensitivity to the signal model with these parameter value choices. Monte
Carlo pseudo-experiments are used for the computation of the exclusion limits because the asymptotic
approximation is not appropriate for all parameter configurations of the signal model. Since in the Low𝑚𝐴

SR the data yields are higher than expected in the 𝑚𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T ∈ [250, 550] GeV bins, the observed limits

are less stringent than the expected ones for the parameter configurations of the signal model that these
bins are sensitive to. This corresponds to models with lower values of 𝑚𝐴. Signal points in the parameter
space with tan 𝛽 ≤ 1 are excluded for 𝑚𝐴 < 900 GeV. The exclusion contour is shown in Figure 8(b).

For each of the four bins in the Low𝑚𝐴
SR and two bins in the High𝑚𝐴

SR, model-independent upper
limits are set on the cross-sections of potential BSM processes. A signal-plus-background fit over all the
CRs and the selected SR bin is performed. A generic signal contribution with free-floating normalisation
is assumed in the SR, but not in the CRs. The profile-likelihood-ratio test statistic is evaluated using the
HistFitter framework. Upper limits of 0.4−0.8 fb are placed on the visible cross-section 𝜎vis at 95% CL.
Upper limits on the number of signal events given the observed number of events and predicted number of
background events, confidence levels for the background-only hypotheses, the discovery 𝑝-value, and the
associated significances in all of the SR bins are summarised in Table 8.
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Figure 6: A comparison of the observed and expected yields in the four bins of the Low𝑚𝐴
SR region used in the

analysis is shown in the upper panel. The lower panel shows the statistical significance of the observation given
the predicted number of events. The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background predictions are normalized according to the
background-only fit. The total statistical and systematic uncertainty of the SM background is shown by the hatched
band.

Table 7: Observed and expected yields in the High𝑚𝐴
SR bins after the background-only fit. The upper part of the

table describes the breakdown of predicted SM backgrounds. The lower part of the table shows predicted yields of
three signal model benchmark parameter configurations.

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T ∈ [400, 750] GeV > 750 GeV

Observed events 9 3

Fitted background events 11.8 ± 2.6 2.2 ± 0.8
Diboson 8.9 ± 2.4 1.1 ± 0.6
𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) 0.4+0.5−0.4 0.0+0.1−0.0
𝑡𝑡𝑉 0.1 ± 0.0 0.1 ± 0.0
Higgs 1.5 ± 0.3 0.7 ± 0.2
Fake tau 0.9 ± 0.5 0.4 ± 0.3
𝑚𝑎 = 150 GeV, sinΘ = 0.35 4.0 ± 0.5 4.6 ± 0.6
𝑚𝐴 = 1000 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1

𝑚𝑎 = 250 GeV, sinΘ = 0.7 4.9 ± 0.7 0.2 ± 0.1
𝑚𝐴 = 600 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1

𝑚𝑎 = 300 GeV, sinΘ = 0.35 6.4 ± 0.8 1.4 ± 0.3
𝑚𝐴 = 800 GeV, tan 𝛽 = 1
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Figure 7: A comparison of the observed and expected yields in the two bins of the High𝑚𝐴
SR region used in the

analysis is shown in the upper panel. The lower panel shows the statistical significance of the observation given
the predicted number of events. The top-quark and 𝑍 (𝜏𝜏) background predictions are normalized according to the
background-only fit. The total statistical and systematic uncertainty of the SM background is shown by the hatched
band.
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Figure 8: Observed and expected exclusion contours at 95% CL (a) as a function of 𝑚𝑎 and 𝑚𝐴 with tan 𝛽 = 1 and
sinΘ = 0.35, and (b) as a function of 𝑚𝐴 and tan 𝛽 with 𝑚𝑎 = 250 GeV and sinΘ = 0.7. The excluded area in (a) is
to the left of the solid line, and in (b) below the solid line.
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Table 8: Upper limits at 95% CL on the visible cross-section 𝜎vis, on the number of signal events (𝑆95obs), and on the
number of signal events given the expected number (and ±1𝜎 excursions of the expectation) of background events
(𝑆95exp). The last two columns indicate the CLb value (i.e. the confidence level observed for the background-only
hypothesis), the discovery 𝑝-value (𝑝0), and its associated significance 𝑍 .

Signal region 𝜎vis [fb] 𝑆95obs 𝑆95exp CLb 𝑝0 (𝑍)

Low𝑚𝐴
SR

𝑚
𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T

[100, 250] GeV 0.08 10.7 12.5+5.2−3.5 0.27 0.86 (−1.07)
[250, 400] GeV 0.07 9.1 7.6+3.1−1.6 0.72 0.30 (0.53)
[400, 550] GeV 0.08 10.8 8.9+3.4−2.3 0.75 0.26 (0.65)
> 550 GeV 0.04 5.8 6.0+2.6−1.6 0.42 0.61 (−0.29)
High𝑚𝐴

SR
𝑚

𝜏1
T + 𝑚

𝜏2
T

[400, 750] GeV 0.05 7.6 8.8+3.1−2.4 0.34 0.85 (−1.03)
> 750 GeV 0.04 5.4 4.6+1.8−0.8 0.67 0.34 (0.42)
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9 Conclusion

This paper presents a search for dark matter produced in association with a Higgs boson in final states
with two hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons and large missing transverse momentum. The search is based on
a 139 fb−1 dataset of

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV proton–proton collisions recorded by the ATLAS experiment at the

LHC during 2015–2018. The analysis utilises two different signal regions which in turn are divided into
four and two 𝑚𝜏1

T + 𝑚
𝜏2
T bins, respectively, to target different parts of the parameter space. No significant

deviations from the Standard Model prediction is found.

The results are interpreted in the context of the 2HDM+a model where parameters are varied to set 95%
CL limits in the 𝑚𝑎–𝑚𝐴 and 𝑚𝐴–tan 𝛽 planes. Model-independent upper limits are set on the visible
cross-section 𝜎vis for eventual beyond the Standard Model physics processes producing a large missing
transverse energy in association with a Higgs boson decaying to 𝜏-leptons. These 95% CL limits vary
between 0.04 and 0.08 fb depending on which of the signal region bins is considered.

The presented work is the first exploration of the mono-Higgs signature with the Higgs boson decaying
into a pair of hadronically decaying 𝜏-leptons with the ATLAS experiment. Compared to the ℎ + 𝐸missT
search with the Higgs boson decaying into a pair of 𝑏-quarks [12], this search offers sensitivity to the low
tan 𝛽 region of the 𝑚𝐴–tan 𝛽 plane. In the 𝑚𝑎–𝑚𝐴 plane this search has comparable sensitivity in the low
𝑚𝐴 region with an orthogonal selection, allowing for a combination of the two results.
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Search for CP violation using T -odd correlations in D+
(s) → K+K−π+π0,

D+
(s) → K+π−π+π0, and D+ → K−π+π+π0 decays

L. K. Li , A. J. Schwartz , E. Won , K. Kinoshita , I. Adachi , H. Aihara , S. Al Said , D. M. Asner ,

V. Aulchenko , T. Aushev , V. Babu , Sw. Banerjee , P. Behera , K. Belous , J. Bennett , M. Bessner ,

T. Bilka , D. Biswas , A. Bobrov , D. Bodrov , G. Bonvicini , J. Borah , M. Bračko , P. Branchini ,

A. Budano , D. Červenkov , M.-C. Chang , B. G. Cheon , H. E. Cho , K. Cho , S.-K. Choi , Y. Choi ,

S. Choudhury , D. Cinabro , J. Cochran , S. Das , G. De Nardo , G. De Pietro , R. Dhamija ,

F. Di Capua , J. Dingfelder , Z. Doležal , T. V. Dong , S. Dubey , D. Epifanov , A. Frey , B. G. Fulsom ,

V. Gaur , A. Giri , P. Goldenzweig , G. Gong , E. Graziani , D. Greenwald , T. Gu , Y. Guan ,

K. Gudkova , C. Hadjivasiliou , T. Hara , K. Hayasaka , H. Hayashii , D. Herrmann , W.-S. Hou ,

C.-L. Hsu , N. Ipsita , A. Ishikawa , R. Itoh , M. Iwasaki , W. W. Jacobs , E.-J. Jang , Q. P. Ji , S. Jia ,

Y. Jin , K. K. Joo , J. Kahn , A. B. Kaliyar , C. Kiesling , C. H. Kim , D. Y. Kim , K.-H. Kim ,

Y. J. Kim , Y.-K. Kim , H. Kindo , P. Kodyš , A. Korobov , S. Korpar , E. Kovalenko , P. Križan ,

P. Krokovny , M. Kumar , R. Kumar , K. Kumara , Y.-J. Kwon , Y.-T. Lai , T. Lam , S. C. Lee , Y. Li ,

J. Libby , K. Lieret , Y.-R. Lin , D. Liventsev , Y. Ma , M. Masuda , T. Matsuda , D. Matvienko ,

S. K. Maurya , F. Meier , M. Merola , F. Metzner , R. Mizuk , G. B. Mohanty , M. Nakao , D. Narwal ,

Z. Natkaniec , A. Natochii , L. Nayak , N. K. Nisar , S. Nishida , S. Ogawa , H. Ono , P. Oskin ,

G. Pakhlova , S. Pardi , H. Park , J. Park , S.-H. Park , A. Passeri , S. Patra , S. Paul , R. Pestotnik ,

L. E. Piilonen , T. Podobnik , E. Prencipe , M. T. Prim , G. Russo , S. Sandilya , A. Sangal , L. Santelj ,

V. Savinov , G. Schnell , C. Schwanda , Y. Seino , M. E. Sevior , W. Shan , M. Shapkin , C. Sharma ,

J.-G. Shiu , B. Shwartz , E. Solovieva , M. Starič , Z. S. Stottler , M. Sumihama , M. Takizawa ,

K. Tanida , F. Tenchini , M. Uchida , T. Uglov , Y. Unno , K. Uno , S. Uno , G. Varner ,

K. E. Varvell , A. Vinokurova , D. Wang , E. Wang , X. L. Wang , S. Watanuki , O. Werbycka , X. Xu ,

B. D. Yabsley , W. Yan , S. B. Yang , J. H. Yin , Y. Yook , Z. P. Zhang , V. Zhilich , and V. Zhukova

(The Belle Collaboration)

We search for CP violation using T -odd correlations in five D+
(s) and D−

(s) four-body de-

cays. Our analysis is based on 980 fb−1 of data collected by the Belle detector at the KEKB
energy-asymmetric e+e− collider. Our results for the T -odd CP -violating parameter aT -odd

CP are:
aT -odd
CP (D+ → K−K+π+π0) = (+2.6±6.6±1.3)×10−3, aT -odd

CP (D+ → K+π−π+π0) = (−1.3±4.2±
0.1)× 10−2, aT -odd

CP (D+ → K−π+π+π0) = (+0.2± 1.5± 0.8)× 10−3, aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K+π−π+π0) =
(−1.1 ± 2.2 ± 0.1) × 10−2, and aT -odd

CP (D+
s → K−K+π+π0) = (+2.2 ± 3.3 ± 4.3) × 10−3, where

the uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively. These results are the first such mea-
surements and are all consistent with zero. They include the first measurement for a D+

s singly
Cabibbo-suppressed decay, and the first measurement for a D meson doubly Cabibbo-suppressed
decay. We also measure aT -odd

CP in different subregions of phase space, where the decays are dom-
inated by different intermediate resonance states such as D+ → φρ+, K∗0K∗+, and K∗0ρ+; and
D+

s → K∗+ρ0, K∗0ρ+, φρ+, and K∗0K∗+. No evidence for CP violation is found.

I. INTRODUCTION

CP violation is required to explain the matter-
antimatter asymmetry of the Universe [1]. In the Stan-
dard Model (SM), CP violation arises naturally due
to the presence of a complex phase in the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix [2, 3]. However, this
source is insufficient to explain the absence of antimatter
in the Universe. Thus it is important to search for new
sources of CP violation beyond the SM. CP violation in
charm decays is predicted to be very small, <∼ 10−3 [4–6],
and observing it significantly above this level would im-
ply physics beyond the SM [7]. Charm decays proceeding
via singly Cabibbo-suppressed (SCS) amplitudes are es-

pecially promising for such searches, as these amplitudes
can have internal loops containing new mediators or cou-
plings [4]. To date, the only observation of CP violation
in charm decays has been reported in the SCS decays
D0 → K+K− and D0 → π+π− [8]. In this paper, we
present the first search for CP violation in several addi-
tional Cabibbo-suppressed decay channels.

We study four-body decays D+
(s) → P1P2P3P4, where

P corresponds to a pseudoscalar meson, by measuring the
triple product of the momenta of three of the four final-
state particles: CT ≡ ~p1 · (~p2 × ~p3). These momenta are
evaluated in the D+

(s) rest frame. We define an analogous

observable CT for charge-conjugate D−
(s) decays. These

observables are T odd, i.e., they change sign under time-
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2

reversal. Thus, if the distribution of CT is asymmetric
about zero, this could indicate T violation. To quantify
such an asymmetry, we define the variables

AT ≡
N(CT > 0)−N(CT < 0)

N(CT > 0) +N(CT < 0)
, (1)

AT ≡
N(−CT > 0)−N(−CT < 0)

N(−CT > 0) +N(−CT < 0)
, (2)

where N and N are the yields of D+
(s) and D−

(s) decays,

respectively. The minus signs included in the definition of
AT correspond to a parity transformation; in this manner
AT and AT are CP -conjugate quantities. However, final-
state interactions (FSI) can also give rise to nonzero AT
or AT and thus mimic T violation. To isolate T violation,
we measure the difference

aT -odd
CP ≡ 1

2
(AT −AT ) , (3)

in which asymmetries arising from FSI cancel. In addi-
tion to being T -violating, aT -odd

CP 6= 0 is manifestly CP -
violating. The amount of CP violation is proportional to
sinφ cos δ, where φ and δ are the weak and strong phase
differences, respectively, between at least two amplitudes
contributing to the decay [9]. This is in contrast to a CP
asymmetry in D and D partial widths, ACP , which is
proportional to sinφ sin δ. If the strong phase difference
δ is small, ACP ≈ 0 but aT -odd

CP could significantly differ
from zero.

Experimentally, aT -odd
CP has been measured for sev-

eral D decay modes [10–16]. These measure-
ments include two results for charged D mesons:
aT -odd
CP (D+ → K0

SK
+π+π−) = (−1.10 ± 1.09)% [10] and

aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K0
SK

+π+π−) = (−1.39 ± 0.84)% [11].
Here we measure aT -odd

CP for five additional D+
(s) de-

cays: D+
(s) → K+K−π+π0, D+

(s) → K+π−π+π0, and

D+ → K−π+π+π0. The first D+ decay and the sec-
ond D+

s decay are SCS; the second D+ decay is doubly
Cabibbo-suppressed (DCS); and the the first D+

s decay
and last D+ decay are Cabibbo-favored (CF). These are
the first such measurements, and we also perform them in
seven subregions of phase space. In these different subre-
gions, the decays proceed predominantly via intermedi-
ate processes such as D+ → φρ+, K∗0K∗+, and K∗0ρ+;
and D+

s → K∗+ρ0, K∗0ρ+, φρ+, and K∗0K∗+. As the
intermediate states give rise to different strong phase dif-
ferences δ [17], the subregions can have different values
of aT -odd

CP .

II. BELLE DETECTOR AND DATA SETS

This measurement is based on the full data set of the
Belle experiment, which corresponds to an integrated
luminosity of 980 fb−1 collected at or near the Υ(nS)
(n= 1, 2, 3, 4, 5) resonances. The Belle experiment ran

at the KEKB energy-asymmetric collider [18]. The Belle
detector is a large-solid-angle magnetic spectrometer con-
sisting of a silicon vertex detector (SVD), a 50-layer cen-
tral drift chamber (CDC), an array of aerogel threshold
Cherenkov counters (ACC), a barrel-like arrangement of
time-of-flight scintillation counters (TOF), and an elec-
tromagnetic calorimeter (ECL) comprising CsI(Tl) crys-
tals located inside a superconducting solenoid coil pro-
viding a 1.5 T magnetic field. An iron flux return yoke
located outside the coil is instrumented to detect K0

L

mesons and to identify muons (KLM). A detailed de-
scription of the detector is given in Ref. [19].

Monte Carlo (MC) simulated events are generated
from e+e− collisions based on Pythia [20] and Evt-
Gen [21]. All particles are propagated through a
full detector simulation using Geant3 [22]. Final-
state radiation from charged particles is simulated us-
ing Photos [23]. The MC samples include e+e− →
qq (q = u, d, s, c) and e+e−→ BB events, and e+e−→
B

(∗)
(s)B

(∗)
(s)X events produced at the Υ(5S) resonance.

These MC samples correspond to an integrated lumi-
nosity three times that of the data, and they are used
to optimize event selection criteria, study backgrounds,
and evaluate systematic uncertainties.

III. EVENT SELECTION

We reconstruct D+ decays into three final states,
K+K−π+π0, K−π+π+π0, and K+π−π+π0; and D+

s de-
cays into two final states, K+π−π+π0 and K−K+π+π0.
The selection criteria for the Cabibbo-suppressed decays
are the same as those used to measure their branching
fractions in Ref. [24]. The criteria for the CF decays
are separately optimized for the AT measurement pre-
sented here. Charged tracks are reconstructed in the
CDC and SVD [19]. To ensure that tracks are well re-
constructed, each final-state charged particle is required
to have at least two SVD hits in each of the longitudinal
and azimuthal measuring coordinates. We identify K±

and π± candidates based on particle-identification like-
lihoods calculated for different particle hypotheses, Li
(i=π, K). These likelihoods are calculated based on in-
formation from the ACC, CDC, and TOF [25]. Tracks
with LK/(LK+Lπ)> 0.6 are identified as kaons; other-
wise, tracks are considered as pions. To suppress back-
ground from D+

(s) semileptonic decays, tracks that are

highly electron-like [Le/(Le+Lhadron) > 0.95] or muon-
like [Lµ/(Lµ+Lπ+LK)>0.95] are rejected, where these
likelihoods are calculated based on information mainly
from the ECL and KLM, respectively [26, 27]. These
requirements have overall efficiencies of about 90% for
kaons and 95% for pions.

We reconstruct π0 candidates from pairs of photons.
Photon candidates are identified from energy clusters in
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the ECL that are not associated with any charged track.
The photon energy is required to be greater than 50 MeV
if reconstructed in the barrel region (covering the po-
lar angle 32◦ < θ < 129◦), and greater than 100 MeV
if reconstructed in the endcap regions (12◦ < θ < 31◦

or 132◦ < θ < 157◦). The energy deposited in the
3×3 array of crystals centered on the crystal with the
highest energy is compared to the energy deposited in
the corresponding 5×5 array of crystals; the ratio of
the first energy to the second is required to be greater
than 0.80. Candidate π0 → γγ decays are reconstructed
from photon pairs having an invariant mass satisfying
115 MeV/c2 <M(γγ)< 150 MeV/c2; this region corre-
sponds to about three standard deviations (σ) in M(γγ)
resolution. The π0 momentum is required to be greater
than 0.40 GeV/c. To suppress backgrounds such as
D+

(s) → K+K0
Sπ

0, we veto candidates in which a final-

state π+π− pair has an invariant mass within 10 MeV/c2

(3σ) of the K0
S mass [28].

A D+
(s) candidate is reconstructed by combining

K−K+π+ orK±π∓π+ track combinations with a π0 can-
didate. A vertex fit is performed for the three charged
tracks, and the resulting fit quality is defined as χ2

vtx.
The coordinates of the fitted vertex are assigned as the
D+

(s) decay vertex position. The momenta of the two

photons from the π0 candidate are then fit to this ver-
tex position, with the invariant mass constrained to the
nominal π0 mass [28]; the resulting fit quality (χ2

π0) is re-
quired to satisfy χ2

π0 < 8. The D+
(s) production vertex is

determined by fitting the D+
(s) trajectory to the e+e− in-

teraction point (IP), which is determined from the beam
profiles. This vertex fit quality is defined as χ2

IP.

We calculate the significance of the D+
(s) decay

length L/σL, where L is the projection of the vec-
tor running from the production vertex to the D+

(s)

decay vertex onto the momentum direction. The
corresponding uncertainty σL is calculated by prop-
agating uncertainties in the vertices and the D+

(s)

momentum, including their correlations. We sub-
sequently require χ2

vtx + χ2
IP < 14 and L/σL > 4

for D+ → K−K+π+π0 decays; χ2
vtx + χ2

IP < 10 and
L/σL > 9 for D+ → K+π−π+π0 decays; χ2

vtx + χ2
IP < 10

and L/σL > 2.5 for D+
s → K+π−π+π0 decays;

χ2
vtx + χ2

IP < 17 and L/σL > 3 for D+ → K−π+π+π0

decays; and χ2
vtx + χ2

IP < 20 and L/σL > 1 for
D+
s → K−K+π+π0 decays. These criteria are ob-

tained by maximizing a figure-of-merit, S/
√
S +B,

where S and B are the numbers of signal and
background events expected in a signal region
−30 MeV/c2 < (M(D) − mD) < 20 MeV/c2. Here,
M(D) is the invariant mass of a reconstructed D+

or D+
s candidate, and mD is the known D+ or D+

s

mass [28]. This region corresponds to ±2.5σ in
resolution. To reduce combinatorial backgrounds fur-

ther, the D+
(s) momentum in the e+e− center-of-mass

frame is required to be greater than 2.9 GeV/c for
D+
s → K+π−π+π0 decays, and greater than 2.5 GeV/c

for the other decay modes.

After applying all selection criteria, about 10% of
events for D+ decay modes and 15% of events for D+

s

decay modes have multiple signal candidates. For these
events, the average multiplicity is about 2.2 candidates
per event. Such multiple candidates arise from the
large number of low momentum π± tracks and π0 can-
didates. We select a single D+

(s) candidate per event

by choosing the one with the smallest value of the sum
χ2
π0 +χ2

vtx +χ2
IP. Based on MC simulation, this criterion

selects the correct signal candidate 68% of the time.

We veto several peaking backgrounds arising from D∗+

decays in which the final-state particles are the same as
those for the signal modes. A detailed description of
this veto is given in Ref. [24]. The veto requirements
reject only 1%–3% of signal decays while reducing the
D∗+ backgrounds to a negligible level.

IV. MEASUREMENT OF aT -odd
CP

We extract the signal yields via an extended un-
binned maximum-likelihood fit to the M(D) distribu-
tions. The probability density function (PDF) used to
describe backgrounds is taken to be a third-order poly-
nomial for D+ → K−K+π+π0 and a second-order poly-
nomial for the other decay modes. All parameters of
these polynomials are free to vary in the fit.

The PDF used to describe signal decays is taken to be
the sum of three asymmetric Gaussian (AG) functions
and a Crystal Ball (CB) function [29], all having a com-
mon mean parameter µ but with different width param-
eters σ. An additional term is included to describe final-
state radiation (FSR). This term is the sum of a Gaus-
sian function and a CB function. All signal parameters
are fixed to MC values. However, the mean parameters
of the Gaussian functions have a common shift parame-
ter δµ, and the widths have a common scaling parameter
kσ; these two parameters are floated in the fit to account
for differences between MC simulation and data. For the
large D+ → K−π+π+π0 sample, δµ and kσ are floated
separately for D+ and D− decays; this improves the fit
quality. For the other decay modes, the difference in reso-
lution between D+

(s) and D−
(s) decays is negligible, and we

use the same parameters δµ and kσ for both samples. We
fit the M(D) distributions of the data to determine δµ
and kσ along with parameters of the background PDFs;
these are then fixed for subsequent fits.

We define CT as the triple product of the momenta of
three charged final-state particles in the D+

(s) rest frame.

For D+ → K−K+π+π0 decays, CT = ~pK− ·(~pK+×~pπ+),
and for the charge-conjugate D− → K+K−π−π0 decay,
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CT = ~pK+ · (~pK−×~pπ−). For D+ → K−π+π+π0 decays,
the same-sign pions are distinguished by their momenta:
CT = ~pK− · (~pπ+

h
× ~pπ+

l
) for D+ decays and CT = ~pK+ ·

(~pπ−
h
× ~pπ−

l
) for D− decays, where πh and πl denote the

pions with higher and lower momentum.

We divide the D±
(s) candidates into four subsamples

based on the D±
(s) charge and the sign of CT or CT :

(1) D+
(s) with CT > 0, (2) D+

(s) with CT < 0, (3) D−
(s)

with −CT > 0, and (4) D−
(s) with −CT < 0. Subsam-

ples (1) and (3) are related by a CP transformation,
as are subsamples (2) and (4). The asymmetries AT
and AT are defined in terms of these signal yields in
Eq. (2), and the T -violating asymmetry aT -odd

CP is defined
in terms of AT and AT in Eq. (3). We fit these four
subsamples simultaneously, taking the independent fit-
ted parameters to be ND = N(CT > 0) + N(CT < 0),
N
D

= N(−CT > 0) + N(−CT < 0), AT , and aT -odd
CP .

We test this fitting procedure on MC samples and obtain
fitted values for aT -odd

CP always consistent with the input
values within their statistical uncertainties. The results
of the fits to data are plotted in Fig. 1 and listed in Ta-
ble I. The plots show good agreement between the data
and the fitted functions.

V. MEASUREMENTS OF aT -odd
CP IN

SUBREGIONS OF PHASE SPACE

The distributions of invariant mass for pairs of final-
state particles exhibit significant peaks corresponding
to intermediate states φ(1020), K∗(892)0,+, and ρ(770).
These states give rise to different strong phases among
decay amplitudes, and this can lead to different amounts
of direct CP violation. Thus, we search for CP viola-
tion in ranges of invariant mass corresponding to a de-
cay proceeding through intermediate resonances φ, ρ,
or K∗: |MKK − mφ| < 10 MeV/c2, −90 MeV/c2 <
(Mπ+π0 − mρ) < 60 MeV/c2, and |MKπ − mK∗ | <
60 MeV/c2. The requirements for seven different in-
termediate decays are listed in Table II. We analyze
these regions only for SCS and CF decays, as the sig-
nal yield for the DCS decay D+ → K+π−π+π0 is too
low. The subregions of invariant mass correspond to the
D+ → K±h∓π+π0 decay proceeding via D+ → φρ+,
K∗0K∗+, and K∗0ρ+; and the D+

s → K+h−π+π0 de-
cay proceeding via D+

s → K∗+ρ0, K∗0ρ+, φρ+, and
K∗0K∗+. For the D+

(s) → K∗0K∗+ subsamples, we addi-

tionally require |MKK−mφ| > 10 MeV/c2 in order to re-
move contamination fromD+

(s) → φπ+π0 decays. For this

measurement, we use the same fitting procedure as used
for the aT -odd

CP measurement over the entire phase space.
For each invariant-mass subregion, we first perform an
M(D) fit to obtain the shape of signal and background.
The floated parameters of the signal PDF (δµ and kσ)

and the background PDF are allowed to differ among
different subregions. We subsequently perform a simul-
taneous fit to the four CT samples. The resulting values
of aT -odd

CP are listed in Table II, and projections of the fits
are shown in Fig. 2 for D+ decays and in Fig. 3 for D+

s

decays. The subregion dominated by D+
s → K∗0ρ+ has

the largest CP asymmetry: aT -odd
CP = (6.2± 3.0± 0.4)%,

which differs from zero by 2σ.

VI. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Many of the systematic uncertainties in the measure-
ments of CT and CT cancel in the ratios AT and AT
(Eq. 2) or in the difference between them (Eq. 3). The
uncertainties that do not cancel are discussed below and
listed in Table III. For a given decay mode, the total sys-
tematic uncertainty is the sum in quadrature of the indi-
vidual contributions. For our measurements correspond-
ing to subregions of phase space as listed in Table II, we
evaluate systematic uncertainties in an identical manner;
these results are listed in Table IV.

(1) CT -dependent efficiency

We study the dependence of the reconstruction effi-
ciency on CT using a large sample of MC signal events.
We find that events with smaller |CT | values have lower
efficiency due to the fact that the final-state π0 tends to
have lower momentum. To assign a systematic uncer-
tainty for this, we fit the CT -dependent efficiencies with
a polynomial function ε(CT ) = ε0 + c1 · |CT |+ c2 · |CT |2.
This fit is performed separately for the D+

(s) subsamples

having CT >0 and CT <0, and similarly for D−
(s). With

these functions, we weight D±
(s) candidates in data by the

reciprocals of their efficiencies (normalized by the average
efficiency) and repeat the fit for aT -odd

CP . The difference
between the fit result and the nominal result for aT -odd

CP ,
while consistent with zero as expected, is conservatively
assigned as a systematic uncertainty due to a possible
CT -dependence of the reconstruction efficiency.

(2) CT -resolution effects

The resolution in CT can affect aT -odd
CP if the smearing

of events from positive to negative CT values differs from
the smearing of events from negative to positive values.
This is studied using a large MC sample to calculate the
resolution function for different slices of CT . A double-
Gaussian function is used to model the resolution. The
effective width of the double Gaussian is plotted as a
function of CT , and the resulting distribution is fitted to a
polynomial f(x) = a0+a1x+a2x

2. The fitted value of a1,
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FIG. 1. Mass distributions M(D±
(s)

) for signal candidates and the fit results. The rows correspond to the decay modes

listed. The columns correspond to the four subsamples D+
(s)

with CT > 0, D+
(s)

with CT < 0, D−
(s)

with −CT > 0, and D−
(s)

with −CT < 0, respectively. The points with error bars show the data; the dashed blue curve shows the fitted background;
the dashed red curve shows the fitted signal; and the solid red curve shows the overall fit result. The corresponding pull
distributions are shown below, where the pull is defined as (data− fit)/(uncertainty in data).
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TABLE I. Fitted D+
(s)

and D−
(s)

signal yields (ND and N
D

, respectively), T -odd asymmetry AT , and T -odd CP -violating

asymmetry aT -odd
CP , obtained from a simultaneous fit to the four subsamples of each decay mode. The uncertainties listed are

statistical only.

Decay D+ → f D+
s → f

Final state (f) K+K−π+π0 K+π−π+π0 K−π+π+π0 K+π−π+π0 K+K−π+π0

ND 27284± 254 2062± 127 438432± 947 15197± 484 167357± 786

N
D

27177± 255 2044± 125 450667± 961 14945± 479 167064± 788

AT (%) +3.63± 0.93 −0.4± 6.0 −0.76± 0.22 +1.4± 3.2 +2.96± 0.47

aT -odd
CP (%) +0.26± 0.66 −1.3± 4.2 +0.02± 0.15 −1.1± 2.2 +0.22± 0.33

TABLE II. T -odd CP -violating asymmetries (aT -odd
CP ) in seven subregions of phase space (see text) corresponding to the inter-

mediate D+
(s) → V V processes listed. The uncertainties listed are statistical and systematic, respectively.

Subregion D+
(s)
→ V V Signal region (SR) aT -odd

CP (×10−2)

(1) SCS D+ → φρ+ φ-SR, ρ+-SR 0.85± 0.95± 0.25

(2) SCS D+ → K∗0K∗+ K∗(0,+)-SR, veto φ-SR 0.17± 1.26± 0.13

(3) CF D+ → K∗0ρ+ K∗0-SR, ρ+-SR 0.25± 0.25± 0.13

(4) SCS D+
s → K∗0ρ+ K∗0-SR, ρ+-SR 6.2 ± 3.0 ± 0.4

(5) SCS D+
s → K∗+ρ0 K∗+-SR, ρ0-SR 1.7 ± 6.1 ± 1.5

(6) CF D+
s → φρ+ φ-SR, ρ+-SR 0.31± 0.40± 0.43

(7) CF D+
s → K∗0K∗+ K∗(0,+)-SR, veto φ-SR 0.26± 0.76± 0.37

the coefficient of the asymmetric term, is consistent with
zero, and thus the effects of CT resolution are expected
to be small.

To determine the effect on aT -odd
CP , we smear the CT

distributions by Gaussian functions having widths given
by the previously fitted polynomial a0 + a1x+ a2x

2. We
repeat the fit for aT -odd

CP on these smeared samples and
take the difference between the resulting value of aT -odd

CP

and the nominal value as a systematic uncertainty due
to CT resolution.

(3) Signal and background parameters

We consider systematic uncertainty arising from
the fixed parameters of signal and background PDFs
as follows. We sample the parameters of the signal
PDF from a multi-dimensional Gaussian function,
accounting for their respective uncertainties and
correlations, and repeat the fit for aT -odd

CP . We re-
peat this procedure 1000 times and take the RMS
of the fitted aT -odd

CP values as systematic uncertain-
ties: 0.002% for D+ → K−K+π+π0, 0.023% for
D+ → K+π−π+π0, 0.004% for D+ → K−π+π+π0,
0.054% for D+

s → K+π−π+π0, and 0.003% for
D+
s → K−K+π+π0. We calculate the uncertainty due to

fixed values of δµ, kσ, and background parameters in an
identical manner; the resulting uncertainties are 0.010%,
0.071%, 0.001%, 0.048%, and 0.002%, respectively. We

sum the two uncertainties in quadrature for each channel
to obtain the overall systematic uncertainty due to fixed
signal and background parameters.

(4) Signal mass resolution

We consider a possible difference between D+
(s) and

D−
(s) samples arising from a difference in mass resolu-

tion between data and MC events. To study this effect,
we fit the M(D+

(s)) and M(D−
(s)) distributions individu-

ally to obtain separate sets of parameters: (δ+µ , k
+
σ ) for

D+
(s) decays, and (δ−µ , k

−
σ ) for D−

(s) decays. With these

parameters, we repeat the simultaneous fit to the CT sub-
samples. The resulting change in aT -odd

CP is assigned as a
systematic uncertainty due to signal mass resolution.

(5) Fit bias

To check for bias in our fitting procedure, we study
large samples of “toy” MC events. These events are gen-
erated by sampling from the PDFs used to fit the data.
We generate 1000 samples each for different input values
of aT -odd

CP , spanning a range from −0.05 to +0.05. We fit
these samples and plot the resulting aT -odd

CP values. This
distribution is then fitted with a Gaussian function, and
the mean and width of the Gaussian are taken as the
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FIG. 2. Mass distributions M(D±) and fit results for subregions of phase space. The rows correspond to the decay modes
listed. The columns correspond to the four subsamples D+ with CT > 0, D+ with CT < 0, D− with −CT > 0, and D−

with −CT < 0, respectively. The points with error bars show the data; the dashed blue curve shows the fitted background;
the dashed red curve shows the fitted signal; and the solid red curve shows the overall fit result. The corresponding pull
distributions are shown below.

TABLE III. Systematic uncertainties for aT -odd
CP in % for five D+

(s) decay channels: (a) D+ → K−K+π+π0;

(b) D+ → K+π−π+π0; (c) D+ → K−π+π+π0; (d) D+
s → K+π−π+π0; and (e) D+

s → K−K+π+π0.

Decay channel (a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

CT -dependent efficiency 0.13 0.02 0.08 0.02 0.41

CT resolution 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.07 0.02

PDF parameters 0.01 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.04

Mass resolution 0.03 0.01 ... 0.02 0.11

Fit bias 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.06 0.02

Total syst. 0.13 0.12 0.08 0.12 0.43

mean measured value and its uncertainty corresponding
to that input value of aT -odd

CP . Plotting these mean val-
ues versus the input value displays a linear dependence;
fitting a line to these points gives a slope consistent with
unity and an intercept consistent with zero. However,

we conservatively assign the difference between our mea-
sured value and the input value corresponding to our
measured value as given by this fitted line (including its
uncertainty) as a systematic uncertainty due to possible
fit bias.
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FIG. 3. Mass distributions M(D±
s ) and fit results for subregions of phase space. The rows correspond to the decay modes

listed. The columns correspond to the four subsamples D+
s with CT > 0, D+

s with CT < 0, D−
s with −CT > 0, and D−

s

with −CT < 0, respectively. The points with error bars show the data; the dashed blue curve shows the fitted background;
the dashed red curve shows the fitted signal; and the solid red curve shows the overall fit result. The corresponding pull
distributions are shown below.

VII. SUMMARY

We perform a search for CP violation using a T -odd
observable for five D+

(s) decays. Our analysis is based on

the full data set of 980 fb−1 collected by the Belle exper-
iment. Our results for the CP -violating T -odd parameter

aT -odd
CP are

aT -odd
CP (D+ → K−K+π+π0) = (+2.6± 6.6± 1.3)× 10−3

aT -odd
CP (D+ → K+π−π+π0) = (−1.3± 4.2± 0.1)× 10−2

aT -odd
CP (D+ → K−π+π+π0) = (+0.2± 1.5± 0.8)× 10−3

aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K+π−π+π0) = (−1.1± 2.2± 0.1)× 10−2
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TABLE IV. Systematic uncertainties for aT -odd
CP in % for seven subregions of phase space as defined in Table II. These subregions

correspond to various two-body intermediate processes.

Source (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

CT -dependent efficiency 0.24 0.13 0.13 0.29 1.17 0.43 0.37

CT resolution 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.16 0.05 0.02

PDF parameters 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.09 0.55 0.00 0.01

Mass resolution 0.01 0.02 ... 0.26 0.80 0.01 0.01

Fit bias 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.09 0.00 0.03

Total syst. 0.25 0.13 0.13 0.41 1.53 0.43 0.37

aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K−K+π+π0) = (+2.2± 3.3± 4.3)× 10−3 ,

where the first uncertainties are statistical and the second
uncertainties are systematic. These values are all consis-
tent with zero and show no evidence of CP violation. We
plot these values in Fig. 4 along with other measurements
of aT -odd

CP in charm meson decays [16, 30, 31]. Our results
are the first such measurements for these decay modes
and are among the world’s most precise measurements
for charm decays.

0.06− 0.04− 0.02− 0 0.02 0.04 0.06

-oddT

CP
a

 (SCS)0π+π-π+
K→+

sD 0.1)%±2.2±(-1.1
[Belle]

 (CF)-π+π+
K

S
K→+

sD -3
10×5.2)±(-8.2

[FOCUS/ BaBar/ Belle]

 (CF)0π+π-K
+

K→+
sD -3

10×4.3)±3.3±(2.2
[Belle]

 (DCS)0π+π-π+
K→+

D 0.1)%±4.2±(-1.3
[Belle]

 (CF)+π-K
+

K
S

K→+
D 2.68)%±(-3.34

[Belle]

 (SCS)-π+π+
K

S
K→+

D -3
10×7.1)±(-2.7

[FOCUS/ BaBar/ Belle]

 (SCS)0π+π+
K

-
K→+

D
-3

10×1.3)±6.6±(2.6
[Belle]

 (CF)0π+π+π-K→+
D

-3
10×0.8)±1.5±(0.2

[Belle]

 (SCS)-π+π
S

K
S

K→0
D )%-0.12

+0.14
1.42±(-1.95

[Belle]

 (SCS)-π+π-K
+

K→0
D

-3
10×2.1)±(3.5

[FOCUS/ BaBar/ LHCb/ Belle]

 (CF)0π-π+π
S

K→0
D

-3
10×)

-0.76

+0.23
1.38±(-0.28

[Belle]

FIG. 4. Our results for aT -odd
CP (in red) along with other

measurements of aT -odd
CP for D0 and D+

(s)
decays [16, 30, 31].

For decays in which more than one measurement has been
made, the world average value is plotted.

We also measure aT -odd
CP in subregions of phase space

corresponding to intermediate processes D+ → φρ+,
K∗0K∗+, and K∗0ρ+; and D+

s → K∗+ρ0, K∗0ρ+, φρ+,
and K∗0K∗+. These results, as listed in Tab. II, are also
consistent with zero and show no evidence of CP viola-
tion.
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Abstract

Neutrino masses are yet unknown. We discuss the present state of absolute neutrino mass from β
decay experiments; effective Majorana neutrino mass from neutrinoless double-beta decay experiments;
neutrino mass squared differences from neutrino oscillation: solar, atmospheric, reactor and accelerator
based experiments; sum of neutrino masses from cosmological observations. Current experimental challenges
in the determination of neutrino masses are briefly discussed. The main focus is devoted to contemporary
experiments.

1 Introduction
Neutrinos are the second most abundant particle in the universe. Despite of their abundance in the nature,
their hypothetical presence was first announced by Wolfgang Pauli in 1930, when trying to protect the law of
conservation of energy in beta radioactivity [1]. This particle got it’s name "Neutrino" by Enrico Fermi in 1934.
The Neutrinos were introduced as the neutral and massless fermions [2]. These neutrinos interact only via
weak interaction and their cross section of interaction is very small [3]. The direct measurement of the invisible
width of Z-boson limits the number of active left-handed neutrino states to three, Nν = 2.984± 0.008, they are
νe, νµ, ντ [4].
Standard Model of particle physics is based on gauge group (SU(3)C× SU(2)L× U(1)Y) [5, 6]. The electroweak
group is represented by SU(2)L×U(1)Y. This model describes the interaction between fundamental matter
particles i.e. quarks and leptons which are fermions, three fields such as electromagnetic, weak and strong field
and their associated gauge bosons along with a scalar Higgs boson. In the Standard model of particle physics,
neutrinos are considered as massless fermion.
The neutrino oscillation was confirmed by Super Kamiokande [7] and Sudbury Neutrino Observatory [8] and
this remarkable discovery led to the Nobel Prize in Physics in the year 2015 [9, 10]. Neutrino oscillation is a
mechanism in which neutrino changes it’s flavor while propagation i.e a electron neutrino can transform into
muon neutrino and this phenomenon is represented by an expression, να → νβ , where α,β = e,µ, τ [11–13]. All
the fermions in the SM are Dirac, leaving neutrinos. Neutrinos are Dirac (ν 6= ν) or Majorana (ν = ν) is yet to
be established [13–15].
The discovery of neutrino oscillations by neutrino experiments came up with the rejection of the idea of massless
neutrino. This discovery was the first experimentally confirmed dent in the Standard Model of Particle Physics
and it opened the door for physics Beyond Standard Model.

2 Neutrino Mass
The deviation from the prevailing laws of particle physics which were encrypted in the Standard Model of
particle physics was a big gale in the robustness of the Standard Model. Therefore testing out the reason for
the origin of this small mass and accurate determination of the absolute mass could lead to a deeper and fuller
understanding of the particles that make up our world. Scientist have a feeling that solving the neutrino mass
problem will help us to answer many pressing unanswered puzzles of particle physics i.e. matter antimatter
asymmetry, nature of neutrino etc.
Lot many experiments are designed to measure the minuscule mass of the neutrino. On the basis of the design
of experiments these experiments can either measure the absolute mass of neutrino or the mass square difference
of two mass eigenstates of neutrinos.
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2.1 Absolute Mass
Determination of absolute value of neutrino mass is of urgent importance for astrophysics, cosmology, particle
physics and nuclear physics. This information will help in understanding the role of neutrinos in the structure
formation of the universe after the Big Bang [16]. In addition, the absolute value of neutrino mass will help us
in identifying the right theories for the prediction of physics beyond the standard model [17, 18].
Generally the absolute value of neutrino mass can be determined using, (i) model dependent cosmological data
which can impose most stringent upper bound on the sum of the neutrino masses, (ii) determination of absolute
neutrino mass by observing the kinematics of weak interaction such as beta decay, (iii) from neutrino-less
double beta decay (if observed) by observing the mono-energetic peak at the decay Q-value. These approaches
are discussed below.

I Cosmological bounds

Cosmological observations carry imprints of neutrinos and therefore it can be used to extract and constrain the
neutrino properties. Cosmology is sensitive to the following neutrino properties: (i) number of active neutrinos,
(ii) neutrino density, (iii) sum of the neutrino masses.
One of the promising cosmological model, standard model of cosmology incorporates Hubble parameter and
other measurable cosmological parameters, to explain the large scale structures, their dynamics and to answer
unresolved puzzles associated with the evolution and fate of the universe. The accuracy of this model depends
on the precise estimation of the cosmological parameters. The ΛCDM model best describes the present param-
eters, such as density parameter of cold dark matter (Ωc ' 0.25), density parameter of baryons (Ωb ' 0.05),
density parameter of cosmological constant (ΩΛ ' 0.70) and Hubble constant (h ' 0.70).
The precise estimation of neutrino to photon density ratio (nν/nγ) is important for the determination of sum
of neutrino masses. This number is important for computing the Σmν as Ων = ρ0

ν/ρ
0
crit = Σmν/(931.4h2eV ),

where Ων is the present total neutrino density in terms of critical density ρ0
crit.

The neutrino to photon density ratio between the e−e+ annihilation time and non relativistic transition time
of neutrino can be given by the expression ρν/ργ = (7/8)Neff (4/11)4/3, where Neff is effective number of
neutrinos is taken as 3.044 with at least 10−4 precision [19, 20]. The estimated neutrino mass from composite
sample (such as Planck, BAO, RSD) using different cosmological models is mentioned in the table 1.
There are several challenges in measuring sum of neutrino masses which needs to be mentioned for imposing
more stringent constraints on the sum neutrino masses. Few of the challenges are; (i) measurement of cosmo-
logical parameters with utmost accuracy, (ii) to reduce the tension between experimental data measured by
Planck and others datasets, (iii) removal of cosmological model dependency, (iv) inclusion of CMB lensing and
amplitude of the gravitational lensing distortions, (v) current estimation of neutrino density; any change in
neutrino density will affect the CMB spectrum and hinder the correct estimation of the sum of the neutrino
mass by the cosmological data, (vi) range of sum of neutrino mass measured by different models using composite
dataset has to be minimized, because we know, if the neutrino mass variation is in the range 0.025 eV - 1 eV
then the error of the order of 5% will be generated on the matter power spectrum in comparison to the current
matter power spectrum, (vii) variation in CMB temperature spectrum at different angular scale on the sky. An
error of the order of 1/

√
l at low l values will be observed on fraction CMB temperature spectrum, [21].

Most likely upcoming cosmological experiments will addresses above mentioned issues and provide better con-
straints in a near future, few experiments under commissioning are, DESI [22], Euclid [23], LSST [24], SPHEREx
[25], SKA [26], Simon Observatory [27], CMB-S4 [28], LiteBird [29].

II Bounds by β decay experiments

The β decay experiments are designed in a way to explore absolute mass of electron neutrino. The weak
interaction process of β decay can be expressed as n→ p+e−+νe, a careful study of the given reaction can
quantitate the mass of the electron neutrino. The energy spectrum of an electron emitted in a β decay process
can be expressed as P(E) ∝ E(E − E0)p

√
(E0 − E)2 −m2

νe where p is the momentum of outgoing electron
possessing energy E, mνe is the mass of an electron neutrino and E0 is end point energy of the spectrum. The
β decay in 3H (Qβ=18.6 keV) is shown in figure 1.
One of the most promising experiment designed to probe the absolute mass of electron neutrino by studying
the kinematics of β decay is KATRIN (Karlsruhe Tritium Neutrino) experiment. This experiment have the
potential to impose the most stringent upper bound (till date) on the mνe by looking at the decay of tritium
(3H) as 3H → 3He + e−+νe, as mνe < 0.8 eV at the 90% C.L [33].
KATRIN has the capability to reduce the statistical uncertainty by a factor of three and systematic uncertainty
by a factor of two relative to its earlier campaign. In a first campaign KATRIN (2019) reached a sensitivity
of 1.1 eV at 90% C.L and in its second campaign KATRIN (2021) achieved sensitivity of 0.7 eV at 90% C.L.
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Data Σmν (eV) Model Ref.
(95% C.L.)

Planck (TT,TE,EE,+ low-E) + BAO + RSD < 0.101 νΛCDM, νwCDM [30]
Planck (TT+ low-E+lensing)+ BAO + Lyman α < 0.087 ΛCDM+mν [31]
Planck (TT,TE,EE,+ low-E)+ BAO + RSD + Pantheon + DES < 0.13 ΛCDM [32]
Planck (TT,TE,EE,+ low-E)+ BAO + RSD + Pantheon + DES < 0.17 wCDM [32]

TT: temperature power spectra
TE: temperature - polarization power spectra
EE: polarization power spectra
low E : low-l polarization
BAO: Baryon Acoustic Oscillation
RSD: Redshift-Space Distortions
DES: Dark Energy Survey
LSS: Large Scale Structure
CMB: cosmic microwave background
Pantheon: combined sample of supernova Type Ia

Table 1: Combined (CMB+probes of background evolution+LSS) cosmological bounds on Σmν

KATRIN will continue reducing its systematic uncertainty to achieve a designed sensitivity of 0.2 eV at 90%
C.L on mνe .
In a KATRIN second campaign, the total scan time was increased from 521.7 h to 743.7 h, source activity of
Tritium was increased from 9.5X1010 Bq to 2.5X1010 Bq and background rate was reduced from 220 mcps (milli
count per second) to 290 mcps, with respect to its first campaign [33].
The constrain imposed on upper limit of neutrino mass by KATRIN experiment is shown in table 2. Many
other promising upcoming experiments which are designed to impose better constrain on mνe are PTOLEMY
(3H) [34], Project8 (3H) [35], EcHo (163Ho) [36], HOLMES (163Ho) [37], NuMECS (163Ho) [38].
To pin down the absolute electron neutrino mass from β decay experiments many potential challenges needs
to be addressed carefully. Few of them are; (i) spectrometer resolution : a spectrometer with good counting
rate and better end-point energy resolution is required, (ii) intense tritium source : high Becquerel activity is
recommended, (iii) reduction of background [13].

Experiments Isotope mνe (90% C.L.) Ref.

KATRIN (2019) 3H < 1.1 eV [39]
KATRIN (2021) 3H < 0.9 eV [33]
KATRIN (combined) 3H < 0.8 eV [33]

Table 2: Current bounds on electron neutrino mass from β decay kinematics

III 0νββ decay experiments

Till date neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) is a hypothetical nuclear transition and is expressed as (A,Z)
→ (A,Z+2) + 2 e−. This lepton number violating phenomenon if observed, will assign neutrinos Majorana
characteristics of particle. Different isotopes used by experiments searching for the signatures of 0νββ decay
are, 76Ge [41, 42], 82Se [43], 100Mo [44], 130Te [45], 136Xe [46, 47], 48Ca [48], 96Zr [49], 116Cd [50], 150Nd [51].
The half-life of these isotopes are experimentally estimated using the expression, T0ν

1/2 ∝ aε
√
E/(B.∆E) (with
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Figure 1: The beta spectrum of 3H. Data is taken from Ref. [40]

background) and T0ν
1/2 ∝ aεE (background free), where a is the isotopic abundance, ε is the efficiency of the

detection of 0νββ signal at the region of interest (ROI), B is the background index, ∆E is the energy resolution
of the detector and the exposure (E) is given by the product of mass of the isotope and run time. The half-life
of potential 0νββ decay isotope, 136Xe is estimated by KamLAND-Zen, as T0ν

1/2 > 2.3 × 1026 yr [52], which is
the longest half-life ever measured by any experiment.
By considering neutrinos to be a Majorana particle its mass (mββ) is estimated for experimentally measured
isotopic half-life using relation, (T0ν

1/2)−1 = G0ν g4
A |M0ν |2 (m2

ββ/m
2
e). Here M0ν is the nuclear matrix element

(NME), G0ν is the phase space factor (PSF), gA is axial coupling constant, me is mass of electron.
Tightest bounds imposed on the T0ν

1/2 of different isotopes by various experiment are mentioned in table 3. Thus
estimated neutrino mass values mββ is also shown in 3
The challenges for the determination of mββ in 0νββ decay experiments are, (i) detectors must have a good
energy resolution, to distinctly visualize the mono-energetic signal from the prominent 2νββ continuum. (ii)
background mitigation is extremely challenging, experiments are investigating various techniques to minimize
the background at the ROI [53], (iii) large mass of the detector is required to enhance the statistics, (iv) detec-
tors must be deployed deep underground to further minimize the background.
To address few of the above challenges, promising 0νββ decay experiments, which will be commissioned in
near future are; LEGEND-200 (76Ge) [54], AMoRE-II (100Mo) [55], XENON-nT (136Xe) [56], LUX-ZEPLIN
(134Xe,136Xe) [57, 58], nEXO (136Xe) [59], SNO+ (130Te) [60], SuperNEMO (82Se) [61], LEGEND-1000 (76Ge)
[54], KamLAND-Zen 800 (136Xe) [62], NEXT-100 (136Xe) [63], DARWIN (136Xe) [64], (isotopes corresponding
to each experiments shown in bracket).

Experiment Isotope T0ν
1/2 mββ Ref.

(1026 yr) (eV)

KamLAND-Zen 136Xe > 2.3 < 0.036 - 0.156 [52]
GERDA 76Ge > 1.8 < 0.08 - 0.18 [42]
Majorana Demostrator 76Ge > 0.83 < 0.113 - 0.269 [65]
EXO-200 136Xe > 0.35 < 0.09 - 0.29 [59]
CUORE 130Te > 0.22 < 0.09 - 0.31 [45]
CUPID-0 82Se > 0.035 < 0.31 - 0.64 [43]
CUPID-Mo 100Mo > 0.015 < 0.31 - 0.54 [44]

Table 3: Current bounds on 0νββ decay half-life and Majorana neutrino mass

IV Combined bounds

Combined bounds on neutrino masses from cosmological, β decay, 0νββ decay in both Dirac and Majorana
cases shown in figure 2.
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Figure 2: Limit on neutrino mass predicted by running and upcoming experiments, (left) shows the bounds for
Dirac case and (right) shows the bounds for Majorana case, where nloc.

ν is the local neutrino number density,
mν is the absolute neutrino mass and ΓCNB is total relic neutrino event rate. Image credit [66]

2.2 Neutrino mass squared differences
In the old theory of electroweak interactions, formulated by Glashow, Weinberg and Salam, lepton flavor was
conserved and neutrinos were assumed as massless fermions. This simply means that leptons produced in a
particular flavor state will remain in that state forever. Further, Neutrino oscillation or conversion of the neu-
trino flavor was observed in the solar [8] and atmospheric [7] neutrino experiments. As soon the theory of
two component neutrino was developed, B. Pontecorvo proposed the idea of neutrino oscillation in 1957-1958
[67]. He was the first physicist to propose the idea neutrino oscillation and assign mass to a massless neutrino.
Further solar and atmospheric neutrino anomaly [7, 7] was resolved by assigning oscillation phenomenon to
neutrino. In 2015 Nobel prize in physics was awarded to T. Kajita and A. B. McDonald for their landmark
discovery of neutrino oscillation. These results of neutrino oscillation were subsequently confirmed by reactor
experiment, such as, KamLAND [68, 69] and long baseline experiment, such as, NOvA [70].
The Z decay width estimated by LEP restricted the number of active neutrinos to three (νe,νµ,ντ ). These
neutrinos interact with luminous matter via weak interaction. The neutrino oscillations can be analytically ex-
pressed using Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) matrix and two mass-squared differences of active
neutrino, this makes minimum six parameters, solar mixing angle θ12, atmospheric mixing angle θ23, reactor
mixing angle θ13, solar mass-squared difference ∆m2

21, atmospheric mass-squared difference ∆m2
31, Dirac CP

Phase δCP . For baseline (L), neutrino energy (E) and δCP = 0, in three flavor neutrino oscillation probability
equations can be expressed as:
For small values of L/E :

P(νe → νµ) = sin2(2θ13) sin2(θ23) sin2(1.27∆m2
23
L
E )

P(νµ → ντ ) = cos4(θ13) sin2(2θ23) sin2(1.27∆m2
23
L
E )

P(νe → ντ ) = sin2(2θ13) cos2(θ23) sin2(1.27∆m2
23
L
E )

For large values of L/E :
P(νe → νµ,τ ) = cos2(θ13) sin2(2θ12) sin2(1.27∆m2

12
L
E ) +

1
2 sin

22θ13

Among the above mentioned six parameters, θ12, θ13, θ23, ∆m2
21, and |∆m2

31| are known with good precision but
sign of |∆m2

31|, value of δCP and octant of θ23 are still in research phase. Sign of |∆m2
31| is unknown therefore

the mass of active neutrinos can be represented by two hierarchies; normal hierarchy (∆m2
31 > 0) and inverted

hierarchy (∆m2
31 < 0). Where mass state distribution in these hierarchy indicates, normal hierarchy : m3 > m2

> m1 and inverted hierarchy: m2 > m1 > m3.
As we know that, modern neutrino oscillation experiments are opting for heavier targets to increase the inter-
action statistics. But these targets also introduce nuclear effects and its presence modifies the kinematics of
neutrino-nucleon interaction, reasonably. Few of the groups have studied impact of nuclear effect on nuclear
properties [71–74]. For determination of neutrino oscillation parameters with utmost precision, good knowledge
of nuclear effects is required.
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I Solar neutrino experiment

Sun is a abundant source of neutrino and produce electron neutrino in the process of fusion. The total solar
neutrino flux comes from different fusion reactions , (i) p+p→2H+e++νe (Eνe≤0.42 MeV), (ii) p+e−+p→2H+νe
(Eνe=1.44 MeV), (iii) p+3He→4He+e++νe (Eνe≤18.8 MeV), (iv) e−+7Be→3Li+νe (Eνe=0.86 MeV), (v)
8B→8Be∗+e++νe (Eνe.15 MeV), (vi) 13N→13C+e++νe (Eνe≤1.20 MeV), (vii) 15O→15N+e++νe (Eνe≤1.73
MeV), (viii) 17F→17O+e++νe (Eνe≤1.74 MeV). Amongst these the dominant contribution to solar neutrino
flux comes from pp reaction (99.6%).
Solar neutrino experiments can be largely divided into three groups, (i) gallium based experiment (GALLEX-
GNO; SAGE), (ii) chlorine based experiment (Homestake), (iii) real time experiment. Till date the real time
experiment designed to study solar neutrinos flux consist of, (a) water (heavy) detectors (Kamiokande; Super-
Kamiokande; SNO) (b) liquid scintillator detectors (Borexino; Kamland).
The solar neutrino fluxes predicted by Solar Standard Model (SSM) at one astronomical unit is shown in figure
3 left, where continuum sources are in units of cm−2 s−1 MeV−1, and the line fluxes are in units of cm−2 s−1.
Along with the SSM predictions, figure 3 right, gives the current picture of experimentally estimated flux of B,
Be with respect to CNO and Be with respect to B. These estimated solar neutrino fluxes are compared with
solar models, SSM B16-GS98 and SSM B16-AGSS09met.
In order to overcome the discrepancy in SSM predictions and the estimated solar neutrino flux by different
experiments, a fine tuning of model with the experimental predictions is urgently required in order to reduce
the error in neutrino parameter predictions. To achieve this we have to move toward experiments with improved
sensitivity.
Solar neutrino experiments and their latest bounds on ∆m2

21 are listed in table 4. Allowed 1σ, 2σ, 3σ regions
for ∆m2

21 and sin2θ12 from all solar neutrino data (green: SK+SNO), (blue: KamLAND), combined result (red)
as shown in figure 4.

Figure 3: Left: Predicted neutrino flux from Solar Standard Model, image credit [75, 76]. Right: Estimated
1σ allowed region of solar neutrino flux by experiments and SSM, image credit [77].

The challenges in measuring solar neutrino oscillation parameters are, (i) detectors must have a good energy
resolution, (ii) to reduce the statistical error large fiducial mass of detector is required, (iii) signals produced
by radiogenic materials mimic the signals of solar neutrino, therefore radiogenic background must be reduced,
(iv) detector needs to be shielded by overburden of the Earth to reduce the cosmic background, (v) accurate
measurement of pp, pep, 7Be fluxes in constraining ∆m2

21 better, (vi) oscillation tomography of the Earth will
need solar neutrinos to be studied to get a better picture of oscillated neutrino flux. (v) high level of purification
of scintillator and detector components, (vii) minimization of the systematic errors; uncertainties in the fiducial
volume due to the vertex shift and uncertainty in energy scale due to water transparency in Cherenkov signals.
Upcoming experiments addressing the above challenges are, SNO+ (130Te) [60, 78], JUNO (linear alkylbenzene)
[79], Hyper-Kamiokande (water Cherenkov) [80], DUNE (liquid argon) [81], DARWIN (liquid xenon) [82].
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Figure 4: Dependency of ∆m2
21 on sin2θ12 from all solar neutrino data for allowed 1σ, 2σ, 3σ regions where green

represents: SK+SNO, blue represents: KamLAND, red represents for combined result. Image credit [83, 84].

Experiment Material ∆m2
21 Reaction Threshold Ref.

(10−5) eV2 (MeV)

SNO D2O 7.46+0.20
−0.19 (KamLAND+global solar; 3ν) νe+d→e−+p+p 3.5 [85]

νx+d→νx+p+n
νx+e−→νx+e−

SK H2O 7.49+0.19
−0.18 (KamLAND+global solar; 3ν) νx+e−→νx+e− 3.5 [86]
4.8+1.5

−0.8 (SK-I+II+III+IV; 3ν)

KamLAND LS 7.53+0.18
−0.18 (KamLAND+global solar+SBL+ 0.5/5.5 [68, 87, 88]

accelerator:3ν)

Homestake C2Cl4 νe+37Cl→e−+37Ar 0.814
Borexino LS νx+e−→νx+e− 0.19 [89–91]
SAGE 71Ga νe+71Ga→71Ge+e− 0.233 [92]
GALLEX-GNO GaCl3 νe+71Ga→71Ge+e− 0.233 [92]
SK:Super-Kamiokande

LS: liquid scintillator

x=e−,µ, τ

Table 4: Current best fit values on ∆m2
21 along with reactions of solar neutrino experiments.

II Atmospheric neutrino experiment

Cosmic ray particles are mostly protons, these protons after entering the earth atmosphere interacts with at-
mospheric nuclei present at high altitude. These high energy nuclear interactions produce many pi mesons and
less abundantly produced kaons. These meson are unstable and decay into other particles. The π+ meson
decays into a µ+ and a νµ. This produced µ+ are also unstable particles which further decays into an e+, νe
and νµ as shown in figure 5 left. Similar decay process takes place for unstable π− meson and kaons. The
neutrino produced in these processes are known as atmospheric neutrinos. The atmospheric flux consist of both
neutrinos and antineutrinos. Atmospheric neutrino flux as a function of neutrino energy is shown in figure 5
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right. The energy of these atmospheric neutrinos varies from few MeV to few PeV range and their path lengths
are suitable to probe many of the prevailing neutrino puzzles. When these neutrinos (antineutrinos) pass via
earth the matter effects influence the oscillation probability as the oscillation parameters sin2θ13 and ∆m2

32

are replaced by their matter equivalents. Matter effects plays a significant role in distinguishing neutrino mass
hierarchy since atmospheric neutrino flux has L/E dependency. Current atmospheric neutrino experiments are
listed in table 5. Upcoming experiments sensitivity to neutrino mass ordering are, Hyper-Kamiokande (4.0 σ
for runtime of 10 years), DUNE (3.0 σ for runtime of 10 years ), KM3NeT/ORCA (4.4 σ for normal ordering
and 2.3 σ for inverted ordering for runtime of 3 years), IceCube Upgrade (3.8 σ for normal ordering and 1.8 σ
for inverted ordering for runtime of 6 years).

Figure 5: Left: production of atmospheric neutrinos. Image credit [93]. Right: Atmospheric neutrino flux.
Image credit [94]

Challenges in determining atmospheric neutrino parameters are, (i) necessity of larger detector, (ii) under-
ground location to reduce the cosmic muon flux, (iii) uncertainty in atmospheric neutrino flux since flavor
changes with neutrino energy, (iv) smearing in neutrino energy and neutrino direction measurement, (v) neu-
trino flavor identification, (vi) reconstruction of the direction of neutrino energy, (vii) systematic errors, (viii)
degeneracy due to uncertainty in neutrino parameters.
Upcoming experiments under development addressing above challenging are, KM3NeT/ORCA (water cherenkov)
[95], IceCube-Gen2 (ice cherenkov) [96], JUNO (linear alkylbenzene) [79], INO (iron) [97], Hyper-Kamiokande
(water cherenkov) [80], DUNE (liquid argon) [81].

Experiment Material ∆m2
32 Ref.

(10−3) eV2

Super-Kamiokande H2O 2.50+0.13
−0.20 (NO) [98]

IceCube Ice 2.31+0.11
−0.13 (NO) [99]

ANTARES H2O 2.0+0.4
−0.3 [100]

Kamiokande H2O [101]
Soudan2 Fe [102]
IMB H2O [103]

Table 5: Atmospheric neutrino experiments
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III Reactor neutrino experiment

Along with the energy production by nuclear fission the nuclear reactors also produces flavor pure source of
anti neutrino (ν̄e) flux, which are well understood and this special feature makes reactors a “free” and copious
neutrino source for the study. In reactor neutrino physics we use inverse beta decay (IBD) where antineutrino
will interact with the proton of detector target and produce a positron which annihilates an electron (prompt
signal) and a neutron which is captured afterwards (delayed signal).
We can broadly categorize the reactor experiments into (i) short baseline (∼1 km) and (ii) long baseline (∼100-
1000 km) reactor experiments. Three short baseline reactor neutrino experiments which looked for antineutrino
disappearance with the main objective to measure last unknown neutrino oscillation angle θ13 are Double Chooz
in France [104], RENO in South Korea [105] and Daya Bay in China [106]. All the three experiments used detec-
tors which included liquid scintillator target loaded with 0.1% of Gadolinium. These experiments started taking
data in 2011 and the results of the three experiments for sin2θ13 are Double Chooz: 0.119 ± 0.016 (stat.+syst.)
(using data collected up to 2016); Daya Bay: 0.0841 ± 0.0027 (stat.) ± 0.0019 (syst.) (using data collected up
to July 2015) [107]; RENO: 0.086 ± 0.006 (stat.) ± 0.005 (syst.) (using data collected up to September 2015)
[108]. These experiments can also add knowledge to the value of the effective combination of mass, which can
be expressed as,

∆m2
ee ≡ cos2θ12∆m2

31 + sin2θ12∆m2
32

At the same time we can also extract information regarding the sign (+ for NO, - for IO) of a phase Φ�
which depends on solar parameters. The upcoming reactor experiment JUNO have the potential to determine
the neutrino mass ordering at ≥ 3σ to be 31% by 2030. Current and planned reactor neutrino experiments
shown in table 6.
Challenges in determining reactor neutrino parameters are, (i) only νe disappearance can be studied, (ii) reactor
neutrino flux decreases as a function of distance because antineutrino flux is isotropic, (iii) difficult to compute
νe spectrum, because neutrino spectrum of each decay isotope is different, (iv) Only νe with relatively large
Q value can be detected because of threshold of 1.8 MeV, (v) about 75 % of νe produced by reactor cannot
be detected because of their energy is below 1.8 MeV reaction threshold, (vi) reduction of background below
neutrino event rate, (vii) shielding of detector from cosmic rays is required, (viii) suppression of radioactive
background is needed.
Upcoming experiments resolving above challenging are, SNO+ (130Te) [60], JUNO (linear alkylbenzene) [79].

Experiment Material ∆m2
32 Ref.

(10−3) eV2

Daya Bay liquid scintillator 2.471+0.068
−0.070 (NO) [109]

-2.73+0.14
−0.14 (IO)

RENO liquid scintillator 2.63+0.14
−0.14 (NO) [110]

-2.73+0.14
−0.14 (IO)

Double Chooz liquid scintillator θ13 [111]
KamLAND liquid scintillator θ12, ∆m2

21 [87]

Table 6: Reactor ν experiments

IV Accelerator neutrino experiment

The most controlled manner to neutrino production is by means of particle accelerators. The accelerators at
FNAL, CERN and J-PARC accelerates protons at high energies and crash into heavy target, emergent debris
would primarily be the unstable pions, then beam of νµ and νµ are produced as, π± → µ± + νµ(νµ). Neutrino
beam are then propagates towards the detectors. For a short-baseline neutrino experiments, MicroBooNE [112],
ICARUS [113] and SBND [114] receives unoscillated neutrino flux whereas oscillated neutrino flux received by
long-baseline experiments, NOvA [70], T2K [115] and DUNE [81]. Current and planned accelerator neutrino
experiments are shown in table 7.

9



Challenges in determining neutrino parameters in accelerator based experiments are, (i) high statistics of neu-
trino event data is required, (ii) minimizing theoretical and experimental systematic error, (iii) high beam power
of proton accelerator is needed for neutrino production, (iv) necessity of novel detection technology, (v) reduc-
tion of beam related background, (vi) reduction of uncertainty in mixing angle (θ23) and determination of its
octant.
Upcoming experiments addressing above challenges are, ICARUS T600 (liquid argon) [113], SBND (liquid ar-
gon) [114], MOMENT (water cherenkov) [116], PROMPT (iron) [117], SND@LHC (tungsten) [118], FASERν
(tungsten) [119], SHiP (tungsten) [120], DsTau (tungsten) [121], Hyper-Kamiokande (water cherenkov) [80],
DUNE (liquid argon) [81].

Experiment Material ∆m2
32 Ref.

(10−3) eV2

NOvA liquid scintillator 2.48+0.11
−0.06 (NO) [70]

-2.54+0.11
−0.06 (IO)

T2K water Cherenkov 2.45+0.07
−0.07 (NO) [115]

-2.43+0.07
−0.07 (IO)

MINOS+ steel scintillator 2.40+0.08
−0.09 (NO) [122]

-2.45+0.07
−0.8 (IO)

MicroBOONE liquid argon νµ → νe [112]

Table 7: Accelerator neutrino experiments

3 Conclusion
To summarize, determination of neutrino mass is a difficult task. We have given a brief overview of current
experimental challenges in a neutrino mass measurement. Current limits on neutrino mass from β decay and
0νββ decay; bounds on neutrino mass-squared differences from neutrino oscillation; bounds on sum of neutrino
masses from cosmological measurements are discussed.
Next generation neutrino experiments with enhanced measurement techniques will further constraints on neu-
trino mass.
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Hadronic B decays and charm at Belle II

Sagar Hazra, on behalf of the Belle II collaboration

Tata Institute of Fundamental Research,
Mumbai 400 005, India

We report the measurements of various hadronic B decays at the Belle II experiment using
a 362 fb−1 sample of electron-positron collisions collected at the Υ (4S) resonance. All results
agree with the previous determination, and some of them are already competitive with the
world’s best measurement. In addition, we present a newly developed algorithm for D meson
flavor tagging (discriminating between D0 and D̄0) at Belle II.

1 Introduction

Measurement of hadronic B decays play an important role in the flavor physics program to test
the standard model (SM) and its extensions. Decays mediated by Cabbibo-suppressed b → u
and b → d, s loop transitions constitute sensitive probes for non-SM contributions. We can
exploit isospin symmetry in some hadronic decays to construct various sum rules. One such
sum-rule combines the branching fractions and CP asymmetries of B → Kπ decays, providing
a null test with precision better than 1% in the SM 1. Similarly, the CKM angle φ2/α can be
determined by measuring various B → ππ decays related by isospin symmetry. Belle II has
a unique capability of studying jointly, and within a consistent experimental environment, all
relevant final states of isospin-related B decays to put a stringent bound on the sum-rule test as
well as to improve our knowledge of angle φ2 . The CKM angle φ3/γ is the SM candle for CP
violation and is very reliably predicted. A measurement of this angle has been performed in an
analysis of the B → DK decays. Lastly, we report a novel charm flavor tagger that would be
important for CP violation and mixing studies in the charm sector.

2 Determination of signal yield

A key challenge in reconstruction of decay modes considered here is the large contamination from
e+e− → qq (q = u, d, s, c) background coupled with a small signal branching fraction. We use
a binary-decision-tree classifier that combines a number of variables, most related to the event
shape topology, which provide discrimination between the BB̄ and qq events. To determine the
signal yield, we rely on two kinematic variables: the energy difference ∆E = E∗

B−
√
s/2 between

the energy of the reconstructed B candidate and half the collision energy, and the beam-energy-

constrained mass Mbc =
√
s/(4c4)− (p∗B/c)

2, which is the invariant mass of the B meson, with

its energy being replaced by half the collision energy; all quantities are calculated in the Υ (4S)
frame.
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3 Isospin sum-rule

The isospin sum-rule relation for the B → Kπ system provides a stringent null test of the SM 1,

IKπ = AK+π− +AK0π+

B(K0π+)

B(K+π−)

τB0

τB+

− 2AK+π0

B(K+π0)

B(K+π−)

τB0

τB+

− 2AK0π0

B(K0π0)

B(K+π−)
= 0, (1)

where B, A, and τ are the branching fractions, direct CP asymmetries, and lifetimes of B mesons,
respectively. We measure the time-integrated asymmetry for the CP eigenstate B0 → K0π0 by
inferring the B-meson flavor (B0 or B0) from that of the other B meson produced on the Υ (4S)
decay, using a category-based flavor tagger 2.

Figures 1 and 2 show the ∆E distributions of all four Kπ final states. From the fits we
obtain the following branching fractions,

B(B0 → K+π−) = [20.7± 0.4(stat)± 0.6(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B+ → K+π0) = [14.2± 0.4(stat)± 0.9(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B+ → K0π+) = [24.4± 0.7(stat)± 0.9(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B0 → K0π0) = [10.2± 0.6(stat)± 0.6(syst)]× 10−6

and CP asymmetries

A(B0 → K+π−) = −0.07± 0.02(stat)± 0.01(syst),

A(B+ → K+π0) = 0.01± 0.03(stat)± 0.01(syst),

A(B+ → K0π+) = −0.01± 0.08(stat)± 0.05(syst),

A(B0 → K0π0) = −0.06± 0.15(stat)± 0.05(syst).

The dominant contribution to the systematic uncertainties comes from the π0 and K0
S recon-

Figure 1 – Signal-enhanced ∆E distributions of B0 → K+π− (left) and B+ → K+π0 (right).

struction efficiencies for the decays having these final state particles. These are determined
with the help of selected control samples and are expected to significantly decrease with the
availability of larger sample sizes.

We also measure CP asymmetry in B0 → K0
Sπ

0 decays using a time-dependent method.
Additional motivation to perform this measurement is to determine the value of ∆S = S −
sin(2φ1) for the b → s loop transition, which is sensitive to potential NP contribution. The
main challenge of this analysis is the absence of primary charged particles, which leads to poor
decay time resolution. The analysis is validated with the B0 → J/ψK0

S control sample, with the
B decay time reconstructed using only the K0

S vertex. Figure 3 shows the reconstructed ∆E
and ∆t (difference in proper times between two B meson decays) distributions from which we
obtain

A = 0.04+0.15
−0.14(stat)± 0.05(syst)



Figure 2 – Signal-enhanced ∆E distributions of B+ → K0π+ (left) and B0 → K0π0 (right).

and

S = 0.75+0.20
−0.23(stat)± 0.04(syst).

Precision of the measured mixing-induced asymmetry parameter S is already competitive with
the world’s best measurement although based on a small dataset.

We combine the time-dependent and time-integrated measurements to obtain the best sen-
sitivity of AK0

Sπ
0 = −0.01±0.12(stat)±0.05(syst). Putting all B and A values of the Kπ system

together, we obtain an overall Belle II isospin test:

IKπ = −0.03± 0.13(stat)± 0.05(syst),

which is consistent with the SM prediction and comparable with world’s best result (−0.13±0.11)
even with a smaller sample.
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Figure 3 – Signal-enhanced ∆E distribution (left) and background subtracted B0 and B0–tag ∆t distribution
(right) for B0 → K0

Sπ
0 time-dependent CP asymmetry measurement.

4 Towards the determination of φ2

The combined analysis of branching fractions and CP violating asymmetries of the complete set
of B → ππ isospin partners enables a determination of φ2

3. We focus here on B+ → π+π0



Figure 4 – Signal-enhanced ∆E distributions of B+ → π+π0 (left) and B0 → π+π− (right).

and B0 → π+π− decays. Belle II has the unique capability to study all the B → ππ decays to
determine the CKM angle φ2. Figure 4 shows the ∆E distributions of π+π0 and pi+π− channels.

We obtain the following branching fractions,

B(B0 → π+π−) = [5.83± 0.22(stat)± 0.17(syst)]× 10−6,

B(B+ → π+π0) = [5.02± 0.28(stat)± 0.32(syst)]× 10−6,

and CP asymmetry of A(B+ → π+π0) = −0.08± 0.05(stat)± 0.01(syst). The dominant contri-
bution in the systematic uncertainties comes from π0 reconstruction and tracking efficiency.

5 Determination of φ3/γ

The CKM angle φ3/γ is a SM benchmark as it is the only angle accessed using tre e level B
decays. The angle φ3 is governed by interference between the favoured b→ cūs and suppressed
b→ uc̄s transitions in the B → DK decays:

Asup(B− → D̄0K−)

Afav(B− → D̄0K−)
= rBe

i(δB−γ), (2)

where δB is the strong phase difference and rB is the magnitude of the suppression. The angle φ3

can be measured using different modes based on a different possible D final states. We present
the determination of φ3 using GLW 4,5 and GLS 6 methods with Belle and Belle II datasets.

The GLW method uses the D → K+K− (CP -even) and D → K0
Sπ

0 (CP -odd) eigenstate to
determine φ3 from RCP± = 1 + r2

B ± 2rB cos δB cosφ3 and ACP± = ±2rB sin δB sinφ3/RCP±.
This analysis used a combined Belle (711 fb−1) and Belle II (189 fb−1) data sample. We find the
following relative branching frations,

RCP+ = (1.16± 0.08(stat)± 0.04(syst))%,

RCP− = (1.15± 0.07(stat)± 0.02(syst))%

and CP -violating rate asymmetries,

ACP+ = (+12.5± 5.8(stat)± 1.4(syst))%,

ACP− = (−16.7± 5.7(stat)± 0.6(syst))%.

While the results for CP -even eigenstate are not yet competitive with the world average, the
CP -odd eigenstate results achieve world’s best measurement as it is a unique channel for the
Belle II.

The GLS method uses the Cabibbo-suppressed channels B± → D(→ K0
SK

±π∓)h± (same
sign) and B∓ → D(→ K0

SK
±π∓)h∓ (opposite sign) to determine 4 CP asymmetries and 3



branching ratios. This analysis used the combined Belle (711 fb−1) and Belle II (362 fb−1) data
sample. While the results are not competitive with world average, they still provide a constraint
on the measurement on φ3. This results will be used for the combination of φ3 measurement
with Belle and Belle II data sample. We find the following ratio of branching fractions,

ADKSS = −0.089± 0.091± 0.011,

ADKOS = +0.109± 0.133± 0.013,

ADπSS = +0.018± 0.026± 0.009,

ADπOS = −0.028± 0.031± 0.009,

and CP -violating rate asymmetries,

RDK/DπSS = 0.122± 0.012± 0.004,

RDK/DπOS = 0.093± 0.013± 0.003,

RDπSS/OS = 1.428± 0.057± 0.002.

6 The charm flavor tagger

Identification of the D0 flavor plays a crucial role in the CP -violation and mixing measurement
in the charm sector. Typically all the charm analysis uses the conventional D∗-tagging method
which has high purity but substantially reduces the data sample size. The main motivation for
developing a new algorithm is to also include D0 mesons that do not emerge from a D∗ decay.
The new charm flavor tagger uses boosted-decision-trees to recover additional flavor information
from the extra charged particles. Figure 5 shows a good agreement between the calibrated and
true flavor dilution. The novel charm flavor tagger has an effective tagging power,

εeff
tag = (47.91± 0.07(stat)± 0.51(syst))%,

which is calculated in the D0 → K−π+ decays. Effective increase in the sample size is estimated

Figure 5 – True dilution as a function of calibrated dilution for D0 → K−π+ decays.

to evaluate the impact of charm flavor tagger in physics analysis. Figures 6 shows the effect of
charm flavor tagger on D∗ → D0[→ K+π−π0]π+ decays. We find for D0 → K−π+, doubling
the effective sample size compared to conventional D∗-tagged decays.



Figure 6 – Distribution of the difference between D∗ and D0 mass for the D∗ → D0[→ K+π−π0]π+ decays.

7 Conclusions

In summary, hadronic B decays and charm physics play an important role in sharpening flavor
picture. Belle II has unique access to channels that offer key tests of the SM. We have shown
five new results: CP violation in B0 → K0

Sπ
0 that probes isospin sum rule with world leading

precision, precise measurements of various two-body decays related to the extraction of angle
φ2, joining forces with Belle sample to offer most up-to-date information on φ3 from GLW and
GLS analyses, and a novel neutral charm tagger that nearly doubles the tagged D meson sample
size.
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The processes e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− and e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. are studied for the first time with
179 pb−1 of e+e− annihilation data collected with the BESIII detector at center-of-mass energies
from 2.3094 GeV to 2.6464 GeV. No significant signal for the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process is observed
and the upper limit of the Born cross section is estimated at each energy point. For the process
e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c., a significant signal is observed at center-of-mass energies near 2.6454 GeV
and the corresponding Born cross section is reported.

I. INTRODUCTION

Baryons, specifically the proton and neutron, are the
basic building blocks of matter. These half-integer spin
fermions are comprised of three valence quarks bound
together by the strong interaction. The most com-
mon baryons are the ones from the spin 1/2 SU(3)
octet, whose properties have been extensively studied in
electron-positron collision experiments [1]. The cross-
section lineshape of many baryon pair production pro-
cesses seem to display the common feature of a plateau
starting from threshold, including pp̄ [2], nn̄ [3], ΛΛ̄ [4],
ΣΣ̄ [5], ΞΞ̄ [6], and Λ+

c Λ̄−c [7].

However, the baryon decuplet, which is comprised of
the spin 3/2 SU(3) baryons, is not fully investigated
in electron-positron collisions. Compared to the baryon
octet, the decuplet is a simpler system as the wave func-
tions of the decuplet baryons are symmetric under flavor
exchange. The lightest member of the decuplet is the
∆ baryon with a mass of 1232 MeV/c2, which is heavier
than the nucleon by about 300 MeV/c2. Experimental in-
formation on ∆ baryons comes mostly from experiments
in the space-like region [8], but rarely from the time-like
region. The e+e− annihilation process can provide infor-
mation on time-like form factors of the ∆, similar to the
practice for octet baryons [1].

In a naive perturbative description of the e+e− an-
nihilation into baryons, the virtual time-like photon is
first coupled to a primary qq̄ pair, which then hadronizes
by popping two additional quark-antiquark pairs from
the vacuum. The total perturbative cross section σ
at a given center-of-mass (c.m.) energy

√
s is ob-

tained by superposing the amplitudes with different fla-
vors q in the primary qq̄ pair and squaring the result,
σ(e+e− → NN̄) ∝ |

∑
Qqa

N
q (s)|2, where aNq repre-

sents the amplitude of producing the baryon N with a
given primary flavor q and Qq denotes the charge of flavor
q. These amplitudes are determined by the baryon wave
functions [9]. Since ∆ baryons have totally symmetric
wave functions, the corresponding amplitudes are equal,
a∆
u = a∆

d ≡ a∆. For all 4 members of the ∆ multiplet,
∆++,∆+,∆0,∆−, their relative yields predicted by per-
turbative theory are ∆++ : ∆+ : ∆0 : ∆− = 4 : 1 : 0 : 1
[9, 10]. However, the relative yield within the multiplet
can also be obtained by the relevant Clebsch-Gordan (C-
G) coefficients [11] and corrected by the corresponding
reduced matrix elements for isospin 1 and 0. For ∆
baryons, one expects the relative yields σ(∆++) = σ(∆−)
and σ(∆+) = σ(∆0) from the C-G decomposition even
without the precise values of the reduced matrix ele-
ments [9]. This contradicts the perturbative prediction.

A more detailed discussion of baryon pair production is
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carried out by J. G. Körner and M. Kuroda in Ref. [12],
including the baryon decuplet. Since the ∆ states are
spin 3/2 baryons, four form factors are required to fully
describe their structure. In the framework of the general-
ized vector-dominance model (GVDM), the form factors
can be predicted by assuming they arise from the cou-
pling of many vector mesons in the form of a product of
poles. Within the GVDM, the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− pro-
cess has the largest cross section in the baryon decuplet
due to the relatively light mass and double charge of the
∆++ baryon, which can reach tens of pb near the thresh-
old.

The energy threshold of ∆++ pair production is ac-
cessible at BESIII and datasets at different energies have
been collected to study baryon pair production. The pre-
dicted cross section for e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− may be acces-
sible at BESIII, providing a first step toward extraction
of the production ratios within the ∆ multiplet in order
to test theoretical predictions. In this paper, we present
a search for the process e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− with the sub-
sequent decay ∆++ → pπ+ based on data samples col-
lected with the BESIII detector at 6 c.m. energies from
2.3094 to 2.6464 GeV, corresponding to a total integrated
luminosity of 179 pb−1 [13, 14], as listed in Table I. Si-
multaneously, the single ∆ processes, e+e− → ∆++p̄π−

and its charge conjugate (c.c.), are also studied.

TABLE I. Data set and expected cross section. The symbol√
s is the c.m. energy. L is the integrated luminosity. σtheory

is the cross section of the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process predicted
in Ref. [12].

√
s (GeV) L (pb−1) σtheory (pb)

2.3094 21.1 0.0

2.3864 22.5 0.0

2.3960 66.9 0.0

2.5000 1.10 19.7

2.6444 33.6 5.7

2.6464 34.1 5.6

II. DETECTOR AND DATA SAMPLES

The BESIII detector [15] records symmetric e+e− col-
lisions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [16], which
operates in the c.m. energy range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV,
with a peak luminosity of 1× 1033 cm−2s−1 achieved at√
s = 3.77 GeV. BESIII has collected large data samples

in this energy region [17]. The cylindrical core of the BE-
SIII detector covers 93% of the full solid angle and con-
sists of a helium-based multilayer drift chamber (MDC),
a plastic scintillator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a
CsI(Tl) electromagnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are
all enclosed in a superconducting solenoidal magnet pro-
viding a 1.0 T magnetic field [18]. The solenoid is sup-
ported by an octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive

plate counter muon identification modules interleaved
with steel. The charged-particle momentum resolution
at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the specific ionization energy
(dE/dx) resolution is 6% for electrons from Bhabha scat-
tering. The EMC measures photon energies with a res-
olution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the barrel (end cap)
region. The time resolution in the TOF barrel region is
68 ps, while that in the end cap region is 110 ps.

The geant4-based [19] simulation software package
boost [20], which includes the geometric and material
description of the BESIII detector and the detector re-
sponse, is used to produce Monte Carlo (MC) simu-
lated data samples. The initial particles are provided by
process-dependent generators, then treated with boost.
Exclusive MC samples are generated using the ConExc
generator [21] with initial state radiation (ISR) and vac-
uum polarization (VP) taken into account to determine
the detection efficiencies and to provide shapes of the in-
volved processes. Inclusive hadron production of the type
e+e− → hadrons is simulated by a hybrid generator [22]
to estimate possible background processes and to opti-
mize event selection criteria. The beam energy spread
of BEPCII is less than 1 MeV at

√
s < 3 GeV, which

is much smaller than the experimental resolution of the
BESIII detector and can be ignored in the simulation.

III. EVENT SELECTION

For the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process (with the subse-
quent decay ∆++ → pπ++c.c.), the final state pp̄π+π− is
reconstructed for the study of ∆ production. Candidate
events are required to have exactly four reconstructed
charged tracks detected in the acceptance of the MDC
within a polar angle (θ) range of | cos θ| < 0.93, where θ is
defined with respect to the z-axis, which is the symmetry
axis of the MDC. For these tracks, the distance of clos-
est approach to the interaction point must be less than
10 cm along the z-axis, and less than 1 cm in the trans-
verse plane. Particle identification (PID) combines mea-
surements of the dE/dx in the MDC and the flight time
in the TOF to calculate a likelihood L(h) (h = p,K, π)
for each hypothesis of a hadron h. Tracks are identified
as protons when the proton hypothesis has the greatest
likelihood (L(p) > L(K) and L(p) > L(π)). Charged
pions are identified by comparing the pion and kaon hy-
pothesis likelihoods of the remaining tracks, requiring
L(π) > L(K). Exactly two oppositely charged pions and
one proton-antiproton pair are required in each event.
To improve the momentum and energy resolution and to
suppress background events, a four-constraint (4C) kine-
matic fit imposing four-momentum conservation is per-
formed under the hypothesis e+e− → pp̄π+π−. The χ2

of the kinematic fit is required to be less than 50. The
semi-∆ process, i.e. e+e− → ∆++p̄π− and its charge
conjugate, can be studied simultaneously since it has the
same final state particles and similar kinematics.

The characteristic signal is expected to appear in the
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invariant mass spectrum of the pπ combination, which
is denoted as m(pπ). The two-dimensional (2D) distri-
butions of m(pπ+) vs. m(p̄π−) and m(pπ−) vs. m(p̄π+)
of the events selected from data at

√
s = 2.6444 GeV

are shown in Fig. 1 as an example. An enhancement
around the nominal ∆ baryon mass is visible in the dou-
bly charged combination of pπ (left plot) while the Λ
signal is visible in the neutral combination (right plot).
Potential background reactions to the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−−

process are studied using inclusive e+e− → hadrons MC
samples. Simulated events are subject to the same se-
lection procedure as that applied to the experimental
data. According to MC simulations, the dominant back-
ground stems from e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c., ΛΛ̄, and
pp̄π+π− processes, which have the same final state par-
ticles as the signal reaction. Other background channels
like e+e− → ρ0pp̄, ∆0p̄π+ +c.c. and ∆0∆̄0 are also possi-
ble but rare, according to the inclusive hybrid MC sample
described earlier.
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FIG. 1. 2D distributions of m(p̄π−) vs. m(pπ+) (left) and
m(p̄π+) vs. m(pπ−) (right) for the candidate events selected
from data taken at

√
s = 2.6444 GeV.

IV. SIGNAL YIELD AND CROSS SECTION

Since the data samples in both 2D distributions are
identical, there is a correlation between them. How-
ever, the variation in spectrum shapes among the dif-
ferent components is not significant in spectra other
than the characteristic spectrum due to the final state
being a 4-body system with numerous degrees of free-
dom. Nonetheless, the correlation can help to con-
strain the yields of the components in a 2D simultane-
ous fit. To determine the signal yield of the e+e− →
∆++∆̄−− process, a simultaneous unbinned maximum
likelihood fit is performed to the 2D distributions of
m(p̄π−) vs. m(pπ+) and m(p̄π+) vs. m(pπ−). This
procedure is repeated at each energy point. In the
fit, the yields of corresponding components in both 2D
spectra are obtained with shared parameters. The sig-
nal is modeled with the MC-derived shape of m(p̄π−)
vs. m(pπ+) and m(p̄π+) vs. m(pπ−) for the e+e− →
∆++∆̄−− process. The background is described by
the MC-simulated shape of four dominant components,

which are phase space (PHSP) (e+e− → pp̄π+π−), semi-
∆ (e+e− → ∆++p̄π− and pπ+∆̄−−, with three-body
phase space), and e+e− → ΛΛ̄, while other rarer compo-
nents are neglected since their distributions are similar
to those of the phase space. Figure 2 shows the projec-
tions of m(pπ+), m(p̄π−), m(pπ−) and m(p̄π+) for the
simultaneous fit to data taken at at 2.6444 GeV; these
indicate that the data is well-described by these five com-
ponents. In extraction of the ∆++∆̄−− signal, the yields
of the semi-∆ processes, i.e. e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c., is
obtained simultaneously. Although the events are dupli-
cately used in the two 2D distributions, the statistical
uncertainties of the yields of ∆++ involved processes in
the simultaneous fit remain unaffected. This is because
the target signal, ∆++, is a broad resonance resulting in a
negligible discrepancy between the signal and the PHSP
in the invariant mass spectra other than the character-
istic one, as illustrated in Fig. 2. The yields are listed
in Tables II and III. Due to the closeness of the ener-
gies, the data samples at 2.6444 GeV and 2.6464 GeV
are combined.
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FIG. 2. Projections of the simultaneous fit to the 2D dis-
tributions of m(p̄π−) vs. m(pπ+) and m(p̄π+) vs. m(pπ−)
of the candidate events selected from data taken at

√
s =

2.6444 GeV. The black dots with error bars are data. The
blue solid curve is the total fit result. The dashed and dotted
curves show the components as indicated in the legends, and
χ2/ndf is the ratio of the χ2 value to the number of degrees
of freedom in the fit.

The statistical significance of the signal is determined
by comparing the change of the negative log-likelihood
value in the fit without the signal contribution and con-
sidering the change of the number of degrees of freedom.
The statistical significances are listed in Tables II and
III. The ∆++∆̄−− signal is not significant for any of the
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c.m. energies. A significant semi-∆ component is ob-
served only above 2.6 GeV.

The upper limit on the signal yield of the
e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process is determined with a Bayesian
approach [23] via a likelihood scan. The systematic un-
certainty is considered by choosing the most conservative
result among the fit variations used to evaluate the ad-
ditive uncertainties and smearing the obtained likelihood
curve with a Gaussian function with the width of the mul-
tiplicative systematic uncertainty [24]. The upper limit
on the signal yield at the 90% confidence level (C.L.),
Nup, is determined by integrating the smeared likelihood
function L(N), as illustrated shown in Fig. 3. The up-
per limit, Nup, corresponds to 90% of the full integral,

i.e.
∫ Nup

0
L(x)dx/

∫∞
0
L(x)dx = 0.90. The same method

is applied to the e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. process at the
energy points with a statistical significance less than 2σ.
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FIG. 3. Likelihood distributions vs. the signal yields
of the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process for data taken at√
s = 2.6444 GeV. The red dotted arrow indicates the up-

per limit at the 90% C.L. by only considering the statistical
uncertainty, while the blue dashed arrow has incorporated the
systematic uncertainty.

The Born cross section is calculated as

σB =
N

L · ε · (1 + δ) ·Br
, (1)

where N is the number of signal events in data, L is
the integrated luminosity, ε is the detection efficiency,
(1 + δ) is the radiative correction factor due to ISR
and VP, and Br is the branching fraction of the decay
∆++ → pπ+ (100%) [11]. Both ε and 1 + δ are ob-
tained from MC simulation of the signal reaction at each
c.m. energy. The input Born cross section lineshape for
the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process remains constant above
the threshold, which is determined by the sum of the
masses of internal particles and is equal to 2.464 GeV. Be-
low the threshold, the lineshape follows a Breit-Wigner
distribution centered at the threshold with a width of
0.165 GeV, representing the width of the ∆ baryon pair.

The lineshape for the e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. process
is similar but with the threshold at 2.310 GeV and the
width of the Breit-Wigner distribution at 0.117 GeV.
The results of Born cross sections and upper limits for
e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− and e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. are re-
ported in Tables II and III, respectively, and are also
shown in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 4. Born cross sections of e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− and
∆++p̄π− + c.c.. The green dots with solid lines represent
the Born cross sections with uncertainties. The red short-
dashed and green long-dashed lines show the upper lim-
its. The red solid curve shows theoretical prediction for
the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process in Ref. [12]. To avoid the
overlap between different processes, the c.m. energies of the
e+e− → ∆++p̄π−+c.c. process are shifted left by 5 MeV. Pen-
tagrams show combined results of two nearby energy points
2.6444 GeV and 2.6464 GeV, and the results at the two energy
points are shifted to left and right by 5 MeV, respectively.

V. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY

Various sources of systematic uncertainties concerning
the measurement of the Born cross sections are investi-
gated, including event selection criteria, integrated lumi-
nosity, radiative correction factor, branching fraction, fit
procedure, and the mass and width of the ∆++ baryon.

The uncertainty due to differences between data and
MC simulation for the tracking efficiency and PID are
investigated using the high-purity control samples of
e+e− → K+K−π+π− [13, 25] for pions and e+e− →
pp̄π+π− [26] for protons, which are assigned as 1.0% and
1.0%, per track, respectively. The uncertainty associ-
ated with the χ2 requirement on 4C kinematic fit is also
studied by comparing the difference between data and
MC simulation. A Gaussian function is convolved with
the MC-simulated χ2 shape to better match the data for
the χ2 distribution. The change of efficiency with the
Gaussian-smeared MC shape is taken as the uncertainty,
and ranges from 0.5% to 2.3%. The integrated luminosity
of data at each energy point is measured using large-angle
Bhabha events with an uncertainty of 0.8% following the
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TABLE II. Born cross sections of e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− at various c.m. energy points. All symbols are defined the same as those
in Eq. (1). The Nup and σB

up are set at the 90% C.L. for the c.m. energy points with statistical significance less than 2σ. The
branching fraction of ∆++∆̄−− decaying to the final state pp̄π+π− is 100.0%. The first uncertainty is statistical and the second
one is systematic. The line with an asterisk is a combined result of two nearby energy points

√
s = 2.6444 and 2.6464 GeV.

√
s (GeV) N (Nup) ε (1 + δ) σB (σB

up) (pb) Significance (σ)

2.3094 0.0+0.3
−0.0 (1.4) 0.009 0.869 0.0+1.9

−0.0 ± 0.0 (8.7) 0.01

2.3864 4.3+7.9
−4.3 (16.3) 0.059 0.864 3.7+6.8

−3.7 ± 0.3 (14.1) 0.56

2.3960 17.0+12.8
−14.1 (35.0) 0.068 0.865 4.3+3.3

−3.6 ± 0.4 (8.9) 1.19

2.5000 0.0+2.3
−0.0 (4.7) 0.172 0.919 0.0+13.2

−0.0 ± 0.0 (27.1) 0.00

2.6444 12.3+53.3
−12.3 (95.4) 0.280 0.962 1.4+5.9

−1.4 ± 0.1 (10.5) 0.24

2.6464 0.0+11.4
−0.0 (46.4) 0.282 0.962 0.0+1.2

−0.0 ± 0.0 (5.0) 0.00
∗2.6454 0.0+26.5

−0.0 (87.3) 0.281 0.962 0.0+1.4
−0.0 ± 0.0 (4.8) 0.00

TABLE III. Born cross sections of e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. at various c.m. energy points. All symbols are the same as Table II.
√
s (GeV) N (Nup) ε (1 + δ) σB (σB

up) (pb) Significance (σ)

2.3094 0.0+0.4
−0.0 (1.8) 0.004 0.873 0.0+6.2

−0.0 ± 0.0 (28.1) 0.00

2.3864 5.2+6.9
−5.2 (17.0) 0.046 0.928 5.4+7.2

−5.4 ± 0.5 (17.6) 0.88

2.3960 0.0+14.1
−0.0 (30.7) 0.056 0.932 0.0+4.0

−0.0 ± 0.0 (8.8) 0.01

2.5000 0.0+5.0
−0.0 (6.5) 0.156 0.961 0.0+30.3

−0.0 ± 0.0 (39.4) 0.00

2.6444 424.8+77.6
−109.2 0.247 0.982 52.1+9.5

−13.4 ± 4.2 3.87

2.6464 536.0+57.7
−58.9 0.252 0.982 63.6+6.8

−7.0 ± 8.0 6.26
∗2.6454 965.1+81.9

−82.5 0.249 0.982 58.2+4.9
−5.0 ± 5.9 7.09

method in Ref. [14].
The uncertainty of the radiative correction factor is

obtained by altering the Born cross-section lineshape in
the MC simulation. In the ∆++∆̄−− case, the nomi-
nal lineshape is flat above the threshold with a Breit-
Wigner tail below, considering the broad width of the ∆
baryon. Although Ref. [12] predicted a lineshape for the
baryon pair production, the shape does not consider the
width of the ∆ baryon and becomes 0 below threshold.
To estimate the uncertainty, the shape is replaced by a
more general power-law shape for a baryon pair produc-
tion [27], which is motivated by perturbative quantum
chromodynamics and represents the power-law asymp-
totic behaviour of baryons, convolved with the Breit-
Wigner resonance shape of the ∆ baryon. In the semi-∆
case, a three-body PHSP distribution is chosen as an
alternative lineshape to replace the nominal flat distri-
bution. The three-body PHSP distribution is an integral
of two cascaded quasi-two-body PHSP distributions, i.e.
σ ∝

∫
PS(
√
s,mpπ,m∆) · PS(mpπ,mp,mπ)dm2

pπ with
PS(ma,mb,mc) to be the two-body PHSP factor of the
a → b + c process [28]. The difference of the product of
the efficiency and radiative correction factor after chang-
ing the lineshapes is taken as the uncertainty, which is
around 1% at most energy points.

The uncertainty associated with the branching frac-
tion of ∆++ → pπ+ is negligible since this is the only
allowed decay mode. The uncertainty from the unknown
polar angle, θ∆, distribution of the ∆ baryon is esti-

mated by dividing the difference of efficiencies between
the two extreme angular distributions, (1 + cos2 θ∆) and

(1 − cos2 θ∆), by
√

12 assuming a uniform probability
distribution [29], giving uncertainties in the range of
3.8− 10.7%.

Uncertainties due to the choice of the signal and back-
ground shapes are estimated by smearing the shapes with
a Gaussian function determined from the difference of
the Λ peak in data and MC simulation. The difference
on the yields of the e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. process in
the signal extraction is taken as the uncertainty, and is
less than 1% above 2.6 GeV. Since there is almost no sig-
nal below 2.6 GeV, the relative systematic uncertainty is
not estimated. The uncertainty of the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−−

process is quoted from that of the e+e− → ∆++p̄π−+c.c.
process.

Since the ∆ is a wide resonance, the uncertainty due
to its mass and width is estimated by using the values in
Ref. [30] in simulation. Specifically, the mass and width
are changed from 1.2310 GeV/c2 and 0.1150 GeV, re-
spectively, to 1.2308 GeV/c2 and 0.1109 GeV. Then the
uncertainty is estimated with the same method for the
shapes, and is in the range of 1.5− 4.7% above 2.6 GeV
and ignored at lower energies. The influence of interme-
diate states is checked for small contributions shown in
inclusive hadronic MC samples and several possible reso-
nances. Among the small contributions, the ρ0pp̄ compo-
nent has relatively large influence on the signal yield in
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the 2D fit. The uncertainty from this intermediate pro-
cess is estimated with the same method for the shapes
by comparing the yield of the e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c.
process, which will contribute an uncertainty about 5%.
Several possible excited baryons have also been veri-
fied and the most likely contribution is found to come
from the N(1710)+p̄ + c.c. process with N(1710)+ →
∆++π−. Since the N(1710)+p̄ + c.c. channel is part of
the ∆++p̄π− + c.c. process, the uncertainty is only esti-
mated for the ∆++p̄π−+ c.c. process above 2.6 GeV and
the contribution is at most 5.0%. The intermediate states
are correlated and result in reduction of the signal yield.
A conservative uncertainty is estimated by choosing the
largest one among those contributions. All of the sys-
tematic uncertainties of the cross section measurement
are summarized in Table IV.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process is
searched for with data taken at c.m. energies from 2.3094
to 2.6464 GeV. There is no significant e+e− → ∆++∆̄−−

signal at any energy, while clear signals for the
e+e− → ∆++p̄π− + c.c. process are observed above 2.6
GeV. Upper limits on the Born cross sections of the
e+e− → ∆++∆̄−− process at the 90% C.L. are extracted;
they are comparable to but lower than the predictions in
Ref. [12]. With only upper limits, the predicted produc-
tion ratios among ∆ multiplet members in Ref. [9] cannot
be addressed. Higher statistics are required for further
studies of ∆ pair production.
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Abstract. We study the clustering of primordial black holes (PBHs) and axion miniclus-
ters produced in the model proposed to explain the LIGO/Virgo events or the seeds of the
supermassive black holes (SMBHs) in Ref. [1]. It is found that this model predicts large
isocurvature perturbations due to the clustering of PBHs and axion miniclusters, from which
we obtain stringent constraints on the model parameters. Specifically, for the axion decay
constant fa = 1016 GeV, which potentially accounts for the seeds of the SMBHs, the PBH
fraction in dark matter should be fPBH . 7 × 10−10. Assuming that the mass of PBHs in-
creases by more than a factor of O(10) due to accretion, this is consistent with the observed
abundance of SMBHs. On the other hand, for fa = 1017 GeV required to produce PBHs of
masses detected in the LIGO/Virgo, the PBH fraction should be fPBH . 6×10−8, which may
be too small to explain the LIGO/Virgo events, although there is a significant uncertainty
in calculating the merger rate in the presence of clustering.
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1 Introduction

Primordial black holes (PBHs) [2–4] are black holes formed from overdense regions in the early
universe. Recently, LIGO and Virgo detected the black hole merger events [5–8]. The masses
of the black holes are estimated to be of O(10)M�, providing motivation to consider PBHs
in this mass region [9–15]. Furthermore, the origin of supermassive black holes (SMBHs) is
also a motivation for the existence of PBHs. SMBHs are black holes with M & 106M� and
are considered to reside at the centers of galaxies [16]. SMBHs have been observed at high
redshifts z & 6 (for example, see Refs. [17–20]). However, it is difficult for stellar black holes
to grow into SMBHs by z ∼ 6 through the Eddington accretion (for review, see Refs. [21, 22]).
As an attractive alternative for their origin, PBHs have been studied [23–27].

Recently, PBH formation from inhomogeneous QCD axions was proposed in Ref. [1], mo-
tivated by analogous works using the Affleck-Dine mechanism [26–31]. (See also Refs. [32, 33]
for subsequent work on the scenario.) The QCD axion [34, 35] is a hypothetical particle aris-
ing as a (pseudo-)Nambu-Goldstone boson in the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) mechanism [36, 37],
which solves the strong CP problem. Assuming that the PQ symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken during inflation, the axion field experiences quantum fluctuations. As a result, its spatial
distribution is characterized by a Gaussian distribution. In Ref. [1], the spatial distribution of
the QCD axion is significantly modified from the Gaussian one by introducing a temporally
large PQ breaking term. Such a temporal PQ breaking term is realized, for example, by the
Witten effect [38–42], which makes the axion settle down to one of the minima depending on
the inflationary fluctuations. Then, depending on the initial position, the universe could be
divided into two types of regions with different axion field values. Subsequently, the poten-
tial by the Witten effect disappears by further breaking the residual U(1) symmetry, but the
axion field value in each region remains the same. After that, when non-perturbative QCD
effects become relevant, the QCD axion starts to oscillate with different amplitudes in the
two different types of regions. For a certain choice of parameters, one of them leads to rare
and very dense regions where the axion abundance is large, called “QCD axion bubbles” or
simply “axion bubbles”. After these dense regions enter the horizon, they collapse to PBHs
or form miniclusters. On the other hand, axions produced in the other regions can account
for dark matter.

A fascinating feature of the QCD axion bubble scenario is its capability to produce
PBHs and miniclusters within the bubbles, while simultaneously accounting for dark matter.
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Figure 1. An illustration of the PBH clustering process in this scenario. The solid and dashed
lines denote larger-scale and smaller-scale perturbations, respectively. If the field value at x is larger
than the critical value φc, axion bubbles are formed there. While the size of bubbles corresponds to
smaller-scale perturbations, larger-scale perturbations induce bubble clustering.

Additionally, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the axion decay constant and the
PBH mass. For instance, if the axion decay constant is O(1016) GeV, the PBH mass becomes
O(104)M�, which overlaps with the mass range required for the seeds of the SMBHs, while
if the decay constant is O(1017) GeV, the PBH mass becomes O(10)M�, which corresponds
to the mass accounting for the LIGO/Virgo events.

In this scenario, the properties of the axion bubbles or subsequently formed PBHs
depend on the axion field value at the end of inflation. The perturbations on the bubble scale
determine the PBH formation while the perturbations on larger scales control the clustering
properties of PBHs. The properties of the PBH clustering were recently studied in the PBH
formation model using the modified type of Affleck-Dine baryogenesis [43] (see also Ref. [44]),
where the clustering was evaluated by considering the two-point correlation function and it
was found that the PBH abundance is severely constrained from isocurvature perturbations
due to the PBH clustering. Applying a similar analysis to the QCD axion bubble scenario,
one would expect strict limits on the PBH abundance.

The clustering of PBHs is induced by large-scale perturbations of the field value. The
schematic image of the PBH clustering is shown in Fig. 1. In this figure, φi is the axion
field value averaged over the observable universe, and φc is the threshold field value for
bubble formation. The axion field acquires quantum fluctuations during inflation. The
dashed line denotes larger-scale perturbations, which produce the large-field region (red),
the intermediate region (green), and the small-field region (blue). The solid line denotes the
sum of the large-scale perturbations and the smaller-scale perturbations. The figure shows
that more axion bubbles are formed in the large-field region.

The clustering is a characteristic feature of the PBH formation from axion/baryon bub-
bles, in which perturbations of the field value determines the bubble formation. In particular,
the ordinary scenario in which the PBH formation is due to the inflationary curvature fluctu-
ation does not show the clustering because the density fluctuation is multiplied by k2 to the
curvature perturbation and thus the large-scale perturbation (scale larger than the horizon
scale at the PBH formation) is suppressed.

In this paper, we evaluate the PBH correlation and isocurvature perturbations in the
PBH formation scenario from the axion bubbles. We derive constraints on the model param-
eters or the PBH abundance from isocurvature perturbations on the CMB scale. It is found
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Figure 2. Time evolution of the universe in this scenario.

that the isocurvature perturbations of the axion miniclusters set a severe constraint on this
scenario.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the scenario of axion
bubble formation proposed in Ref. [1]. In Sec. 3, we evaluate the abundance of PBHs and
axion miniclusters. We calculate the reduced PBH correlation function in Sec. 4. In Sec. 5,
we evaluate the power spectrum of the isocurvature perturbations and obtain the constraints
on the axion bubbles. Finally, Sec. 6 is devoted to the conclusion and discussion of our
results.

2 Axion bubble formation

In this section, we describe the PBH formation scenario proposed in Ref. [1]. The history
of the universe in this scenario is shown in Fig. 2. In this scenario, the PQ symmetry is
spontaneously broken before or during inflation. Since the QCD axion φ is massless during
inflation, it obtains quantum fluctuations, by which the axion field value has a Gaussian
distribution.

After inflation, φ acquires two types of potential. First, the QCD axion couples to
gluons through

L ⊃ g2

64π2
φ

fa
εµνρσF

aµνF aρσ, (2.1)

where g is the coupling constant of the strong interaction, fa is the decay constant of the
axion, εµνρσ is the totally antisymmetric tensor in four dimensions, and F aµν is the field
strength of gluons. Through non-perturbative QCD effects, this term gives the effective
potential of the axion field,

VQCD(φ) = m2
a(T )f2a

(
1− cos

φ

fa

)
, (2.2)

where the temperature-dependent mass ma(T ) is given by

ma(T ) '

0.57 neV
(
1016 GeV

fa

) (
0.15GeV

T

) c
2 T > 0.15 GeV

0.57 neV
(
1016 GeV

fa

)
T < 0.15 GeV

, (2.3)

with c = 8.16 [45]. Here, we choose φ = 0 as the strong CP conserving point. For later
convenience, we define ma0 ≡ ma(T < 0.15 GeV).

Second, to realize axion bubbles, we assume that φ also couples to a hidden U(1)H
gauge field through

L ⊃ − αH
16π

(
NH

φ

fa
+ θH

)
εµνρσF

µν
H F ρσH , (2.4)
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Figure 3. Potential and dynamics of the axion in the axion bubble formation scenario. After inflation,
the axion settles in one of the minima of the potential induced by the Witten effect. The different
minima lead to oscillations with different amplitudes when the QCD potential becomes relevant.

where αH is the fine-structure constant of the hidden gauge interaction, NH is an integer
called a domain-wall number, θH is the θ-parameter of the U(1)H gauge symmetry, and FµνH
is the field strength of the U(1)H gauge field. In the following, we take NH = 2. Note that
since we have chosen φ = 0 as the CP conserving point, θH is nonzero in general.

Suppose that some larger symmetry (e.g. SU(2)H) is spontaneously broken into U(1)H
and monopoles are produced after inflation. In the presence of the coupling (2.4), U(1)H
monopoles have hidden electric charges through the Witten effect [38]. The axion field then
acquires a mass proportional to

√
nM with nM being the number density of monopoles [39].

Since the axion mass decreases more slowly than the Hubble parameter H during the
radiation-dominated (RD) era, the axion field starts oscillations when the monopole-induced
axion mass becomes comparable to the Hubble parameter. The monopoles behave as matter,
which subsequently leads to the matter-dominated (MD) universe for the parameters of our
interest.

Since NH = 2, the axion potential caused by the Witten effect has a periodicity of π in
φ/fa and minima at

φ
(n)
min = (−θH + 2πn)

fa
2
, (2.5)

where n is an integer. Thus, the axion field rolls down to the nearest minimum depending
on its initial value at the end of inflation. We assume 0 < θH � 1 and define ε ≡ θH/2 so

that φ
(0)
min = −εfa. We depict the potential and dynamics of the axion in Fig. 3. Around

φc ≡ (−ε+ π/2)fa ' πfa/2, the axion field with φ < φc (φ > φc) rolls down to φ
(0)
min (φ

(1)
min).

In the following, we assume that φ rolls down to either of φ
(0)
min or φ

(1)
min after inflation.

We further assume that the U(1)H symmetry is spontaneously broken before the QCD
phase transition. As a result, the monopoles decay, and the axion becomes massless again.
Then, around the QCD phase transition, the axion acquires a potential VQCD through non-
perturbative QCD effects. The axion potential from the QCD effect (2.2) has a periodicity

of 2π in φ/fa and takes a minimum value at φ = 0. Thus, the axion field at φ
(0)
min or φ

(1)
min

starts to oscillate with an initial amplitude ε or π− ε around the origin when the axion mass
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becomes comparable to the Hubble parameter. Due to the different oscillation amplitudes,
the universe is separated into low and high axion density regions. In this scenario, we set
the parameters so that the formation of high-density regions is rare. Then, regions with high
axion density (called axion bubbles) appear in the low axion density background. We assume
that the background axions account for dark matter. To explain all dark matter density by
axions, the parameter ε is set to [1]

ε =
φDM

fa
≡ 4.25× 10−3

(gosc
60

)0.209( fa
1016 GeV

)−0.582
, (2.6)

where gosc is the effective relativistic degrees of freedom at the onset of oscillations due to
VQCD. On the other hand, axion bubbles collapse into PBHs if they have sufficiently high
energy density at the horizon reentry. Specifically, if the inside of a bubble is dominated by
axions at the horizon reentry, it collapses into a PBH, and otherwise, an axion minicluster is
formed.

3 Axion bubble density

Here, we discuss the condition for bubble and PBH formation and evaluate the abundance of
PBHs and axion miniclusters. The axion starts to oscillate at T ' Tosc satisfying ma(Tosc) =
3H(Tosc), where Tosc is calculated as

Tosc = 0.211 GeV
(gosc

60

)−0.0822( fa
1016 GeV

)−0.164
. (3.1)

At that time, the local number density of axions na is given by,

na(Tosc) =
1

2
κma(Tosc)φ

2
oscF (φosc) , (3.2)

where φosc is the axion field value at T ' Tosc, and κ is the numerical fudge factor, which is
set to κ = 1.5. Here, we also include the anharmonic correction factor F , which is written
as [46, 47]

F (φosc) =

[
1− log

(
1− (φosc/fa)

2

π2

)]1.16
. (3.3)

To evaluate the energy density of the axions, it is convenient to consider the ratio of the
axion number density to the entropy density, na/s. The entropy density at T = Tosc is given
by

s(Tosc) =
4ρrad(Tosc)

3Tosc
=

4H2(Tosc)M
2
Pl

Tosc
=

4M2
Plm

2
a(Tosc)

9Tosc
, (3.4)

where MPl ' 2.4 × 1018 GeV is the reduced Planck mass. For T < Tosc, na/s is conserved
and thus given by

na(T )

s(T )
=
na(Tosc)

s(Tosc)
=

9κTosc
8ma(Tosc)

(
φosc
MPl

)2

F (φosc) . (3.5)

In the scenario of Ref. [1], the bubble formation depends on the axion field value at
the end of inflation. Since the axion is massless during inflation, the axion field diffuses
by quantum fluctuations. The time evolution of the axion field φ coarse-grained over the
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horizon scale is described by a probability distribution P (N,φ), which obeys the Fokker-
Planck equation:

∂P (N,φ)

∂N
=
H2

inf

8π2
∂2P (N,φ)

∂φ2
, (3.6)

where Hinf is the Hubble parameter during inflation, and N is the e-folding number defined
by

N = ln
a

ai
. (3.7)

Here, a (ai) is the (initial) scale factor. In the following, we assume that Hinf is constant
during inflation. Then, the solution of this equation is given by

P (N,φ;φi) =
1√

2πσ(N)
exp

(
−(φ− φi)2

2σ2(N)

)
,

σ(N) =
Hinf

2π

√
N ,

(3.8)

where we set the initial condition P (0, φ;φi) = δ(φ − φi) at the horizon exit of the current
horizon scale, N = 0. If we assume 0 < φi < φc, the probability that φ rolls down to the

minima other than φ
(0)
min or φ

(1)
min after inflation is negligibly small. Thus, we can approximate

the total volume fraction of the axion bubbles by

β(φi) =

∫ ∞
φc

P (Nend, φ;φi)dφ , (3.9)

where Nend is the e-folding number at the end of inflation. The volume fraction of the axion
bubbles that exit the horizon between N and N + dN is given by βN,1(N ;φi)dN with

βN,1(N ;φi) ≡
∂

∂N

∫ ∞
φc

P (N,φ;φi)dφ =
φc − φi

2N
P (N,φc;φi) . (3.10)

Here, the e-folding number N is related to the wavenumber k. At the horizon crossing of
perturbations, the wavenumber [' (bubble size)−1] is given by k = aHinf . In our definition
of N , we set k0 = aiHinf and then,

N = ln
k

k0
, (3.11)

where we take k0 = 2.24 × 10−4 Mpc−1. The resultant volume fractions of bubbles for
φi = φc − 4.5Hinf , φc − 5Hinf , and φc − 5.5Hinf are shown in Fig. 4.

The temperature when the energy density of the background radiation ρrad becomes
equal to that of axions inside bubbles, TB, is calculated as

TB =
4

3
ma0

na
s

∣∣∣
bubble

= 3.04 MeV
(gosc

60

)−0.418( fa
1016 GeV

)1.16

×
[
1 + 0.0842 ln

(
fa

1016 GeV

)
− 0.0302 ln

(gosc
60

)]1.16
,

(3.12)
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Figure 4. Volume fraction of axion bubbles for different initial conditions φi. We used Eq. (3.11) to
relate k and N .

where we assumed TB < 0.15 GeV, which holds for the parameters of our interest. At the
cosmic temperature T < TB, axion bubbles collapse into PBHs when they reenter the horizon,
which sets the lower bound on the PBH mass MPBH as

Mc = 1.68× 104M�

(gf
10

)− 1
2
(gosc

60

)0.836( fa
1016 GeV

)−2.33
×
[
1 + 0.0842 ln

(
fa

1016 GeV

)
− 0.0302 ln

(gosc
60

)]−2.33
,

(3.13)

where gf is the effective relativistic degrees of freedom at the PBH formation. Here, we
assume that the PBH mass is equal to the background horizon mass when the axion bubbles
enter the horizon. Then, we obtain the relation between MPBH and k as

k = 4.55× 106 Mpc−1
(gf

10

)− 1
12

(
M�
MPBH

) 1
2

. (3.14)

The critical scale kc corresponding to Mc is given by

kc = 3.51× 104 Mpc−1
(gf

10

) 1
6
(gosc

60

)−0.418( fa
1016 GeV

)1.16

×
[
1 + 0.0842 ln

(
fa

1016 GeV

)
− 0.0302 ln

(gosc
60

)]1.16
.

(3.15)

Now we have relations among k, N , and MPBH. Thus, we can define one quantity as a
function of another quantity. For example, we will use N(MPBH) and N(k) in the following.
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Figure 5. Mass spectrum of the PBH fraction. While the initial condition controls the overall PBH
abundance, fa controls the mass cutoff, where the PBH mass spectrum has a peak.

The PBH fraction to dark matter fPBH is obtained as

dfPBH

d lnMPBH
≡ 1

ρDM

dρPBH

d lnMPBH

=
ρrad(Tf )

2ρa,DM(Tf )
βN,1(N(MPBH);φi) Θ(MPBH −Mc)

=
3Tf

8ma0

(na,DM

s

)−1
βN,1(N(MPBH);φi) Θ(MPBH −Mc) , (3.16)

where ρa,DM and na,DM are the energy density and number density of the background axion
responsible for dark matter, respectively, Tf is the temperature at the PBH formation, Θ(x)
represents a step function, and we used |d lnMPBH| = 2|d ln k| = 2|dN |. We show the mass
spectra of PBHs for fa = 1016 GeV and 1017 GeV in Fig. 5, where each spectrum has a peak
at the cutoff mass Mc. We approximate the spectrum of PBHs as monochromatic ones, i.e.
dfPBH/d lnM ∝ δ(M−Mc) in the following. Then we evaluate fPBH by dfPBH/d lnMPBH in
Eq. (3.16) at the peak mass. Here and hereafter, we use gosc = 60 and 10 for fa = 1016 GeV
and 1017 GeV, respectively, and gf = 10 independent of the decay constant.

On the other hand, axion bubbles smaller than k−1c do not form PBHs but axion mini-
clusters. The mass of axion miniclusters is determined by the axion density in the bubbles,
and its formula depends on whether the horizon entry takes place before the onset of axion
oscillations or not. Here, we introduce the scale kosc that reenters the horizon when the axion
starts oscillation (T ' Tosc). The miniclusters with scale k < kosc are formed after the axion
oscillation, and their fraction to dark matter fAMC is estimated as

dfAMC

d ln k
≡ 1

ρDM

dρAMC(k)

d ln k
=
ρin(k)

ρa,DM
βN,1(N(k);φi) =

ña/s|φosc=πfa−φDM

na/s|φosc=φDM

βN,1(N(k);φi) ,

(3.17)
where ρAMC is the energy density of the axion miniclusters averaged over the whole uni-
verse, ρin is that inside the axion miniclusters, and ña is defined by changing ma(Tosc) →

– 8 –



(a) fa = 1016 GeV (b) fa = 1017 GeV

Figure 6. Energy density fraction of axion bubbles for fa = 1016 GeV (left panel) and fa = 1017 GeV
(right panel).

√
m2
a(Tosc) + k2/a2(Tosc) in the definition of na, Eq. (3.2). We assume that the mass of

axion miniclusters is equal to the total axion mass inside axion bubbles when they enter the
horizon. Then, we obtain the relation between MAMC and k as

MAMC(k) = 2.04× 10−2 M�

(gosc
60

)−0.418( fa
1016 GeV

)1.16(kosc
k

)3

×
[
1 + 0.0842 ln

(
fa

1016 GeV

)
− 0.0302 ln

(gosc
60

)]1.16
.

(3.18)

For miniclusters with scale k > kosc, fAMC is given by

dfAMC

d ln k
=
ña/s|φosc=φdec
na/s|φosc=φDM

βN,1(N(k);φi) , (3.19)

φdec = (πfa − φDM)

(
ma(Tosc)

3Hk

) 1
2

, (3.20)

where Hk is the Hubble parameter when the axion bubbles with the scale k reenter the
horizon. Here, we take into account the decrease of φ from the horizon crossing to the onset
of axion oscillations [1].

We show the energy spectrum of axion bubbles in Fig. 6, where fbub is the global energy
fraction of axion bubbles. In this figure, we take into account the dependence of the relativistic
degrees of freedom on the temperature at the horizon reentry of mode k. The energy density
of axion miniclusters has a peak at k = kosc. Due to the Eq. (3.18), we approximate the
mass spectrum of axion miniclusters as monochromatic ones, i.e. dfAMC/d lnM ∝ δ(M −
MAMC(kosc)) in the following. Then we evaluate fAMC by dfAMC/d lnMAMC at the peak
mass using Eqs. (3.17) and (3.18).

4 Reduced PBH correlation function

The PBH clustering is characterized by the correlation function of the PBH density, 〈δPBH(x)δPBH(y)〉,
with δPBH(x) = (ρPBH(x)− ρ̄PBH)/ρ̄PBH, ρ̄PBH being the spatial average of the PBH density,
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ρPBH(x), over the whole universe. While the two-point correlation function with x = y
corresponds to the Poisson fluctuations, that with x 6= y, ξ(|x − y|), reflects the effect of
the clustering. Here, the angular bracket denotes the ensemble average. ξ(L) is called the
reduced PBH correlation function and obtained as [43]

ξ(L) ≡
∫ ∫

d lnMid lnMjρrad(Mi)ρrad(Mj)βN,2(N(Mi), N(Mj), N(2π/L);φi)/4(∫
d lnMρrad(M)βN,1(N(M);φi)/2

)2 − 1 , (4.1)

where ρrad(M) is the radiation energy density when the scale corresponding to PBHs with a
mass ofM enters the horizon, and βN,2 is the formation probability of axion bubbles located at
two points, x and y, whose comoving distance is L. Note that |d lnMPBH| = 2|d ln k|. Suppose
that the sizes of the two bubbles located at x and y are 2πk−1x and 2πk−1y , respectively.
Following the discussion in Ref. [43], βN,2 is evaluated as

βN,2(Nx, Ny, NL;φi) ≡
∂2

∂Nx∂Ny

∫
dφL P (NL, φL;φi)

×
∫

dφx P (Nx −NL, φx;φL)Θ(φx − φc)

×
∫

dφy P (Ny −NL, φy;φL)Θ(φy − φc) ,

(4.2)

where NL, Nx, and Ny (φL, φx, and φy) are e-folding numbers (axion field values) when the
scales L, 2πk−1x , and 2πk−1y exit the horizon during inflation, respectively. The axion fields
at the two points, x and y, evolve in the same way as long as they are inside the same Hubble
horizon. When their separation becomes the horizon size, which corresponds to N = NL, the
field values at x and y start to evolve independently from φL. Note that φL can be regarded
as a background value over the scale L (before the appearance of the axion potential) but it
spatially fluctuates beyond this scale. Nx and Ny can be translated into the PBH mass using
Eq. (3.14) or the mass of axion miniclusters using Eq. (3.18).

We show the schematic image of our calculation in Fig. 7. The solid line shows spatial
fluctuations of the field value smoothed over the horizon scale at each time, and the dashed
line shows the fluctuations which exited the horizon at the former time. The larger φL is, the
more bubbles are formed in the region with comoving size L. Since φL spatially fluctuates
beyond the scale L, the number of bubbles fluctuates accordingly. As a result, the bubbles
form clusters.

As mentioned above, we consider a monochromatic mass in the following. Thus, we
focus on Nx = Ny = N . By substituting Eq. (3.8) into Eq. (4.2), we obtain βN,2 analytically
as

βN,2(N,N,NL;φi) =
H4

inf

128π5σ5(N −NL)
exp

[
− (φi − φc)2

σ2(N −NL) + 2σ2(NL)

]
×

[
σ2(NL)σ2(N −NL)

(
σ2(N −NL) + 2σ2(NL)

)− 3
2

+

(
1− 2σ2(NL)

σ2(N −NL) + 2σ2(NL)

)2

(φi − φc)2
(
σ2(N −NL) + 2σ2(NL)

)− 1
2

]
. (4.3)
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Figure 7. This shows a schematic image of the calculation of βN,2 during the inflation. In the early
stage of inflation, two spatial points, x and y, reside in the same Hubble patch (circle) and share the
superhorizon fluctuations in φ (blue line). Fluctuations larger than our interesting scale (green line)
are continuously added to the superhorizon fluctuations (dashed blue line) until the horizon exit of the
two points. After then, the physical distance between the two points exceeds the horizon scale, and
they are in different Hubble patches. The coarse-grained fields around x and y include the common
contribution (dashed green line) and independent contributions (red line). As a result, the field values
at two separated points are correlated, which leads to the bubble clustering (see also Fig. 1).

Here NL can be translated into L using Eq. (3.11) with kL = 2π/L. Then, the reduced PBH
correlation function is obtained as

ξ(L) =
βN,2(N(M), N(M), N(2π/L);φi)

β2N,1(N(M);φi)
− 1 . (4.4)

We show the correlation function ξ(L) for fa = 1016 GeV and 1017 GeV in Fig. 8. For smaller
L, the correlation function increases because the two points reside in the same Hubble patch
for a longer time during inflation. The correlation function diverges when the separation of
the two points becomes equal to the bubble scale, L = 2πk−1PBH. Since this bubble scale is
negligible compared to the CMB scale, which is of our interest, we shift the divergent point
to the origin in the following. In other words, we redefine ξ(L−2πk−1PBH) as a new correlation
function ξ(L). The correlation function vanishes at the size of the observable universe. This
is because the probability of PBH formation at two points βN,2 is equal to a product of two
independent probabilities of PBH formation β2N,1 at the edge of the observable universe.

5 Isocurvature perturbation

In this section, we evaluate the isocurvature perturbations of the PBHs and axion miniclusters
and derive the constraints on the scenario. Here, we mainly explain the evaluation for PBHs
because the procedure is the same for the axion miniclusters.

First, we consider the isocurvature perturbations from PBHs. The power spectrum of
PBH density fluctuations can be written as

PPBH(k) =

∫
d3x e−ik·x 〈δPBH(0)δPBH(x)〉 = PPoisson(k) + Pξ(k) , (5.1)
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(a) fa = 1016 GeV (b) fa = 1017 GeV

Figure 8. Reduced PBH correlation functions for fa = 1016 GeV (left panel) and fa = 1017 GeV
(right panel). They diverge at the bubble scale and vanish at the scale of the observable universe.

where the contributions from the Poisson fluctuation and the PBH clustering are given by

PPoisson(k) ≡ 1

n̄PBH

M2
PBH

(MPBH)2
, (5.2)

Pξ(k) ≡
∫

d3x ξ(x)e−ik·x = 4π

∫
dr r2ξ(r)

sin kr

kr
, (5.3)

respectively. Here, n̄PBH is the spatially averaged PBH number density, and the bars on
MPBH and M2

PBH mean the average over the PBH mass distribution.
Now, we approximate the PBH mass distribution by a monochromatic one and then

obtain PPoisson(k) = n̄−1PBH. Because the Poisson fluctuations are caused by the randomness
of the spatial PBH distribution, we set a cutoff of the Poisson fluctuations at the scale where
the expectation value of the PBH number in the corresponding volume becomes unity. This
corresponds to the scale at which the fluctuation becomes larger than the expectation value
and thus the PBH density fluctuation becomes nonlinear [48]. Moreover, we evaluate Pξ from
Eq. (4.4). Because PBHs are formed from axion bubbles in this scenario, the fluctuations
from PBH clustering only make sense on scales larger than the bubble scales. Thus, we show
the PBH power spectrum between the current horizon scale and the bubble scale in Fig. 9. It
is seen that the density perturbations caused by the clustering of PBHs are much larger than
those expected from the Poisson statistics. Since the energy density of axion miniclusters
also has a peak as shown in Fig. 6, we obtain Pξ for axion miniclusters, PAMC, by the same
procedure.

The perturbations of the PBHs contribute to the CDM isocurvature perturbations. The
power spectrum of the isocurvature perturbations is calculated as

Piso(k) =

(
ρPBH

ρDM

)2

PPBH(k) . (5.4)

The amplitude of the isocurvature perturbation on the CMB scale is strongly constrained by
the Planck results as [49]

βiso(kCMB) ≡ Piso(kCMB)

Piso(kCMB) + PR(kCMB)
< 0.036 , (5.5)
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(a) fa = 1016 GeV (φc − φi = 5.5Hinf) (b) fa = 1017 GeV (φc − φi = 6Hinf)

Figure 9. Power spectrum of density fluctuations of PBHs for fa = 1016 GeV and φc − φi = 5.5Hinf

(left panel) and fa = 1017 GeV and φc − φi = 6Hinf (right panel).

(a) fa = 1016 GeV (b) fa = 1017 GeV

Figure 10. Amplitudes of the power spectrum of the isocurvature perturbations from the PBHs and
axion miniclusters on the CMB scale for fa = 1016 GeV (left panel) and fa = 1017 GeV (right panel).
We parameterize the initial condition with b defined by φc − φi ≡ bHinf .

where PR(kCMB) = (k3CMB/2π
2)PR ' 2 × 10−9 is the power spectrum of the curvature

perturbations at kCMB = 0.002 Mpc−1 [50]. Here, this observational constraint (5.5) is
applicable not only to PBHs but also to axion miniclusters. Although we follow the discussion
in Ref. [43] so far, the isocurvature perturbation from axion miniclusters is unique to the axion
bubble scenario. The amplitude of the power spectrum of the isocurvature perturbations
from the PBHs and axion miniclusters on the CMB scale is shown in Fig. 10, where we
parameterize the initial condition with b defined by φc − φi ≡ bHinf instead of φi.

Since fPBH is determined by b for a given fa, we can predict βiso as a function of fPBH,
which is shown in Fig. 11. From the figure, we obtain the constraints on the PBH fraction
fPBH as

fPBH .

{
7× 10−8 from PBHs

7× 10−10 from axion miniclusters
for fa = 1016 GeV, (5.6)
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Figure 11. Isocurvature perturbations from PBHs (dashed) and axion miniclusters (solid) for fa =
1016 GeV and 1017 GeV. The green-shaded region is constrained by the CMB observations, which set
the upper bounds on fPBH.

and

fPBH .

{
8× 10−8 from PBHs

6× 10−8 from axion miniclusters
for fa = 1017 GeV. (5.7)

We find that the constraints from axion miniclusters are more stringent than those from
PBHs.

6 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we have studied the clustering of PBHs and axion miniclusters produced in the
axion bubble model [1]. To investigate the clustering, we evaluated the two-point correlation
function of PBHs and miniclusters and the isocurvature perturbations, from which we derived
stringent constraints on the model parameters and the PBH abundance.

For the axion decay constant fa = 1017 GeV, which corresponds to the PBH mass
O(10)M� motivated by the LIGO/Virgo events, the PBH fraction in dark matter is con-
strained as fPBH . 6 × 10−8. Thus, the PBH abundance should be much smaller than the
typically required abundance for the LIGO/Virgo events, fPBH ' 10−3 – 10−2 [11]. However,
this required abundance is evaluated neglecting the clustering effects on the PBH mergers.
In fact, the evaluation of the merger rate is significantly affected by the strong clustering
as shown in Ref. [43] although precise estimation is still difficult because of the three-body
problem. Thus, we need to develop a method to treat PBH mergers in multi-body systems
to derive a definite conclusion.

On the other hand, in the case of fa = 1016 GeV, the axion bubble model can explain
the seeds of SMBHs. Our constraint fPBH . 7×10−10 for fa = 1016 GeV is more severe than
the CMB constraint for MPBH ≤ 3 × 104M� from PBH accretion [51]. The mass fraction
of SMBHs inferred from the observation [52] is fSMBH ' 3× 10−9 for MSMBH > 106M�. In
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our model PBHs with mass ∼ 104M� grow to SMBHs by accretion and merger. Thus, if
the mass of PBHs increases by more than a factor of O(10) due to accretion, our constraint
is consistent with the observation. Thus, the axion bubble scenario can explain the seeds of
the SMBHs consistently with the isocurvature constraint.

The constraints we obtained come from the large-scale isocurvature perturbations.
Thus, the constraints can be relaxed if the spectrum of the isocurvature perturbations is
blue-tilted. The blue-tilted spectrum is realized by considering that the radial component
of the PQ field rolls down from a large value during the early stage of inflation [53]. Then,
quantum diffusion in the phase direction on larger scales is suppressed because the decrease
of the radial component results in a contraction in the phase direction. Consequently, we
expect that the two-point correlations on larger scales and, correspondingly, the isocurvature
perturbations on larger scales become much smaller.
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Model-independent mass limits assess the robustness of current cosmological measurements of
the neutrino mass scale. Consistency between high-multipole and low-multiple Cosmic Microwave
Background observations measuring such scale further valuate the constraining power of present
data. We derive here up-to-date limits on neutrino masses and abundances exploiting either the
Data Release 4 of the Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) or the South Pole Telescope polar-
ization measurements from SPT-3G, envisaging different non-minimal background cosmologies and
marginalizing over them. Both the most constraining and marginalized bounds are competitive
with those found with Planck data: we obtain

∑
mν < 0.139 eV and Neff = 2.82 ± 0.25 in a dark

energy quintessence scenario, both at 95% CL. These limits translate into
∑
mν < 0.20 eV and

Neff = 2.79+0.30
−0.28 after marginalizing over a plethora of well-motivated fiducial models. Our findings

reassess both the strength and the reliability of cosmological neutrino mass constraints.

Keywords: ...

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmological bounds on neutrino masses are reaching
limits close to the lower bounds derived from neutrino
oscillation data [1–3]:∑

mν >

{
(0.0591± 0.00027) eV (NO)
(0.0997± 0.00051) eV (IO)

. (1)

obtained by assuming that the lightest neutrino mass is
zero, and

∆m2
21 = (7.50± 0.21)× 10−5 eV2 ,

|∆m2
31| =

{
(2.550± 0.025)× 10−3 eV2 (NO)
(2.450± 0.025)× 10−3 eV2 (IO)

,
(2)

where ∆m2
ij ≡ m2

i −m2
j . The sign of ∆m2

31 determines
the type of neutrino mass ordering, being positive for
normal ordering (NO) and negative for inverted order-
ing (IO). Interestingly, the tightest bound on

∑
mν <

0.09 eV at 95% CL [4–6] is comparable to the IO lower
bound. In addition, one expects near future observa-
tions from ongoing galaxy surveys, such as DESI [7, 8],
to improve current limits, eventually reaching the NO
predictions (in the absence of a signal). Even if data are
not informative enough to claim a tension between cos-
mological and terrestrial, neutrino oscillation bounds [9],
it is timely to reassess the robustness of neutrino mass
limits, as such a tension could strongly depend on the

∗ e.divalentino@sheffield.ac.uk
† gariazzo@to.infn.it
‡ w.giare@sheffield.ac.uk
§ omena@ific.uv.es

underlying fiducial cosmology. In this regard, Bayesian
model comparison techniques offer the ideal tool for com-
puting model-marginalized cosmological parameter lim-
its, avoiding the biases due to the fiducial cosmology, see
Ref. [10] for a pioneer study applied to neutrino mass
limits. The former method was extended to scenarios in-
cluding a freely varying neutrino mass abundances (pa-
rameterized via Neff) or a hot-dark matter axion com-
ponent in Refs. [6] and [11]. However, in these previous
studies the neutrino mass limits were driven by the input
from Planck CMB data.

In order to reinforce and, to some extent, to con-
vey with particle physics constraints on the neutrino
properties (mass, hierarchy and abundances), not only
model-independent mass limits are required: consis-
tency tests between limits from high-multipole and low-
multiple CMB probes are also mandatory. In this spirit,
we present here model-marginalized limits on the neu-
trino mass

∑
mν and on the relativistic degrees of free-

dom Neff exploiting data from the ACT and SPT damp-
ing tail CMB experiments, analyzed in combination with
the previous WMAP CMB probe. Other low redshift
probes, such as Type Ia Supernovae and BAO will also
be considered in the numerical analyses. The structure
of the paper is as follows. We start from section II, which
contains a dedicated description of the statistical method
exploited here to derive model-marginalized bounds on
the neutrino properties. The following section III and
section IV describe the cosmological observations and
fiducial cosmologies considered here, respectively, while
section V is devoted to our numerical implementation.
In section VI we illustrate and discuss the main results
of our analyses, to conclude in section VII.
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II. BAYESIAN METHOD

In this study, we want to compare how different cos-
mological models fit well different CMB data sets and
determine for each data combination a robust, model-
marginalized constraint on some neutrino properties. In
order to do this, we follow the approach described for
example by [10], and summarized in the following. Let
us consider a set of models Mi, which in our case are
extensions of some initial model. We will consider that
all the models have the same prior probability. Applying
Bayesian model comparison, the posterior probability for
each model within the considered set can be written as

pi =
Zi∑
j Zj

=
Bi0∑
j Zj0

, (3)

where Zi is the Bayesian evidence of the i-th model and
Bi0 = Zi/Z0 is the Bayes factor of model i with respect
to the favored modelM0 within the set.

Let us now consider the posterior distribution func-
tion for some parameter x, common to all models in the
set. Within the i-th model, after applying the dataset d
the parameter x has a posterior distribution p(x|d,Mi).
Using the posterior probability for each model, we can
compute the model-marginalized posterior distribution
p(x|d) for the parameter x over the entire set of models
by using:

p(x|d) ≡
∑
i

p(x|d,Mi)pi =

∑
i p(x|d,Mi)Bi0∑

j Bj0
. (4)

Since one of the goals of our analysis is to study neu-
trino mass bounds, we have to face the fact that the like-
lihoods under consideration (see next section) are open
with respect to Σmν , in the sense that no lower limit on
this quantity emerges from current cosmological probes.
In order to avoid the prior dependence of the credible in-
tervals, see e.g. [6, 12–14], one can adopt a method called
relative belief updating ratio R, see e.g. [15]. Given a pa-
rameter x for which the likelihood is open, it is convenient
to define

R(x1, x2|d,M) =
p(x1|d,M)/π(x1|M)

p(x2|d,M)/π(x2|M)
, (5)

where p(xi|d,M) and π(xi|M) are respectively the val-
ues of the posterior and prior distributions1 at xi within
some model M and when considering the dataset d.
In case of simple posteriors and priors, it is easy to
show that R is equivalent to a likelihood ratio test, but
for more complicated cases the results can deviate from
those one could obtain with the frequentist method, that
only considers the likelihood in two points, instead of

1 We assume that the prior of x is independent on the other pa-
rameters in the model.

the full parameter space volume. At the computational
level, however, R can be obtained from a Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) without the need of dedicated log-
likelihood minimizations. Moreover, it is possible to show
that R is equivalent to a Bayes factor between two sub-
models of modelM, each of them obtained by fixing the
value of x to x1 and x2, respectively.

The above definition of R(x1, x2|d) can be easily ex-
tended to perform a model marginalization. Assuming
that the parameter x is shared among all the models of
the set, and that its prior is the same in all models, one
can write:

R(x1, x2|d) =
p(x1|d)/π(x1)

p(x2|d)/π(x2)
, (6)

where p(x|d) is the model-marginalized posterior in
Eq. (4). In our specific case, in order to study neutrino
mass bounds we will consider x2 = 0 and show the de-
pendency R(Σmν , 0|d).

III. DATASETS

Our baseline data-sets consist of:

• The Atacama Cosmology Telescope DR4 likeli-
hood [16, 17], combined with WMAP 9-year ob-
servations data [18, 19] and a Gaussian prior on
τ = 0.065±0.015, as done in Ref. [17]. This data-set
is always considered in combination with the Pan-
theon catalog which includes a collection of 1048
B-band observations of the relative magnitudes of
Type Ia supernovae [20], as well as together with
Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) and Redshift
Space Distortions (RSD) measurements obtained
from a combination of the spectroscopic galaxy
and quasar catalogs of the Sloan Digital Sky Sur-
vey (SDSS) [21] and the more recent eBOSS DR16
data2 [22]. For simplicity, we refer to this combined
data-set as ’ACT’ in the following analysis.

• The South Pole Telescope polarization measure-
ments SPT-3G [23] of the TE EE spectra are com-
bined withWMAP 9-year observations data [18, 19]
and a Gaussian prior on τ = 0.065 ± 0.015. Simi-
lar to the ACT case, we also include the Pantheon
catalog of Type Ia supernovae [20], along with the
BAO and RSD measurements obtained from the
same combination of SDSS and eBOSS DR16 mea-
surements [21, 22]. This combined data-set is re-
ferred to as ’SPT’ in our analysis.

2 It’s worth noting that when we combine the DR12 data with the
eBOSS DR16 data, we only use the first two redshift bins from
DR12 in the 0.2 < z < 0.6 range, which are further divided into
the 0.2 < z < 0.5 and 0.4 < z < 0.6 regions.
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IV. MODELS

A key point in our analysis is to derive robust bounds
on the neutrino mass from high multipole CMB exper-
iments marginalizing over a plethora of possible back-
ground cosmologies. Therefore, along with the six
ΛCDM parameters (the amplitude As and the spectral
index ns of scalar perturbations, the baryon Ωbh

2 and
the cold dark matter Ωch

2 energy densities, the angular
size of the sound horizon at recombination θMC and the
reionization optical depth, τ), we include the sum of neu-
trino masses

∑
mν and, in a second step, we also add the

number of relativistic degrees of freedom, parameterized
viaNeff. We then explore a number of possible extensions
of these close-to-minimal neutrino cosmologies, enlarging
the parameter space including one or more parameters,
such as a running of the scalar index (αs), a curvature
component (Ωk), a non-vanishing tensor-to-scalar ratio
(r), the dark energy equation of state parameters (w0

and wa), the lensing amplitude (Alens), the primordial
helium fraction (YHe) and the effective sterile neutrino
mass (meff

ν,s) (see Table I for the priors adopted in the
cosmological parameters). We describe in what follows
each of these possible extensions:

• Curvature density, Ωk. Recent data analyses of
the CMB temperature and polarization spectra
from Planck 2018 team exploiting the baseline Plik
likelihood suggest that our Universe could have a
closed geometry at more than three standard devi-
ations [24–27]. These hints mostly arise from TT
observations, that would otherwise show a lensing
excess [28–30]. In addition, analyses exploiting the
CamSpec TT likelihood [31, 32] point to a closed
geometry of the Universe with a significance above
99% CL. Furthermore, an indication for a closed
universe is also present in the BAO data, using Ef-
fective Field Theories of Large Scale Structure [33].
These recent findings strongly motivate to leave the
curvature of the Universe as a free parameter [34]
and obtain limits on the neutrino mass and abun-
dances in this context.

• The running of scalar spectral index, αs. In sim-
ple inflationary models, the running of the spec-
tral index is a second order perturbation and it
is typically very small. However, specific models
can produce a large running over a range of scales
accessible to CMB experiments. Indeed, a non-
zero value of αs alleviates the ∼ 2.7σ discrepancy
in the value of the scalar spectral index ns mea-
sured by Planck (ns = 0.9649 ± 0.0044) [24, 35]
and by the Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT)
(ns = 1.008± 0.015) [17], see Refs. [36–38].

• The tensor-to-scalar ratio r. Within this extended
model, we allow the tensor perturbations to vary
as well, along with scalar ones. Contributions to r

arise from the CMB B-mode polarization from ei-
ther primordial gravitational waves or gravitational
weak lensing. We therefore expect a larger effect for
the observational data set where the polarization
input is more relevant (as it is the case of SPT).

• Dynamical Dark Energy equation of state. Cos-
mological neutrino mass bounds become weaker if
the dark energy equation of state is taken as a free
parameter. Even if current data fits well with the
assumption of a cosmological constant within the
minimal ΛCDM scenario, the question of having
an equation of state parameter different from −1
remains certainly open. Along with constant dark
energy equation of state models, in this manuscript
we shall also consider the possibility of having
a time-varying w(a) described by the Chevalier-
Polarski-Linder parametrizazion (CPL) [39, 40]:

w(a) = w0 + (1− a)wa , (7)

where a is the scale factor, equal to a0 = 1 at the
present time, w(a0) = w0 is the value of the equa-
tion of state parameter today. Dark energy changes
the distance to the CMB consequently pushing it
further (closer) if w < −1 (w > −1) from us. This
effect can be balanced by having a larger matter
density or, equivalently, by having more massive
hot relics, leading to less stringent bounds on the
neutrino masses. Accordingly, the mass bounds of
cosmological neutrinos will become weaker if the
dark energy equation of state is taken as a free pa-
rameter.

• The lensing amplitude Alens. CMB anisotropies get
blurred due to gravitational lensing by the large
scale structure of the Universe: photons from dif-
ferent directions are mixed and the peaks at large
multipoles are smoothed. The amount of lensing is
a precise prediction of the ΛCDM model: the con-
sistency of the model can be checked by artificially
increasing lensing by a factor Alens [29] (a priori an
unphysical parameter). Within the ΛCDM picture,
Alens = 1. Planck CMB data shows a preference for
additional lensing. Indeed, the reference analysis
of temperature and polarization anisotropies sug-
gest Alens > 1 at 3σ. The lensing anomaly is ro-
bust against changes in the foreground modeling in
the baseline likelihood, and was already discussed
in previous data releases, although it is currently
more significant due to the lower reionization opti-
cal depth preferred by the Planck 2018 data release.
A recent result from the Atacama Cosmology Tele-
scope is compatible with Alens = 1 [17], but the re-
sults are consistent with Planck within uncertain-
ties. Barring systematic errors or a rare statisti-
cal fluctuation, the lensing anomaly could have an
explanation within new physics scenarios. Closed
cosmologies [26] have been shown to solve the inter-
nal tensions in Planck concerning the cosmological
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parameter values at different angular scales, allevi-
ating the Alens anomaly. Neutrinos strongly affect
CMB lensing and therefore their mass is degener-
ate with its amplitude, showing

∑
mν and Alens a

positive correlation, since increasing the neutrino
mass reduces the smearing of the acoustic peaks,
as a larger value of

∑
mν increases the suppression

to the small scale matter power [41, 42]. Also, non-
standard long-range neutrino properties can lead
to unexpected lensing and dilute the preference for
Alens 6= 1 [43].

• The helium fraction YHe. It is very well-known that
the number if relativistic degrees of freedom is de-
generate with the primordial helium fraction, due
to the effect of these two parameters in the CMB
damping tail. Silk damping refers to the suppres-
sion in power of the CMB temperature anisotropies
on scales smaller than the photon diffusion length.
Varying bothNeff and the fraction of baryonic mass
in Helium (that is, YHe) changes the ratio of Silk
damping to sound horizon scales, leading to a de-
generacy between these two parameters. Therefore,
a much larger error on the neutrino abundance (pa-
rameterized via Neff) is expected when considering
YHe a free parameter in the extended cosmological
model.

• The effective sterile neutrino mass meff
ν,s. Finally,

we should also consider the case in which the ad-
ditional degrees of freedom refer to massive ster-
ile neutrino states. If the extra massive sterile
neutrino state has a thermal spectrum, its phys-
ical mass is (∆Neff)−3/4meff

ν,s, while in case of a
non-resonant production [44] the physical mass is
(∆Neff)−1meff

ν,s. The constraints on the neutrino
parameters will obviously depend on the amount
of hot dark matter in the form of additional (ster-
ile) massive neutrino states.

V. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

To derive observational constraints within the differ-
ent extended cosmological models discussed in the pre-
vious section, we perform Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) analyses using the publicly available pack-
age CosmoMC [45, 46] and computing the theoretical
model with the latest version of the Boltzmann code
CAMB [47, 48].

The prior distributions for all the parameters involved
in our MCMC sampling are reported in Table I. We
choose uniform priors across the range of variation, ex-
cept for the optical depth where a gaussian prior τ =
0.065 ± 0.015 is adopted, as indicated in section III. In
addition, we consider two different cases for the DE equa-
tion of state w0: in one case we assume the flat prior
reported in Table I while, in the other case, we force
w0 > −1.

Parameter Prior

Ωbh
2 [0.005 , 0.1]

Ωch
2 [0.001 , 0.99]

100 θMC [0.5 , 10]

τ 0.065 ± 0.015

log(1010AS) [1.6 , 3.9]

ns [0.8 , 1.2]∑
mν [eV] [0 , 5]

Neff [0.05 , 10]

r [0 , 3]

Ωk [−0.3 , 0.3]

w0 [−3 , 1]

wa [−3 , 2]

αs [−1 , 1]

Alens [0 , 10]

YHe [0.1 , 0.5]

meff
ν,s [0 , 3]

Table I: List of uniform prior distributions for
cosmological parameters.

For model comparison, we compute the Bayesian Evi-
dence of the different models and estimate the Bayes fac-
tors using the publicly available package MCEvidence.3

In this regard, it is important to note that the esti-
mation of Bayes factors, based on the MCMC results,
is weakly dependent on the chosen priors for cosmologi-
cal parameters. The impact of a uniform prior on

∑
mν

has been extensively discussed in the literature and we
refer to Refs. [12, 14, 15, 51–54] for further details (see
also Ref. [55] for similar considerations on the tensor am-
plitude r). On the other hand, in a recent study [11],
we have evaluated the difference in the Bayesian fac-
tors estimated using MCEvidence and those obtained
by means of proper nested sampling algorithms such as
PolyChord [56, 57]. In particular, we employed a dedi-
cated set of simulations where a 3D multi-modal Gaus-
sian likelihood was used to constrain a 3-parameter model
as the simplest case, and then compared it with two
different models featuring 4 parameters. The Bayesian
evidences obtained with MCEvidence were found to be
consistently larger than those obtained with PolyChord
by a factor of approximately e. When calculating the
logarithm of the Bayes factors, the discrepancy between
MCEvidence and PolyChord ranged between −0.5 and
0.2 for all the considered cases. We consider this differ-

3 github.com/yabebalFantaye/MCEvidence [49, 50]

https://github.com/yabebalFantaye/MCEvidence
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Figure 1: Upper panel: Posteriors of Σmν within each
model for the ACT (yellow) and SPT (light blue) data
combinations, plus model-marginalized posteriors for

the ACT (red), SPT (blue) and Planck data
combination (magenta, from [6]). The vertical dotted
lines indicate the minimum values for Σmν obtained
within normal (0.06 eV) or inverted (0.1 eV) neutrino
mass ordering. Lower panel: Same color coding than in
the upper panel, but in this case the quantity depicted
is R(Σmν , 0). The horizontal lines show values at which

R is either e−1 or e−3.

ence not significant enough to have a substantial impact
on the marginalized bounds derived in this work.

VI. RESULTS

A. Total neutrino mass

Table II summarizes the 95% CL limits on the total
neutrino mass

∑
mν obtained for the two data-sets con-

sidered in this study, within the different cosmological
models discussed in section IV. We also present the 68%
CL constraints on the additional free parameters within
each fiducial cosmology.

Comparing the constraints obtained for different pa-

rameters, we observe that the constraining power of the
two data-sets is quite similar, although ACT is more re-
strictive than SPT when dealing with the total neutrino
mass. Indeed, within a minimal ΛCDM+

∑
mν exten-

sion, at 95% CL we get
∑
mν < 0.176 eV from ACT and∑

mν < 0.197 eV from SPT, respectively. Notice that
these limits, even if they are less competitive than those
found with Planck data, are still very constraining.

Regarding the results for the additional parameters, it
is worth noting that both ACT and SPT are in agree-
ment, within one standard deviation, with a flat spatial
geometry (Ωk = 0), a lensing amplitude consistent with
its ΛCDM value (Alens = 1), and a constant dark energy
equation of state (wa = 0), matching also the expected
value for a cosmological constant (w0 = −1). Nonethe-
less, ACT shows a decrease at slightly more than 1σ in
the value of the effective number of relativistic degrees
of freedom (Neff = 2.78 ± 0.25), while SPT is in good
agreement with the expected value for this parameter.
Concerning the inflationary sector of the theory, it is
worth mentioning that both data-sets suggest a small
and positive running of the spectral index (αs). How-
ever, while SPT is consistent with αs = 0 within one
standard deviation, ACT prefers a non-vanishing running
(αs = 0.0117 ± 0.0076) at about 1.5σ. Finally, regard-
ing the amplitude of tensor modes, we obtain the 95% CL
limits of r < 0.184 for ACT and r < 0.207 for SPT. While
ACT is more constraining than SPT on primordial ten-
sor modes, these bounds are not very competitive when
compared to the most recent updated limits (r < 0.035
at 95% CL from the joint analysis of BK18 [58, 59] and
Planck 2018 data), as expected, due to the absence of B-
mode polarization in the data combinations considered
here.

By following the methodology detailed in section II,
one can marginalize over this range of models and ob-
tain a model-marginalized limit on the total neutrino
mass for both data-sets. In the case of ACT, we find∑
mν < 0.24 eV at a 95% CL, while for SPT, the limit

is
∑
mν < 0.30 eV at a 95% CL, confirming that ACT

provides stronger constraints. These results are depicted
in Figure 1, where we show the marginalized posterior
distribution function of the total mass of neutrinos for
both experiments, along with the corresponding result
obtained using Planck data. The figure demonstrates
that all experiments provide very competitive bounds,
with ACT being more constraining than SPT but less
constraining than Planck.4 However, the most impor-
tant feature to notice here is that each of them is robust,
as they provide model-independent constraint, and they
are consistent among themselves, clearly stating the ro-
bustness of current cosmological neutrino mass bounds.

4 The purple line that reports the model-marginalized Planck re-
sults is taken from [6].
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Cosmological model − ln BF
∑
mν [eV] Neff Ωk αs r w0 wa Alens

+
∑
mν ACT 5.10 < 0.176 – – – – – – –

SPT 5.96 < 0.197 – – – – – – –

+
∑
mν +Neff ACT 2.59 < 0.155 2.78 ± 0.25 – – – – – –

SPT 2.96 < 0.238 3.20 ± 0.31 – – – – – –

+
∑
mν + Ωk ACT 0.56 < 0.271 – 0.0027 ± 0.0032 – – – – –

SPT 1.08 < 0.264 – 0.0013+0.0030
−0.0034 – – – – –

+
∑
mν + αs ACT 1.16 < 0.196 – – 0.0117 ± 0.0076 – – – –

SPT 1.06 < 0.215 – – 0.0054 ± 0.0092 – – – –

+
∑
mν + r ACT 1.60 < 0.189 – – – < 0.184 – – –

SPT 2.55 < 0.217 – – – < 0.207 – – –

+
∑
mν + w0 ACT 1.49 < 0.244 – – – – −1.036 ± 0.037 – –

SPT 1.74 < 0.259 – – – – −1.024 ± 0.037 – –

+
∑
mν + (w0 > −1) ACT 0.33 < 0.159 – – – – < −0.951 – –

SPT 1.31 < 0.180 – – – – < −0.946 – –

+
∑
mν + w0 + wa ACT 0.0 < 0.361 – – – – −0.951+0.082

−0.096 −0.46+0.52
−0.35 –

SPT 0.0 < 0.353 – – – – −0.963+0.080
−0.094 −0.34+0.50

−0.33 –

+
∑
mν +Alens ACT 1.04 < 0.184 – – – – – – 0.997+0.077

−0.086

SPT 2.14 < 0.176 – – – – – – 0.916 ± 0.074

marginalized ACT – < 0.24 – – – – – – –

SPT – < 0.30 – – – – – – –

Table II: Constraints on Σmν and other parameters from the ΛCDM +
∑
mν model and its extension, and negative

logarithms of the Bayes factors with respect to the preferred model within each data combination. Upper limits are
at 95% CL, while two-sided ones are at 68% CL.
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Figure 2: The same as in the upper panel of Figure 1,
but for Neff . The vertical line indicates

Neff = 3.044 [60–62].

B. Effective number of relativistic neutrinos

Table III presents the 68% CL constraints on the ef-
fective number of relativistic degrees of freedom in the
early universe, Neff . These constraints are derived under
different background cosmologies, whose additional free
parameters are also provided in the same table for both
data-sets.

Firstly, it is worth noting that the results for Neff ob-
tained from the SPT data remain pretty consistent with
the expected value from the standard model, and the
constraints in the minimal ΛCDM+Neff extension reads
Neff = 3.14 ± 0.29 at 68% CL. On the other hand, the
agreement between the value predicted by ACT for Neff

and the standard model reference value depends, to some
extent, on the background cosmology. Specifically, both
in the minimal extension (Neff = 2.77± 0.24 at 68% CL)
and in more complicated cosmologies, we systematically
observe the same mild shift of Neff towards lower val-
ues compared to the standard model expectations, with
a statistic significance ranging between one and two stan-
dard deviations.

Allowing Neff to vary has implications for the con-
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Cosmological model − ln BF Neff
∑
mν Ωk αs meff

ν,s w0 wa YHe

+Neff ACT 4.90 2.77 ± 0.24 – – – – – – –

SPT 6.44 3.14 ± 0.29 – – – – – – –

+Neff +
∑
mν ACT 1.18 2.78 ± 0.25 < 0.155 – – – – – –

SPT 2.66 3.20 ± 0.31 < 0.238 – – – – – –

+Neff + Ωk ACT 0.61 2.68 ± 0.25 – 0.0034 ± 0.0029 – – – – –

SPT 1.52 3.13 ± 0.30 – 0.0002 ± 0.0029 – – – – –

+Neff + αs ACT 0.80 2.97 ± 0.29 – – 0.0100 ± 0.0091 – – – –

SPT 1.98 3.24 ± 0.33 – – 0.0076 ± 0.0099 – – – –

+Neff + w0 ACT 1.63 2.67 ± 0.25 – – – – −1.047 ± 0.037 – –

SPT 2.22 3.12 ± 0.32 – – – – −1.012 ± 0.036 – –

+Neff + (w0 > −1) ACT 0.0 2.82 ± 0.23 – – – – < −0.955 – –

SPT 2.04 3.22 ± 0.30 – – – – < −0.937 – –

+Neff + w0 + wa ACT 0.38 2.57 ± 0.26 – – – – −0.953 ± 0.088 −0.48+0.44
−0.35 –

SPT 0.0 3.06+0.31
−0.35 – – – – −0.987+0.076

−0.086 −0.14+0.40
−0.29 –

+Neff + YHe ACT 3.05 2.94+0.38
−0.45 – – – – – – 0.231+0.027

−0.024

SPT 6.24 3.83+0.46
−0.56 – – – – – – 0.187 ± 0.032

+Neff +meff
ν,s ACT ignored < 3.37 – – – < 0.556 – – –

SPT ignored < 3.82 – – – < 0.251 – – –

marginalized ACT – 2.79+0.30
−0.28 – – – – – – –

SPT – 3.21+0.34
−0.33 – – – – – – –

Table III: Same as in Table II but for the ΛCDM + Neff model and its extensions. Notice that the model including
meff
ν,s as a free parameter is not included in the marginalization.

straints on the other parameters in the various cosmolo-
gies, sometimes changing the conclusions discussed in the
previous subsection. For instance, while both ACT and
SPT remain still consistent with a spatially flat Universe,
when considering curvature, the preference of ACT for a
smaller Neff increases at the level of 1.5σ. In addition,
the ACT preference for a positive running is now signifi-
cantly diluted. Most notably, we observe a preference at
slightly more than one standard deviation for a phantom
dark energy equation of state, as well as a 1σ indication
for a dynamical behavior. Lastly, as previously stated,
we have also considered an extension involving the effec-
tive sterile neutrino mass meff

ν,s. Since a sterile neutrino
contributes to increase the effective number of relativis-
tic degrees of freedom, in this case we necessarily have
Neff > 3. Therefore, we can only obtain only an upper
bound on the additional contribution to the radiation
energy-density in the early Universe, which is found to
be Neff < 3.37 and Neff < 3.82 at 95% CL for ACT and
SPT, respectively. The ACT preference for a lower value
ofNeff is evident and translates into an upper limit on the
mass of the sterile neutrino that is much less constraining
for ACT (meff

ν,s < 0.556 eV) than for SPT (meff
ν,s < 0.251

eV), due to the strong degeneracy between these two pa-
rameters.

Similarly to what is done with the neutrino mass,
also in this case we marginalize over the different mod-
els (excluding the extension involving the effective ster-
ile neutrino which would artificially bias the results to-
wards higher values of Neff) and obtain robust model-
marginalized limits on Neff for both data-sets. The re-
sults are summarized in Figure 2, which shows the pos-
terior distribution function of Neff for ACT and SPT,
as well as their comparison with the result obtained by
using the Planck data. From the figure, we can observe
that ACT and SPT exhibit a similar precision, although
ACT mildly favors Neff < 3, resulting in a 68% CL
marginalized limit of Neff = 2.79+0.30

−0.28. On the other
hand, SPT suggests Neff > 3, yielding a marginalized
bound of Neff = 3.21+0.34

−0.33 at 68% CL. We would like to
emphasize that for both data-sets, the marginalized limits
show an excellent agreement consistent with the standard
model predictions.
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C. Joint analysis of
∑
mν and Neff

Table IV shows the results obtained after freely varying
simultaneously both the total neutrino mass sum and
the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom in
several possible fiducial cosmologies. Within the minimal
ΛCDM+

∑
mν+Neff , ACT data provies a 95% CL upper

limit on
∑
mν < 0.155 eV and a 68%CL constraint on

Neff = 2.78 ± 0.25. Instead, for SPT observations, the
bounds above are

∑
mν < 0.238 eV and Neff = 3.20 ±

0.31. These results confirm that ACT provides slightly
stronger constraints compared to SPT, and show the very
same mild ACT’s preference for Neff < 3 than that found
in the previous section.

As concerns the constraints on the additional param-
eters, simultaneously varying Neff and

∑
mν does not

change significantly the conclusions drawn in the previ-
ous sections: we find the same mild preference for pos-
itive values of the running of the spectral index and an
indication at a slightly more than one standard deviation
in favor of a phantom equation of state for dark energy.

As in the previous sections, we marginalize here over
the different fiducial cosmologies, finding joint model-
marginalized limits for the two parameters. For ACT,
the limits are

∑
mν < 0.2 eV and Neff = 2.79+0.30

−0.28, while
for SPT they read

∑
mν < 0.3 eV and Neff = 3.21+0.35

−0.32.
These results are basically identical to those derived sep-
arately for the total neutrino mass and the effective num-
ber of relativistic degrees of freedom discussed in the pre-
vious subsections, clearly stating the important conclu-
sion that current cosmological measurements are powerful
enough to disentangle between the physical effects induced
by the neutrino mass and those induced by the effective
number of degrees of freedom, i.e. even if they are de-
generate in terms of the total dark mass-energy density,
the observables are sensitive to their (independent) foot-
prints.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

As cosmological constraints on neutrino masses ap-
proach the lower bounds derived from neutrino oscilla-
tion data, the need for model-independent mass limits
becomes increasingly important to evaluate the reliabil-
ity of current cosmological measurements of the neutrino
mass scale. In addition, it is crucial to assess the consis-
tency between high-multipole and low-multipole Cosmic
Microwave Background observations in measuring this
scale to further evaluate their agreement and the global
constraining power of the available data.

In this work, we consider a plethora of possible back-
ground cosmologies resulting from the inclusion of one
or more parameters, such as a running of the scalar in-
dex (αs), a curvature component (Ωk), a non-vanishing
tensor-to-scalar ratio (r), the dark energy equation of
state parameters (w0 and wa), the lensing amplitude
(Alens), the primordial helium fraction (YHe) and the

effective sterile neutrino mass (meff
ν,s). For each back-

ground cosmology, we derive up-to-date limits on neu-
trino masses and abundances by exploiting either the
Data Release 4 of the Atacama Cosmology Telescope
(ACT) or the South Pole Telescope polarization data
from SPT-3G; always used in combination with WMAP
9-year observation data, the Pantheon catalog of Type
Ia Supernovae and the BAO and RSD measurements ob-
tained from the same combination of SDSS and eBOSS
DR16 observations.

Following the Bayesian method outlined in section II,
we first marginalize over the different fiducial models to
determine a robust, model-marginalized constraint on the
neutrino mass from both ACT and SPT datasets. Our
results are reported in Table II. For the dataset involv-
ing the ACT measurements of the damping tail, we find∑
mν < 0.24 eV at 95% CL, while when ACT is replaced

with SPT the limit changes to
∑
mν < 0.30 eV. In Fig-

ure 1 we compare these results with those obtained by
exploiting the Planck data in Ref. [6]. We notice that,
while all experiments provide very competitive bounds,
ACT is more constraining than SPT (but still less con-
straining than Planck).

We repeat the same procedure for the effective num-
ber of relativistic degrees of freedom Neff , obtaining the
model-marginalized limits reported in Table III. In this
case we notice that ACT slightly favors Neff < 3, result-
ing in a 68% CL marginalized limit of Neff = 2.79+0.30

−0.28.
On the other hand, SPT suggests Neff > 3, yielding
a marginalized bound of Neff = 3.21+0.34

−0.33 at 68% CL.
In both cases, however, the marginalized constraints are
consistent within one standard deviation with the Stan-
dard Model predictions, as well as with the results ob-
tained by using Planck (see also Figure 2 where the
marginalized 1D posteriors are shown for all cases).

Finally, we perform a joint analysis of both the to-
tal neutrino mass and the effective number of relativis-
tic degrees of freedom, deriving model-marginalized lim-
its when both parameters are allowed to vary in non-
standard background cosmologies. In this case, our re-
sults are summarized in Table IV and read

∑
mν < 0.2

eV, Neff = 2.79+0.30
−0.28 for ACT, and

∑
mν < 0.3 eV,

Neff = 3.21+0.35
−0.32 for SPT.

All in all, our results clearly reassess the robustness
and reliability of current cosmological bounds on neu-
trino properties. On the one hand, they are very sta-
ble against different fiducial cosmologies and also when
model–marginalizing over them. On the other hand, mea-
surements of the CMB at different multipoles offer very
similar and consistent results.
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Cosmological model − ln BF
∑
mν [eV] Neff Ωk αs meff

ν,s w0 YHe

+
∑
mν +Neff ACT 4.71 < 0.155 2.78 ± 0.25 – – – – – –

SPT 4.74 < 0.238 3.20 ± 0.31 – – – – – –

+
∑
mν +Neff + Ωk ACT 0.50 < 0.230 2.69 ± 0.25 0.0038+0.0029

−0.0033 – – – –

SPT 0.0 < 0.309 3.19 ± 0.32 0.0012 ± 0.0034 – – – –

+
∑
mν +Neff + αs ACT 0.67 < 0.224 3.00 ± 0.32 – 0.0107 ± 0.0096 – – –

SPT 0.41 < 0.325 3.40+0.35
−0.42 – 0.010 ± 0.011 – – –

+
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mν +Neff + w0 ACT 1.61 < 0.203 2.68 ± 0.25 – – – −1.050 ± 0.039 –

SPT 0.79 < 0.279 3.16 ± 0.32 – – – −1.021 ± 0.039 –

+
∑
mν +Neff + (w0 > −1) ACT 0.0 < 0.139 2.82 ± 0.25 – – – < −0.953 –

SPT 0.17 < 0.217 3.27 ± 0.32 – – – < −0.937 –
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−0.52 – – – – 0.230+0.029
−0.024
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−0.69 – – – – 0.179 ± 0.033

+
∑
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−0.28 – – – – – –
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Table IV: Same as in Table II but for the ΛCDM + Σmν + Neff and its extensions. Notice that the model including
meff
ν,s as a free parameter is not included in the marginalization.
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Horst Foidl1,∗ Tanja Rindler-Daller1,2,† and Werner W. Zeilinger1‡
1Institut für Astrophysik, Universitätssternwarte Wien,
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We present dark matter (DM)-only simulations of halo formation and evolution in scalar field
dark matter (SFDM) cosmologies in the Thomas-Fermi regime, aka “SFDM-TF”, where a strong
repulsive 2-particle self-interaction (SI) is included. This model is a valuable alternative to cold dark
matter (CDM), with the potential to resolve the “cusp-core” problem of the latter. In general, SFDM
behaves like a quantum fluid. Previous literature has presented fluid approximations for SFDM-TF
in 1D and 3D, respectively, as well as numerical DM-only simulations of SFDM-TF halo formation,
whose results are in agreement with earlier analytic expectations, that a core-envelope halo structure
arises; a central region close to a (n = 1)-polytropic core, surrounded by a CDM-like (aka NFW-
like) halo envelope. While those previous results are generally in mutual agreement, discrepancies
have been also reported. Therefore, we perform dedicated 3D cosmological simulations of the halo
infall problem for the SFDM-TF model, as well as for CDM and its corresponding CDM fluid
approximation, where we implement both previous fluid approximations into the code RAMSES.
We compare our findings with those previous simulations. Our results are very well in accordance
with previous works and extend upon them, in that we can explain the reported discrepancies.
They are not due to the different fluid approximations, nor the geometry, but rather a result of
different simulation setups. Moreover, we find some interesting details, as follows. The evolution of
both SFDM-TF and CDM halos follows a 2-stage process. In the early stage, the central density
in the halo rises, its profile becomes close to a (n = 1.5)-polytropic core being dominated by an
”effective” velocity-dispersion pressure Pσ that stabilizes it against gravity. In fact, this pressure
stems from random orbital motion in CDM, but from random wave motion in SFDM. Consecutively,
for CDM halos, this core transitions into a steep central cusp whose slope is almost the same as the
outer density slope, which is close to ρ ∝ r−3 as expected from NFW. Finally, however, the central
profile makes another transition to a “shallower cusp”, very close to the NFW behavior of ρ ∝ r−1.
On the other hand, in the formation of the SFDM-TF halo, the additional pressure PSI due to SI
determines the second stage of the evolution. At the end, PSI dominates in the central region, whose
density follows closely a (n = 1)-polytropic core. This core is enshrouded by a nearly isothermal
envelope, i.e. the outskirts are similar to CDM at this point. We also encounter a new effect in our
simulations, namely a late-time expansion of both polytropic core plus envelope, because the size of
the almost isothermal halo envelope is affected by the “external pressure”, which decreases with the
expansion of the background universe. Hence, the core size of SFDM-TF halos is not necessarily
determined only by the parameters of the model, as our simulations reveal that an initial primordial
core of ∼ 100 pc – demanded by power spectrum constraints – can evolve into a larger core of & 1
kpc, after all, during halo evolution, even without feedback from baryons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of the cosmological dark matter (DM) re-
mains an open problem in physics and astronomy. The
paradigm of collisionless, nonrelativistic – “cold” – dark
matter (CDM) has been a core feature of the cosmo-
logical standard model for almost four decades, given
its ability to explain important astronomical observa-
tions, notably on cosmological scales such as the cos-
mic web of structure, the matter power spectrum and
the temperature anisotropies of the cosmic microwave

∗ horst.foidl@outlook.com
† tanja.rindler-daller@univie.ac.at
‡ werner.zeilinger@univie.ac.at

background, as well as the elemental abundances in the
wake of Big Bang nucleosynthesis. Nevertheless, the par-
ticle nature of CDM has not yet been identified, despite
ongoing efforts to detect plausible candidates of CDM.
These are foremost “weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs)” that need to be heavier than the proton, or
the QCD axion with a mass of about ∼ 10−5 eV/c2. The
observation of the Bullet Cluster, which shows a clear
spatial separation of gas masses and sources of gravity is
a very convincing indication, that DM can be considered
a particle (Clowe et al. [1]). This is one reason why the
majority of the research community favors the particle
hypothesis of DM.

However, apart from the hitherto non-detection of DM
candidates, a closer analysis and comparison of theoret-
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ical predictions of CDM structure and galaxy formation
to observations on scales of individual galaxies, notably
dwarfs, have revealed discrepancies. These fare under the
header of “CDM small-scale problems”, which combines
a set of different issues that are partly related to each
other. In light of the work of this paper, we are partic-
ularly interested to highlight the “cusp-core problem”,
which refers to the fact that observations of the central
regions of DM-dominated galaxies seem to prefer (nearly-
)constant density “cores” of ∼ kpc size, while CDM uni-
versally predicts density “cusps” of order ρ ∝ r−1. The
question remains open what the reasons for the discrep-
ancies are and explanations broadly include e.g. a lack
of proper modelling of the full complexities of galaxy as-
trophysics, or the various complications that arise when
data is compared to models. Yet, a large community in
the field pursues the more radical idea that CDM has to
be replaced by another DM model, altogether, supported
by the fact that particle physics models have continu-
ously come up with more and more candidates for DM,
in general.

In this paper, we will be concerned with a class of so-
called scalar field dark matter (SFDM) models, whose
constituents are bosons with masses m & 10−22 eV/c2,
i.e. typically much lower than the mass of the QCD
axion. More precisely, we will consider SFDM in the
Thomas-Fermi (TF) regime, where bosons interact via a
strong repulsive 2-particle self-interaction (SI). This SI
is usually parameterized with a single coupling strength
g that describes the strength of the SI, and is a free pa-
rameter apart from m. However, the TF regime refers
to that parameter space (m, g), for which the pressure
due to the repulsive SI is the main source that stabilizes
a system in hydrostatic equilibrium against gravitational
collapse. This subclass of SFDMmodels has been dubbed
“SFDM-TF” in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and Shapiro et al.

[3] (henceforth abbreviated SDR22), and we will use this
notation as well. On the other hand, the term “SIBEC-
DM” has been used in Hartman et al. [4] and Hartman
et al. [5] (henceforth abbreviated HWM22). Earlier liter-
ature on SFDM-TF, using various other names, include
the works of Peebles [6], Goodman [7], Böhmer and Harko
[8], Rindler-Daller and Shapiro [9], or Fan [10].

A much more extensively studied class of SFDM mod-
els, including various constraints already derived from
comparison to astronomical data, is “fuzzy dark matter
(FDM)”. Here, the particle mass is the only free parame-
ter, for SI is disregarded from the outset. Both FDM and
SFDM-TF can provide a cure to the small-scale problems
referred to above, because the characteristic length scale
of the models, related to their Jeans lengths, can be much
larger than for CDM, resulting in a stronger suppression
of structure formation in the former. Also, these length
scales help to provide central density cores in halos made
of FDM or SFDM-TF, respectively, possibly alleviating
the cusp-core problem. However, that “success” depends

on the choice of the corresponding free DM model param-
eters, and these are subject to observational constraints
on which we will elaborate shortly.

The reason why structure formation in SFDM differs
from that of collisionless CDM has its root in the fact
that the bosons of SFDM form a Bose-Einstein conden-
sate (BEC), such that SFDM has features similar to a
quantum superfluid, albeit these features are most im-
portant on sub-cosmological scales. In general and re-
gardless of the regime in SI, the set of equations of mo-
tion for nonrelativistic SFDM consists therefore of a non-
linear Schrödinger equation (NLSE) - also called Gross-
Pitaevskii (GP) equation-, and a Poisson (P) equation.
The NLSE is the evolution equation for the complex, so-
called “wavefunction of the condensate”, whose modulus
squared is proportional to the mass density of SFDM.
Simulations of SFDM structure and halo formation have
thus employed dedicated algorithms to solve the NLSE
as a wave equation, coupled to the Poisson equation,
and this has been the method of choice in simulations of
FDM, in particular. However, this approach is compu-
tationally very expensive, once expanding backgrounds
in cosmologically representative volumes are considered,
because it requires resolutions of the order of and below
the comoving Jeans length, that shrinks with cosmic time
(see equations 65-71 in SDR22). The proper de Broglie
length reads λdeB = h/mv, where v is a characteristic ve-
locity depending on the environment, and h is Planck’s
constant. Now, for ultralight bosons, λdeB . (1 − 2)
kpc is possible by the time a simulation run gets down
to redshifts of z . 6. As a result, 3D cosmological halo
formation simulations of “FDM-only” can often not be
performed up to the present, or simulations have to be
confined in “small” boxes of a few Mpc comoving on a
side. Such simulations of FDM have been performed no-
tably in the works by Schive et al. [11, 12] and Schwabe
et al. [13], while box sizes up to 10 Mpcs have been used
by May and Springel [14]. Baryons have been included
in the first realistic FDM galaxy formation simulations
of Mocz et al. [15], which are even more computation-
ally expensive, as a result, so their simulation is stopped
at z = 5.5. One of the most important results of these
simulations concerns the finding that forming FDM ha-
los establish a core-envelope structure early on in their
evolution, and this structure evolves but remains stable
over time. On the one hand, the “solitonic cores” of these
halos have features similar to the hydrostatic equilibrium
solutions of the equations of motion. The halo envelopes,
on the other hand, exemplify a highly dynamical behav-
ior which, however, has been found to be “close” to CDM
in an averaged sense. For example by averaging over the
density in radial bins, in order to calculate radial den-
sity profiles, the exponents of that profile turn out to be
close to that of the NFW profile (Navarro et al. [16]) of
CDM halos. With respect to this overall halo structure,
3D simulations of FDM have basically confirmed previ-
ous results of analytical calculations and 1D simulations
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of FDM, see e.g. Guzmán and Ureña-López [17, 18], or
Zimmermann et al. [19].

In this paper, we study the opposite regime to FDM,
namely SFDM-TF, and the characteristic scale for these
models, that predominantly affects halo formation and
structure, is related to the TF radius to be introduced
in the next section. Suffice to say here that the proper
TF radius reads RTF ∝ g/m2, i.e. it is a fixed quantity
for given m and g, or rather for a given combination of
g/m2. For SFDM-TF, RTF ≫ λdeB for given m and g.
Thus, if we require that RTF ∼ 1 kpc, as the character-
istic scale to help alleviate the small-scale problems, and
since simulations of SFDM-TF need to resolve scales of
order RTF, we see that resolving the even smaller λdeB
becomes a computationally impossible task to achieve,
by using a brute-force calculation of the cosmological
NLSE+P (GPP) system of equations. Therefore, a new
approach has been developed in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2],
in an effort to overcome this issue, as follows. It has been
realized for a while that the NLSE+P (GPP) system of
equations can be reformulated into a set of (quantum)
hydrodynamical equations, in which the complex NLSE
transforms into two real equations, the continuity and the
momentum (Euler) equations (see next section). These
hydrodynamical equations have been used in some of the
cited literature above, especially in the study of SFDM-
TF halo structure. In fact, fluid approximations have
been also considered previously in other contexts, or for
different DMmodels. Inspired by previous investigations,
and in an attempt to model halo formation in SFDM-TF,
Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] have derived a fluid formulation
by starting from a statistical description based on an ap-
propriate phase space formulation of SFDM, in general.
This way, the quantum physics on scales of λdeB and be-
low is “smoothed-over” in a way that allows to model the
large-scale effects due to it, without having to resolve the
(arbitrary) small de Broglie scale λdeB itself. By focus-
ing on the spherically symmetric case, they were able to
derive a set of fluid equations that include the respective
pressures that arise from physics on scales of RTF due to
SI, as well as that due to “quantum pressure” on scales
of λdeB. We will summarize the most important equa-
tions in Section II. As a result, hydro solvers can be used
to model halo formation and halo structure in SFDM-
TF, for which this particular fluid approximation is valid.
Using a 1D Lagrangian hydro code in spherical symme-
try, Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] performed individual halo in-
fall calculations for different choice of RTF, starting from
redshifts z ∼ 3000, in order to study halo formation and
evolution of halo structure over time. While the analy-
sis in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] was limited to static back-
grounds, serving as a kind of proof-of-principle that the
formalism works, the extension towards halo formation
and evolution in expanding backgrounds was presented
in SDR22. There, a calculation of the linear regime of
structure growth in SFDM-TF was also carried out, in or-
der to embed and provide the necessary initial conditions

for the subsequent nonlinear halo evolution. Performing
their simulations, both papers established for the first
time that a core-envelope halo structure also arises in
SFDM-TF models, confirming some analytical expecta-
tions of previous literature as e.g. expressed in Rindler-
Daller and Shapiro [20]. More precisely, the halo cores
found were similar to the hydrostatic equilibria of the cor-
responding equations of motion for SFDM-TF (see next
section), with core radii close to RTF that are dominated
by SI-energy, while the halo envelopes were reminiscent
of those of CDM halos, grown either in static or expand-
ing backgrounds. The formalism laid out in Dawoodbhoy
et al. [2] and SDR22, and the analysis of the results, have
revealed that the “quantum pressure” (due to the inher-
ent quantum nature of SFDM) manisfests itself as a kind
of internal phase-space velocity dispersion, which gives
rise to an effective velocity-dispersion pressure. It is this
pressure that supports virialized SFDM halos - FDM or
SFDM-TF alike - against gravitational collapse, in the
same manner than does the collective velocity-dispersion
pressure of collisionless particles of CDM in its fluid for-
malism. It is the common nature of this pressure that
explains why halo envelopes of SFDM as well as of CDM
share similar features, especially with respect to the over-
all density profiles. As will become clear in the forthcom-
ing, the energy due to this velocity-dispersion-mediated
pressure is formally close to the “thermal energy” of a
γ = 5/3 gas.

One might argue that 1D simulations lack realism and
miss out on important physical phenomena. However,
they provide unprecedented resolution, unattainable to
their counterparts in 3D. For example, halo cores RTF of
factors ∼ 10−3−10−2 smaller than the virial radius were
resolved in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2],SDR22. Such resolu-
tions will not be achieved any time soon in 3D simula-
tions of SFDM in general, nor of SFDM-TF in particular.
Hence, there is added value in performing 1D simulations,
despite the progress of newer 3D simulations, also carried
out in this paper, as will become clear in the forthcoming.

Indeed, the issue of resolution has actually become
more serious in light of some recent findings, as follows.
By extending the SFDM-TF halo formation studies of
Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and by performing their semi-
analytic linear structure formation calculation, SDR22
found that the (unconditional) halo mass function in
SFDM-TF exhibits a cutoff at a higher halo mass scale,
than the corresponding one for FDM, albeit the sub-
sequent falloff toward smaller masses is much shallower
than for FDM. As a result, even the formation of SFDM-
TF halos of Milky-Way size is suppressed, compared to
CDM, if their primordial cores are large, RTF & 1 kpc.
Thus, it strongly appears that the model favors sub-kpc
primordial cores, RTF . 0.1 kpc, questioning the ability
of SFDM-TF to resolve the small-scale problems men-
tioned earlier. These conclusions were confirmed sub-
sequently by Hartman et al. [4] and Foidl and Rindler-
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Daller [21].

However, subsequently to Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and
SDR22, 3D simulations of SFDM-TF halo formation have
been performed in HWM22 (they call the model SIBEC-
DM), using the cosmological N-body and hydro code
RAMSES of Teyssier [22]. Inspired by the fluid approxi-
mation of Dawoodbhoy et al. [2], which is valid for (and
limited to) spherical symmetry, HWM22 used a simi-
lar set of hydrodynamical equations for SFDM-TF, but
applied in 3D. In doing so, however, some assumptions
from 1D were carried over to the 3D setting, such as e.g.
the skewlessness of the phase-space distribution function.
Normally, the N-body module in RAMSES takes care of
the collisionless CDM dynamics, while the hydro module
is used to evolve the baryons. Now, HWM22 modified
the hydro equations within RAMSES accordingly in or-
der to perform cosmological SFDM-TF halo formation
simulations, while disabling the N-body module.

Apart from 3D, the simulations of HWM22 are also
more realistic with respect to the larger box size and the
adopted initial conditions, enabling to form several halos,
of which some merge, and to follow their evolution over
time. The computational challenges are high and, as a
result, there are two shortcomings of these simulations.
First, they have to stop their runs at a redshift of z = 0.5,
thus final snapshots of their evolved halos refer to this
epoch. Second, and more severely, the chosen value for
RTF has to be larger than ∼ 1 kpc (they chose values
of 1, 3 and 10 kpc), despite the fact that such model
parameters have been ruled out by the previous work
just mentioned. Again, it is the demands on resolution
which required high enough RTF.

The simulations of both groups, Dawoodbhoy et al. [2],
SDR22 and HWM22, share the limitation that baryons
were not included. Thus, cosmological simulations of
SFDM-TF with baryons have yet to be carried out.

Despite the differences in the scope and implementa-
tion, HWM22 confirmed many of the results reported in
Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and SDR22, in that they confirm
the establishment of a core-envelope halo structure, with
core radii remaining close to RTF and a CDM-like/NFW-
like profile of the halo envelope. However, in contrast to
Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and SDR22, HWM22 find that
the cores, that are initially also dominated by SI-energy,
eventually “thermalize”, such that the effective “ther-
mal energy” due to the quantum-pressure sourced large-
scale velocity-dispersion pressure will dominate through-
out the halos. The authors attribute this finding to
the possibility of mixing of fluids, that are dynamically
heated during collapse, a phenomenon that the previous
1D simulations of spherical infall of mass shells were not
able to model correctly. Interestingly, though, the results
of HWM22 seem to fit better with the semi-analytical
double-polytrope model of Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and
SDR22, that was devised as a theoretical model to com-

pare to their 1D simulations.

This paper here was motivated by the question of
the origin of the discrepancies of the results reported
in HWM22 versus those in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and
SDR22, because it had remained unclear whether these
discrepancies are due to the different geometry and sim-
ulation setup, or due to the underlying equations of mo-
tion, after all. Therefore, we took up the task of perform-
ing our own halo formation simulations using RAMSES
in order to gain more insight into this question. In doing
so, we implement both sets of equations into RAMSES,
which allows us to switch between them in carrying out
the simulations. Also, we probe realistic SFDM-TF pa-
rameters by choosing sub-kpc primordial core radii for
RTF. However, we do this at the expense of smaller box
sizes, which means that our simulations are limited to
single-halo collapse calculations, such as in Dawoodbhoy
et al. [2] and SDR22, albeit in 3D. While we can thus
study halo structure and evolution in detail, up to the
present, we cannot make any statements regarding halo
statistics, nor the physics of major merging.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec.II, we
briefly summarize the fundamental equations of motion
of SFDM, followed by an exposition of the fluid approx-
imations with their respective equations, which are at
the heart of our approach in Sec. III. Sec. IV contains
a discussion of the implementation of the fluid approxi-
mations into the cosmological code RAMSES, while the
initial conditions (ICs) are described separately in Sec. V.
Since the fluid approximations include the CDM regime,
by neglecting the characteristic SI-pressure of SFDM, we
devote Sec VI to an analysis of CDM single-halo forma-
tion and evolution. The results of this section not only
serve as a cross-check to validate that our code imple-
mentations are correct, but also confirm earlier findings
in 1D pertaining to the CDM fluid approach, thus we
discuss the evolution of halo density and pressure pro-
files that we find, in detail. As such, this section should
be useful also to readers who are generally interested in
CDM dynamics, independent of SFDM as an alterna-
tive model. Finally, Sec. VII includes our main results
concerning SFDM single-halo formation and evolution, in
the TF regime, using the fluid approximations. We detail
the comparison between the approaches used by SDR22
vs. HWM22, and put our results into perspective with
theirs, as well as our explanations regarding the reported
discrepancies. Sec. VIII contains a brief report on our
simulation run that goes beyond the single-halo dynam-
ics, which is also a cross-check of our implementations
when compared to previous work. Our conclusions and
summary can be found in Sec. IX.
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II. FUNDAMENTAL EQUATIONS

Before we introduce the fluid approximations in the
next section, that are at the core of our analysis here,
we briefly present the fundamental equations of motion
of SFDM which underlie these approximations. Regard-
less of SI regime, it is assumed that SFDM consists of a
single species of bosons with particle mass m, whose dy-
namics can be described by a complex function ψ(r, t),
which is basically the “wave function of the condensate”
of the BEC, formed by these bosons. As in standard
CDM, galactic SFDM halos are nonlinear overdensities,
compared to the background of a ΛSFDM universe which
is assumed to be homogeneous and isotropic, just as in
ΛCDM.

Individual SFDM halos in the nonrelativistic limit can
be described by a NLSE, the GP equation (see Gross
[23], Pitaevskii [24], and applied to gravity in Kaup [25],
Ruffini and Bonazzola [26]),

i~
∂ψ(r, t)

∂t
=− ~

2

2m
∆ψ(r, t) + (mΦ(r, t) +

g|ψ
(

r, t)|2
)

ψ(r, t),

(1)

which is coupled to the Poisson equation

∆Φ(r, t) = 4πGm|ψ(r, t)|2. (2)

The full system is called Gross-Pitaevskii-Poisson (GPP)
equations. The Born assignment is used, such that
|ψ(r, t)|2 = n(r, t) describes the number probability den-
sity of the bosons. The 2-boson contact SI is modelled
as the third term on the right-hand side of (1), where g
is a constant coupling strength that determines whether
the bosons interact attractively (g < 0), or repulsively
(g > 0). Together with m, it is a free parameter of the
SFDM model. Φ is the gravitational potential of the self-
gravitating halo. In addition to the nonlinear SI-term in
the GP equation, the full GPP equations are nonlinear
in any case due to their coupling, even if we set g = 0.
This case corresponds to FDM models, discussed in the
Introduction.

The assumption that all N bosons within a given halo
of volume V can be described by ψ then naturally leads
to the normalization condition,

∫

V

|ψ|2 = N. (3)

The literature has made extensive use of an equivalent
representation of GPP, (1) and (2), by transforming the
GP equation into quantum hydrodynamic equations, pi-
oneered in particularly by Bohm [27],[28] and Takabayasi
[29]. Using the polar decomposition or Madelung trans-
formation [30], the wave function is decomposed into its
phase and amplitude functions,

ψ(r, t) = |ψ(r, t)|eiS(r,t) =

√

ρ(r, t)

m
eiS(r,t). (4)

ρ(r, t) is identified as the SFDM halo mass density and
S(r, t) as the action (or phase) function. It is related to
the associated bulk velocity of the halo as follows,

v =
~

m
∇S. (5)

Making use of the “hydrodynamic variables” v and ρ,
the complex GP equation is transformed into two real
equations, which are interpreted as a continuity equation
and an Euler-like momentum equation,

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv) = 0, (6)

∂v

∂t
+ (v · ∇)v = −∇Q−∇Φ− 1

ρ
∇PSI, (7)

∆Φ = 4πGρ. (8)

They are supplemented by the Poisson equation (8). The
involved quantities are well-known in the field, namely
the so-called quantum or Bohm potential,

Q = − ~
2

2m2

∆
√
ρ

√
ρ
, (9)

and the SI-pressure PSI, which is of polytropic form with
index[31] n = 1 and polytropic constant K = g/2m2,

PSI = Kρ1+1/n =
g

2m2
ρ2. (10)

We will also use the notation γ = 1+1/n, i.e. the (n = 1)-
polytrope is equivalent to γ = 2.

Now, let us consider the hydrostatic solution in the TF
regime, where we set ~ = 0 and v = 0 in (7), reducing it
to

− 1

ρ
∇PSI = ∇Φ, (11)

i.e. only SI-pressure balances gravity. In spherical
symmetry, it can be shown that this equation leads to
the well-known Lane-Emden equation for a (n = 1)-
polytrope, whose closed-form solution for the density pro-
file is given by

ρ(r) = ρ0
sin(πr/RTF)

πr/RTF
, (12)

with central density ρ0, and RTF is the first zero of the
density profile, which serves as the radius of the poly-
trope, see Goodman [7], Peebles [6]. This is the so-called
TF radius, which is given by

RTF = π

√

g

4πGm2
(13)
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with the gravitational constant G. Despite the fact that
two DM model parameters come in, we see that in the TF
regime, the characteristic radius of interest is fully deter-
mined by a given choice of the single parameter combi-
nation g/m2. Also, the TF radius does not depend on
the total mass of the polytrope. That is, in the con-
text of SFDM-TF halos, where cores are close to these
polytropes, their size does not depend on their (core)
mass. Hence, once we specify a SFDM-TF model by fix-
ing g/m2, we get a fixed value for RTF, independent of
core mass. Generally, we stress that RTF is subject to
constraints from astronomical observations that are able
to determine (upper) bounds on that radius, constraining
SFDM-TF models, in turn. In practice, RTF will be a
free parameter in our simulations, though its choice will
be informed by constraints just mentioned. In terms of
RTF, we can re-write the associated SI-pressure in (10)
as

PSI =
2G

π
R2

TFρ
2, (14)

which is the form that will be used in our simulations
to determine the halo SI-pressure as a function of halo
density, for fixed RTF.

Whereas PSI turns out to be easily modelled, the nu-
merical treatment of the quantum potential Q, and its
corresponding quantum pressure, is much more difficult.
Therefore, it is useful to devise “effective” means to
model the physics of Q in a computationally feasible way.
One approach will be discussed in the next section.

III. FLUID APPROXIMATIONS FOR SFDM
HALOS

It has been long realized that fluid approximations of
DM dynamics constitute both, a helpful computational
methodology, as well as a contribution to our physical un-
derstanding and comparison between different DM mod-
els.

The idea of simulating collisionless CDM by means of
fluid equations has been recurring in the literature, and
was considered especially at earlier times when realistic
N-body simulations were a bigger computational chal-
lenge than they are today. For instance, halo infall cal-
culations in the fluid picture were presented in Teyssier
et al. [32]. If fluid approximations are limited to 1D (as
they often are), they have the advantage of providing
very high resolution at a much lower computational cost
than other approaches.

To derive a fluid approximation, one usually starts
with the equation of motion for the distribution func-
tion of the system. For CDM, a collisionless Boltzmann
equation for the phase-space distribution function is in-
tegrated to obtain a set of moment equations (momen-
tum moments of the Boltzmann equation). Collision-

less particles have an infinite set of moment equations,
the BBGKY hierarchy (see Binney and Tremaine [33]).
So, the hierarchy needs to be truncated at a certain or-
der. By adopting some assumptions, one ends up with a
closed set of fluid conservation equations for collisionless
systems[34] such as CDM, the “CDM fluid approxima-
tion”.

Alvarez et al. [35] have applied this formalism to study
CDM halo formation. Adopting the universal mass as-
sembly history (MAH) reported for CDM halos from N-
body simulations, found in Wechsler et al. [36], and ap-
plying their fluid approximation, they have shown that
the resulting shape of the equilibrium halo profile and its
evolution match those of CDM N-body simulations re-
markably well. We shall add that the notion of “orbital
crossing” in collisionless N-body simulations is replaced
by the appearance of a shock wave in the fluid picture
which, upon gravitational collapse, will eventually form
and propagate outward into the forming halo envelope.
As such, it separates the interior of the eventually viri-
alized halo from the material outside of the halo. This
way, the location of the shock boundary provides a phys-
ical explanation for and interpretation as the halo virial
radius.

Ahn and Shapiro [37] developed this model further in
order to study halo formation in CDM, as well as in
self-interacting DM (”SIDM”)[38] by adopting certain as-
sumptions, namely spherical symmetry, skew-free veloc-
ity distribution and isotropic velocity dispersion. More
precisely, Ahn and Shapiro [37] derived a fluid approxi-
mation for CDM halos in spherical symmetry from mo-
mentum moments 0, 1, 2 of the collisionless Boltzmann
equation, resulting in the following set of hydrodynami-
cal equations,

∂ρ

∂t
+

1

r2
∂(r2ρv)

∂r
= 0,

∂v

∂t
+ v

∂v

∂r
+

1

ρ

∂

∂r
(Pσ) +

∂Φ

∂r
= 0,

∂

∂t

(

3Pσ

2ρ

)

+ v
∂

∂r

(

3Pσ

2ρ

)

+
Pσ

ρr2
∂
(

r2v
)

∂r
= 0,

(15a)

(15b)

(15c)

with the density ρ, the velocity v, the gravitational po-
tential Φ, and a pressure called Pσ where σ stands for
velocity dispersion. It stems from the second moment
equation, where a non-vanishing velocity-dispersion ten-
sor gives rise to an overall pressure contribution Pσ in
the system. It is the only pressure contribution in a
spherical system of collisionless particles. In fact, this
set of equations has to be accompanied by an equation of
state (EoS) which relates that pressure to density. Ahn
and Shapiro [37] found that the nature of the velocity-
dispersion pressure, under the assumed symmetries, de-
mands that Pσ ∝ ργ with γ = 5/3, valid for CDM
and SIDM, indeed. For formal analogy to gas dynam-
ics, we will often use the phrase “thermal pressure” for
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Pσ, along with the corresponding “thermal energy” that
comes with it, which will be introduced below.

Performing simulations using a Lagrangian 1D hydro
code, Ahn and Shapiro [37] also confirmed that the CDM
fluid approximation can explain very well certain univer-
sal properties, as found by N-body simulations, such as
the NFW halo density profile, or temperature profiles of
baryons in galaxy clusters; we refer to the in-depth ac-
count of these and similar results in Shapiro et al. [39].
(A further comparison between fluid and N-body sim-
ulation results have been also performed by Koda and
Shapiro [40], in the framework of SIDM.)

Inspired by this approach, Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] en-
gaged to derive a fluid approximation for SFDM in the
TF regime (”SFDM-TF”), in a similar manner by start-
ing from an equivalent equation of motion for the (quan-
tum) Wigner phase-space distribution function. In brief,
it is possible in this TF regime to coarse-grain the orig-
inal equations, using a smoothing scale that is much
larger than the de Broglie length scale λdeB , but smaller
than the characteristic structure formation scale of or-
der RTF. This is a valid approach in SFDM-TF, because
RTF ≫ λdeB . As a result, the dynamics need not be re-
solved at scales of order λdeB , which are the scales where
the quantum potential Q of equation (9) is at play. Pro-
moting its local effects to a quantum-pressure tensor, in
a similar form than what the velocity-dispersion tensor
does for the collisionless case, it is possible to encode
it through a macroscopic pressure contribution which is
isotropic, if the same assumptions are adopted as before
(sphericity, isotropy and skewless velocity distribution).
The remarkable thing is that the so-encountered pressure
has the same mathematical form than Pσ above, i.e. the
macroscopic velocity dispersion due to the presence of
the quantum potential in SFDM is also modelled in this
case via a γ = 5/3-law for Pσ.

Using their equations, Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] performed
halo formation simulations using their amended version
of said 1D Lagrangian hydro code. Their analysis was
restricted to simulations of single halos in a static back-
ground universe, whereas such single-halo infall simu-
lations were subsequently extended to expanding back-
grounds in SDR22; we display their equations 22–24 here,
using the same notation as before,

∂ρ

∂t
+

1

r2
∂(r2ρv)

∂r
= 0,

∂v

∂t
+ v

∂v

∂r
+

1

ρ

∂

∂r
(Pσ + PSI) +

∂Φ

∂r
= 0,

∂

∂t

(

3Pσ

2ρ

)

+ v
∂

∂r

(

3Pσ

2ρ

)

+
Pσ

ρr2
∂
(

r2v
)

∂r
= 0.

(16a)

(16b)

(16c)

Different from the CDM equations in (15), we have in the
momentum equation (16b), apart from Pσ, the additional
pressure PSI from (14), that originates from the repulsive

SI of SFDM-TF. However, PSI does not contribute to the
energy equation (16c), which is the same as for CDM.

Although the respective sets of equations for CDM vs.
SFDM-TF are derived from different equations of motion,
the fluid approximations look very similar. This can be
attributed to the same approximations on symmetry and
EoS that enter in both approaches. We also stress again
that the fluid approximation for SFDM-TF is especially
helpful, given the severe resolution issues pointed out in
the Introduction, that we face in modelling SFDM-TF
halo formation, particularly if sub-kpc core sizes are ex-
pected.

Now, Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and SDR22 used an
amended 1D Lagrangian code, that was previously used
by Ahn and Shapiro [37] for CDM and SIDM simulations
of halo spherical infall and collapse, in order to calculate
the formation of SFDM-TF halos and to investigate their
structure, using the above set of fluid equations (16).
In accordance with previous analytical calculations, they
found that halos formed with a core close to a (n = 1)-
polytrope, surrounded by a halo envelope. Unsurpris-
ingly, the characteristic transition and slope of the latter
differed, depending on whether halos formed in static or
expanding backgrounds; however, in each case the halo
envelopes would be close to those found in the CDM fluid
approximation, i.e. “CDM-like”. In fact, generically, the
SI-pressure PSI dominated in the core, whereas Pσ domi-
nated in the envelope. At a radius of approximately RTF

both pressures were nearly equal.

Soon after the work of SDR22, HWM22 performed 3D
simulations of halo formation in SFDM-TF. Given the
same computational difficulties that prompted Dawoodb-
hoy et al. [2] to come up with the fluid approximation in
the first place, HWM22 used a fluid approximation, as
well. However, they used a different set of 3D fluid equa-
tions (their equations 15 – 17), which we display here as
follows,

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · j = 0,

∂j

∂t
+∇ (Pσ + PSI) + ρ (v · ∇)v +

v (∇ · ρv) = −ρ∇Φ,

∂E

∂t
+∇ · [(E + Pσ + PSI) v] = −j · ∇Φ.

(17a)

(17b)

(17c)

Note that HWM22 uses the notation P , instead of Pσ,
and φ, instead of Φ, while j is the 3D current density.
Comparing this set of equations with those in (16), we see
that the SI-pressure PSI appears not only in the momen-
tum equation, but also in the energy equation, because
the latter includes the total energy E, not just the “ther-
mal energy” due to Pσ. Furthermore, the momentum
and the energy equation have a source term due to grav-
ity on the right-hand side, different from equations (16).
Later in this paper, we will see that these differences
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in the fluid equations make no difference in the results,
concerning halo evolution and halo structure. The form
of the 3D equations in (17) is motivated by their close
resemblance to the general fluid equations, which are im-
plemented into the cosmological code RAMSES that is
used by HWM22 to perform their simulations. Yet, we
stress that the form of (17) still assumes that the momen-
tum distribution of the phase-space distribution function
is isotropic, an assumption which is not valid in 3D in
all phases of halo evolution. By enforcing spherical sym-
metry, re-writing of the energy equation in terms of the
“thermal pressure” only, and neglecting the source terms
on the right-hand side, equations (17) reduce to equa-
tions (16).

Finally, we comment that in the 1D simulations by
SDR22, the effect of Hubble expansion is taken into ac-
count via appropriate initial conditions, while the 3D
simulations in RAMSES of HWM22 and our own ones
take advantage of a prior transformation of the fluid
equations, using super-comoving coordinates which were
introduced by Martel and Shapiro [41]; we refer to this
paper and HWM22 for more details.

In accordance with the previous 1D results mentioned
earlier, HWM22 also found a core-envelope structure of
SFDM-TF halos, but with different characteristics; in
fact they report discrepancies compared to the results of
SDR22, as follows:

• SDR22 found a clear dominance of the SI-pressure
PSI in the core, throughout the entire simulation
time of any given halo, whereas HWM22 found that
PSI eventually not dominate over Pσ in the cores of
the halos in their simulations.

• The final core radii in HWM22 are larger than the
primordial value given by RTF.

The authors of HWM22 suggest the following main rea-
sons for the discrepancies:

• There are naturally asymmetries in the 3D environ-
ment, while the 1D simulations cannot account for
these.

• The cores get dynamically heated from the en-
velopes, due to some equilibration and mixing pro-
cesses (e.g. infall of lobes of collapsing material),
which lead to a higher Pσ and thus prevents the
dominance of PSI in the cores, in turn.

Our main goal in this paper consists in determining the
nature of the reported discrepancies by performing our
own 3D simulations, using both sets of fluid equations
for the sake of a consistent comparison.

IV. IMPLEMENTING FLUID
APPROXIMATIONS OF SFDM-TF INTO

RAMSES

The scope of our investigation demands that we im-
plement both sets of equations (16) and (17) into a cos-
mological code and perform 3D halo formation simula-
tions, in order to shed light onto the discrepancies be-
tween these previous papers. Since HWM22 used RAM-
SES for their simulations, we will also use this code for
this comparison. Furthermore, we investigate the im-
plications for small-scale structure which is relevant for
observations and models.

A. Implementation by HWM22

In order to perform their 3D simulations, HWM22 used
an amended version of RAMSES, an adaptive mesh re-
finement (AMR) based code by Teyssier [22] [42]. More-
over, they used the code MUSIC by Hahn and Abel [43]
[44], to generate the initial conditions (ICs). This way,
they were able to form several halos within a 3D cosmo-
logical box with periodic boundary conditions. Several
simulations were performed with different box sizes: one
with box size of 2 Mpc, four simulations with box size of
5 Mpc and one simulation with box size of 15 Mpc.

All simulation runs were started at an initial redshift
of zini = 50, a choice which is typical for CDM cosmo-
logical simulations. As we will see, this is a shortcoming
with respect to SFDM cosmologies, because it means that
HWM22 were restricted to models that have RTF & 1
kpc.

Finally, the properties of the formed halos were ana-
lyzed at a lowest redshift of z = 0.5, because the demands
on CPU time prevented simulation runs up to the present
z = 0. In fact, the computational challenges with respect
to resolution increase even more, the closer the evolution
gets to the present time.

In contrast, the simulations in SDR22 of 1D halo in-
fall were not limited as much by resolution, though their
shortcoming is a less realistic environment, for only one
single halo at a time was simulated. Their simulations
started at matter-radiation equality zeq ∼ 3000 (or in
terms of scale factor aeq), right in order to account for
the effects of early suppression of small-scale structure
that were found from the linear growth regime of struc-
ture formation in ΛSFDM universes in SDR22, Hartman
et al. [4] and Foidl and Rindler-Daller [21]. Sufficient spa-
tial resolution was attained by using around 1000 mass
shells in their Lagrangian code; yet halos with sub-kpc
cores could be analyzed. The analysis of halo structure
was carried out at the so-called formation time af (resp.
zf) of halos; the definition of formation time can be found
in their equations 38 and 39. It is used to determine the
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earliest redshift at which the collapse of a halo of given
mass shall occur, in accordance with Klypin et al. [45].

B. Our implementation

As in HWM22, we perform SFDM-only cosmological
3D simulations using RAMSES, where we likewise mod-
ify and adapt the in-built RAMSES hydro module, that
is usually used to model the baryons in cosmological sim-
ulations, in order now to calculate the SFDM-TF fluid
dynamics, instead. At the same time, we disable the
RAMSES N-body solver, that would usually calculate
the CDM dynamics. In modifying RAMSES, we also
adapted the 1D Riemann solver in the RAMSES hydro
module, for both sets of fluid approximations, such that
we could switch between them accordingly.

More precisely, RAMSES is an AMR code that applies
the Godunov method (Godunov and Bohachevsky [46])
to solve the hydrodynamic equations in conservative form
(see equations 8 – 10 in Teyssier [22]), which we display
as follows,

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρu) = 0,

∂

∂t
(ρu) +∇ · (ρu⊗ u) +∇p = −ρ∇Φ,

∂

∂t
(ρe) +∇ · [ρu (e+ p/ρ)] = −ρu · ∇Φ,

(18a)

(18b)

(18c)

with ρ the density, u the velocity vector, e the specific
total energy, p the specific pressure (which, in non-SFDM
applications, is usually the thermal pressure of the bary-
onic gas), and Φ the gravitational potential (again, we
use the notation Φ, instead of φ). Furthermore, RAM-
SES uses the second order MUSCL scheme (van Leer
[47]) to enable 3D simulations that utilize a 1D Rie-
mann solver for equations (18), which effectively reduces
them to 1D. RAMSES provides a number of different Rie-
mann approximations and an exact Riemann solver for
configuration purpose. We adapted the HLLC Riemann
approximation[48] to reflect the necessary modifications
to equations (18), in order to implement both sets of
equations: the 3D version of (16) from SDR22 and (17)
from HWM22. To this end, we introduced two addi-
tional variables in the state vector: First, PSI which is
the specific form of the SI-pressure defined in (14), and
the second variable pσ, the specific “thermal pressure”
due to the (quantum) velocity-dispersion, according to

pσ = (γ − 1)ρ(e− 1

2
u− eSI). (19)

Here, eSI represents the specific energy contribution orig-
inating from SI, while the overall expression within the
second bracket then represents the specific internal en-
ergy; it is this energy that enters in the default caloric
EoS which is used in RAMSES. Because PSI does not

appear in the energy equation of (16), eSI is set to zero
for this set of equations.

The analysis of the simulation data as well as part of
the plots were done using the software package yt (Turk
et al. [49])[50].

C. Verifying the CDM fluid approximation

The implementation of the SFDM-TF fluid approxi-
mation into RAMSES lends itself to a comparison of a
fluid vs. an N-body cosmological simulation within the
CDM framework first, as follows. The CDM fluid ap-
proximation, as derived by Ahn and Shapiro [37], is re-
covered from equations (16), if we set RTF = 0 which
implies PSI = 0. In this case, only the velocity-dispersion
pressure Pσ remains in the equations. Thus, the cosmo-
logical simulation of halo formation in the CDM fluid
picture uses this set of fluid equations, whereas the com-
parison CDM simulation uses the standard N-body solver
of RAMSES. For this comparison, we generated the ICs
with MUSIC and applied the same cosmological param-
eters than those used for our forthcoming simulations,
summarized in Table I.

Figure 1 displays the results, where we compare the
cosmological structure formation of CDM halos using the
fluid approximation (left-hand panel) versus the N-body
solver (right-hand panel), in a comoving box of 1 Mpc size
with periodic boundary conditions (BCs). In general, we
can see that the overall structures and spatial extent of
DM halos match quite well between both kind of simu-
lations, though there seems to be more substructure in
the right-hand panel. Compared to this density field in
the N-body case that shows individual DM particles, the
smeared-out impression of the density field in the case of
the fluid approximation comes about due to the different
post-processing of the AMR grid, as the plot is built by
individual AMR cells, i.e. it shows the projected average
density in the cells, resulting in an overall lower spatial
resolution. Apart from this reason, we cannot exclude
the possibility that there is a genuine, physical “wash-
out” effect that is inherent in the fluid approximation
itself.

To our knowledge, this is the first side-by-side compar-
ison of a 3D cosmological simulation of CDM-only struc-
ture formation between the fluid picture and the N-body
approach. Of course, a thorough quantitative comparison
would be required to investigate the similarities and dis-
crepancies between fluid and N-body simulation results of
CDM, and there are only few such comparisons in the lit-
erature (see also previous citations to references, but they
are mostly limited to the 1D fluid case). Since we focus
in this paper on the single-halo infall problem in SFDM-
TF, such a dedicated methodological comparison in the
CDM regime is beyond the scope of this paper. Nev-
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FIG. 1. Evolution of ΛCDM halos in the fluid approximation (left-hand panel) vs. an N-body simulation
(right-hand panel). Each simulation starts at zini = 600; shown are the snapshots at the present z = 0. The left-hand
panel indicates the color-coded projected density distribution. The spatial resolution is determined by the AMR refinements,
where every cell holds the average density of the spatial region. The right-hand panel displays the projected mass of the DM
particles, where the location of the individual particles is not limited to the spatial resolution of the AMR grid. Owing to the
periodic boundary conditions (BCs), the halo at the bottom of the plot coincides with that at the top, in each panel.

ertheless, we feel safe to conclude that the implemented
fluid approximation yields reasonable results in the CDM
case, which makes us confident that the implementation
works correctly. (We note that the same applies to the
implementation by HWM22; setting the SI-pressure to
zero, PSI = 0, leads to the same CDM fluid approxima-
tion). In fact, we do present a detailed analysis of CDM
single-halo evolution in Sec.VI. But first, we dedicate the
next section to details concerning initial conditions.

V. ICS FOR HALO FORMATION

We performed SFDM-only cosmological simulations
with the same set of cosmic parameters as used in our
preceding work Foidl and Rindler-Daller [21], determined
by Planck-Collaboration [51], shown in Table I.

We provide this table for the sake of completeness. Not
all parameters are relevant for the generation of ICs and
the runtime configuration of RAMSES.

A. ICs for the cosmological box

We generated the initial conditions (ICs) such that a
perturbation-overdensity is placed in the center of a cos-
mological box, whose size is sufficiently large to contain
the matter to build up the halo of given (final) mass.
We performed simulation runs in order to study the for-
mation, evolution and structure of a halo of Milky-Way
size with 1012 M⊙, as well as a dwarf-galactic-size halo

TABLE I. Cosmological parameters from Planck 2018

Parameter Value Comment
H0 67.556
TCMB [K] 2.7255
Nur 3.046
Ωγ 5.41867×10−05 derived from TCMB

Ων 3.74847×10−05 derived from Nur

Ωb 0.0482754
ΩSFDM 0.263771
ΩΛ 0.687762
Ωk 0
τreio 0.0925
As 2.3×10−9

ns 0.9619 adiabatic ICs

of 109 M⊙. In all simulations, we chose a fixed value
of the primordial core radius of RTF = 110 pc, i.e. the
SFDM-TF model parameters are the same in each sim-
ulation (see Foidl and Rindler-Daller [21] for constraints
on SFDM-TF parameters). This way, we can investigate
whether a given primordial core affects halos of various
final mass and size over the course of their evolution dif-
ferently. To fix the starting point of our simulations,
we used equations 38 and 39 of SDR22 to determine the
earliest redshift at which the collapse could occur. Yet,
we also performed simulations with a range of starting
redshifts, zini = 3400; 1000; 600; 200; 50 in order to inves-
tigate the impact of this choice for zini. It turned out
that zini = 600 is roughly the latest possible time of col-
lapse to form halos of the above mass, in accordance with
Klypin et al. [45]. In the consecutive simulations, we used
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thus zini = 600 as the fiducial starting redshift to com-
pare our results, based on the different sets of equations
that we implemented. In fact, our results do not change
if we choose an earlier redshift than 600, except for the
higher demands on computation time.

The size of the simulation box is set to 4 Mpc co-
moving on a side, applying periodic boundary conditions
(BCs). The initial spatial resolution, sufficient for the ini-
tial density profile, was set to ∼ 25 kpc comoving, which
is increased dynamically by the AMR mechanism down
to ∼ 0.1 kpc comoving, in regions where necessary. The
spatial resolution of the AMR grid, described as comov-
ing, has to do with the fact that it is related to the scale
factor, i.e. in the early stages of the evolution, where
the spatial resolution is very important, it is significantly
larger than in the late stages (see the fluctuations de-
picted in Figures 6, 9 and 10). We first present and focus
mostly on the results for the Milky-Way-type halo, while
the results of and comparison with the dwarf-galactic-
type halo is presented afterwards. This way, we can also
put our results better into perspective in terms of RTF.

B. Initial density profiles

In SDR22, the choice of the initial density profile was
crucial, because it determined the mass assembly his-
tory (MAH) of the (single) halo, which was the key to
correctly model the cosmological environment. In con-
trast to that, RAMSES implements the cosmological en-
vironment “for free”, so to speak. However, we wanted
to investigate the potential influence of the initial den-
sity profile onto the final halo structure. Therefore, we
tested several IC density profiles to this end. We chose
i) a tophat profile, which is often used in the litera-
ture to model halo infall; ii) a linear density profile; iii)
and an (ǫ = 1/6)-profile, which corresponds to a scale-
free, spherical, linear perturbation with a growth rate
of dM/M ∝ M−1/6 (see SDR22 and references therein).
Figure 2 displays the results of the impact of the differ-
ent chosen initial density profiles onto the evolution of a
SFDM-TF halo. The initial profiles were built with the
same amount of overdensity at the center of the box and
filling the box to its boundaries. We can see that the
shape of the final halo profiles differ somewhat, for dif-
ferent initial profiles. Still, in each case we see a pile-up
of material in the halo center, which is separated from
a milder decline in density in the halo outskirts. This
pile-up is initially extremely pronounced for the tophat
profile, compared to the linear profile and the spherical
perturbation. When the outer boundary of the tophat
profile, at z ∼ 3, reaches the pile-up of matter in the cen-
ter, the infall of matter ceases and the profile develops
an inner and an outer part with a milder decline there.
The linear profile displays a much milder growth of the
central pile-up of matter and we can see the formation
of a shock front moving outward. Such a shock front is

10−1 100 101 102

Radius [kpc]

101

103

105

107

109

De
ns

ity
 [ρ

/ρ
c]

50

9

6.7

5

4

3.4

3.2

3

2.7

re
ds

hi
ft

10−1 100 101 102
Radius [kpc]

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

De
ns

ity
 [ρ

/ρ
c]
50

8.9

4.9

3.3

2.4

2

1.7

1.4

1.1

re
ds

hi
ft

10−1 100 101 102
Radius [kpc]

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

De
ns

ity
 [ρ

/ρ
c]

600

26.1

15

9

8.2

7.4

7

6.5

6.3

6.1

6

re
ds

hi
ft

FIG. 2. SFDM-TF halo evolution for different choice
of initial density profiles. The solid lines display the den-
sity profile of a halo during its evolution, color-coded by red-
shift but note the different z-range between panels! Each
panel displays halo density profiles over time, initiated by a
tophat profile (top panel), a linear profile (middle panel), and
a scale-free, spherical perturbation (bottom panel). In each
case, we see that the halo density builds up smoothly but
quickly toward the center, while a clear core-envelope halo
structure evolves. The consecutive shock wave (recognizable
as the steep gradient that forms after z ∼ 10) propagates out-
ward, transporting excess material from the inner regions to
the outskirts of the halo.

also seen in the profile with the spherical initial pertur-
bation. However, no shock front is formed in the case
with the initial tophat profile. After the rapid increase
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of the density in the center (for the linear profile and
the spherical perturbation), the consecutive shock wave
transports excess material from the inner regions to the
outskirts of the halo. The shock front is recognizable as
the steep density gradient that emerges at redshifts lower
than z ∼ 10, which itself propagates outward.

In the subsequent simulations, the location of this
shock front at the present time, z = 0, serves as a phys-
ical approximation for the halo virial radius, assuming
such virialization is (approximately) achieved.

In SDR22, the shape of the initial profile served as a
way to provide a realistic expanding background for their
1D simulations, especially in terms of mass infall. Our ex-
periments here show that the cosmological environment
of RAMSES is very robust in that we need not construct
an “artificial” mass assembly history, from the chosen
profile. However, as the (ǫ = 1/6)-profile is the most re-
alistic IC, in terms of the expanding cosmological back-
ground, we decided to use this profile in the subsequent
simulations. In fact, this choice of initial profile leads to
a clear core-envelope halo structure (see Figure 2), which
was also found in the simulations of SDR22 and HWM22,
respectively.

Before we leave this section, we like to point out that
the format of the IC files which RAMSES uses, has no
place to specify an initial pressure. Instead, RAMSES
uses an approximation of the average temperature (nor-
mally due to the presence of baryons) to compute the
initial pressure. We adopt this default behavior of RAM-
SES, in that we assign Pσ to RAMSES’ thermal pressure
of equ.(19) (since formally it is the same), while PSI is
determined according to (14). In contrast, HWM22 in-
troduced a free parameter ζ, which is the ratio of Pσ

over PSI at zini and is supposed to be much smaller than
one, in order to specify the initial value of their pres-
sure. However, they find that their simulation results
are rather insensitive to this parameter, a finding that is
also in accordance with our comparison to their results.

VI. FORMATION AND EVOLUTION OF CDM
HALOS

We start our series of simulations by studying first the
formation of CDM halos in the CDM fluid approxima-
tion, where we set RTF = 0, implying PSI = 0, in our
SFDM-TF fluid equations, which implies standard CDM
behavior. This way, we can also convince ourselves that
the fluid approximation gives reasonable results when ap-
plied to the CDM regime, before we move on to the study
of SFDM-TF halo formation.

A. The properties of the shock wave in CDM halos

In Sec. VB we investigated the impact of the initial
density profile on the structure of the forming halo. We
could see that the collapsing matter concentrates in the
center of the forming halo, where a shock wave builds
up and transports excess material to the outskirts of the
halo. As a result of this process, a nearly isothermal halo
envelope forms.

It is interesting to see that this isothermal structure
forms immediately when the shock front moves outward,
starting at z ∼ 25, and is not a result of a relaxation
following the formation process. So, we now take a look
at the properties of the shock wave as it moves outward
during the formation of the halo, as depicted in Fig. 3.

The well-known Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (Mac-
quorn Rankine [52] and Hugoniot [53]) in (20) relate
hydro- and thermodynamic quantities in front (subscripts
0) and behind a shock front (subscripts 1):

ρ1
ρ0

=
γ + 1

γ − 1

T1
T0

=
γ − 1

γ + 1

P1

P0
,

(20a)

(20b)

where we use the general notation P for the pressure
and T for the temperature. For CDM, P corresponds to
Pσ, in fact. The adopted fluid approximation demands
γ = 5/3 for CDM, and the same is true for SFDM-TF,
or SIDM, concerning this effective pressure contribution
from velocity dispersion; see Sec III. By (20a), this im-
plies that the passing of the shock front leads to an in-
crease in density by a factor of 4 across the shock.

However, the derivation of the Rankine-Hugoniot con-
ditions assumes a shock front of zero thickness, which is
clearly a simplification of reality. Indeed, in simulations
such shock fronts have always finite size, and we can also
see this in our simulations. In the example of Fig. 3
(top panel), the shock front extents to almost 1 kpc.
As mentioned already, we recognize that an isothermal
halo envelope builds up, as soon as the shock front has
moved through the forming halo. Hence, we can assume
that T1 = T0. Indeed, the actual shock front is close to
an “isothermal shock”, corresponding rather to the limit
case γ = 1, as seen in the bottom panel of Fig. 3, where
the pressure across the shock changes by a large factor
of ∼ 400.

This means that the envelope is left in an isothermal
state as the shock wave moves outward, prior to going
through a phase of virialization. This confirms the re-
sults found in Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] (see their Figure 4)
and SDR22 (see their Figure 2). This is remarkable, as
they use a 1D Lagrangian code with artificial viscosity
to handle the shock waves, in contrast to our 3D simu-
lations which apply the Godunov method based on the
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FIG. 3. Shock front in CDM halo formation. The top
panel displays the density profile during the formation of a
CDM halo, shown at z ∼ 19. The shock front is located be-
tween ∼ 2−3 kpc. We see that immediately with the outward
moving shock front an isothermal envelope establishes with a
slope of −2; the shock is “isothermal”. The inner region has
the shape of a (n = 1.5)-polytrope. The bottom panel dis-
plays the corresponding pressure profile of the halo at the
same redshift. For CDM, Pσ is the only pressure contribu-
tion. Outside the shock front, Pσ displays a steep fall-off, as
there is no significant velocity dispersion left.

Riemann problem. So, we have two different method-
ologies to model shocks which yield compatible results.
Although artificial viscosity leads to a “smearing out” of
the shock front in the 1D simulations, this effect is com-
pensated by the high spatial resolution attained in 1D.
As a result, the spatial resolution of the shock front is
comparable to the one gained from the AMR mechanism
in our 3D simulations. However, we stress that the inner
region of the halo is better spatially resolved in the 1D
simulations.

Moreover, we recognize in Fig. 3 (top panel) the for-
mation of a core which is close to a (n = 1.5)-polytrope.
For this and later comparisons, we plot polytropes of dif-
ferent index n in Fig. 4, as an illustration.
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FIG. 4. Density profiles of Lane-Emden polytropes.
The left-hand panel displays polytropes in linear scale; the
right-hand panel displays polytropes on log-log scale. Both
panels display exemplary solutions to the Lane-Emden equa-
tion, with indices indicated in the legends. The x-axes display
the dimensionless radius ξ and the y-axes the dimensionless
density θ, with the same central density for each polytrope.
The radius of the polytrope grows with increasing n.

More precisely, in the early stages of CDM halo for-
mation (z ∼ 19), the inner region is close to a (n = 1.5)-
polytrope (corresponding to γ = 5/3), which balances
the gravity of the accumulated matter that falls onto the
halo. At z ≈ 7.5, Pσ is not sufficient to balance that
gravity anymore and mass continues to pile up in the
central region, steepening the slope of the density pro-
file. Eventually, a cusp-like feature emerges similar to
NFW profiles and expected for CDM halos, which we
discuss in Sec. VI B.

We also show the corresponding pressure profiles Pσ

within the CDM halo in the bottom panels of Fig. 3 at
z ∼ 19, and in Fig.5 at z ∼ 7.5, respectively. For CDM,
Pσ is the only pressure contribution. At both redshifts,
we see a steep fall-off of this pressure outside the respec-
tive shock front, as a result of the corresponding drop in
the velocity dispersion.

To put these results into perspective, we note already
here that in the formation of a SFDM-TF halo, the ad-
ditional pressure component PSI related to γ = 2 plays
an important role and changes the outcome as follows.
PSI builds up comparatively more slowly, but eventually
dominates over Pσ in the later stages of the evolution
(see Sec. VII C). As a result, this pressure component is
able to balance gravity through the entire evolution of the
halo, such that a halo core forms not only temporarily
but remains in place and finally acquires a shape close to
a (n = 1)-polytrope (corresponding to γ = 2), in contrast
to the cusp in CDM halos. We discuss these findings in
Sec. VII.

B. CDM halo profiles

In this subsection, we draw our attention to the density
and pressure profiles as the CDM halo forms and evolves
up to the present. In Fig. 5, we show a halo of mass
1012 M⊙ at its formation time z ∼ 7.5 (this is the same
halo as shown in Fig. 3 at an earlier redshift). At this for-
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mation time, we can see that the earlier inner (n = 1.5)-
polytropic core –that we see in Fig. 3– has transitioned
into a steep cusp, because of the continuous pile-up of
matter in the center. Its slope is close to ρ ∝ r−2.7 (see
also Fig. 6 for this same snapshot in redshift), and is just
as steep as the outer slope of the envelope! That outer
slope is already close to the characteristic NFW behavior
of ρ ∝ r−3.

In the bottom panel of Fig. 5, the corresponding pres-
sure profile Pσ of the same halo at the same redshift
is shown. We stress again that the pressure drops off
steeply, as a result of the shock front, as outside of it
there is no significant velocity dispersion left. In fact,
this finding has been also reported for CDM halos in the
fluid approximation in Ahn and Shapiro [37].

As time progresses, the central region of the CDM
halo makes another transition back to a shallower pro-
file, which can be best seen in Fig. 6, which shows the
evolution of the halo density profiles all the way down to
z = 0. As of z ∼ 0.9, we see a flattening of the central
profile, and at z = 0 the central profile goes, indeed, like
ρ ∝ r−1.15, thus very similar to the characteristic NFW
cusp of ρ ∝ r−1. In fact, this transition from the steeper
cusp to the shallower ∼ r−1 cusp can be also inferred by
looking at Figure 1 of SDR22: at the halo formation time
(a = af ; a being the scale factor), the profile is steeper
than at the later time of 5af , also shown in that figure.
We should also stress that the “would-be bump” in the
density in the inner region of the CDM halo is the result
of a mere dynamical fluctuation, i.e. it is temporary and
not a persistent feature.

Fig. 6 now clearly displays how the collapse of the ini-
tial (ǫ = 1/6)-profile is followed by an increase in density
in the center with time, establishing a cuspy profile. Once
the density and pressure are high enough to withstand
the pressure of the infalling matter, it is reflected and a
shock wave forms, which moves outward and transports
material back into the outskirts of the halo. This shock
front then separates the halo from the surrounding en-
vironment, providing a proxy for the virial radius of the
halo. At the final snapshot z = 0, its location is around
300 kpc, i.e. a reasonable number for the virial radius of
this halo of 1012 M⊙.

Overally, our findings confirm previous results by Ahn
and Shapiro [37], Dawoodbhoy et al. [2] and SDR22 for
the CDM regime, in terms of halo structure. This way,
our 3D fluid simulations of CDM in RAMSES also con-
firm the usefulness and robustness of previous results ob-
tained for 1D. Finally, our fluid approximation reveals
present-day CDM halo density profiles which are in good
accordance with the analytic NFW profile, originally de-
vised from fits to CDM N -body simulation data.
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FIG. 5. Formation of a CDM halo of mass 1012 M⊙.
Top panel: density profile at the formation time (z ∼ 7.5).
Toward the center the density profile develops a steep slope,
i.e. a cusp, which is a characteristic feature of CDM halos. In
the outskirts, the profile transforms to that of a nearly NFW-
like envelope, with a slope of ρ ∝ r−2.7; its boundary is set
by the outward moving shock front. Bottom panel: pressure
profile Pσ for the same halo at the same redshift as in the top
panel.

VII. FORMATION AND EVOLUTION OF
SFDM-TF HALOS

A. Comparing the two fluid approximations

In the first step of our SFDM-TF halo simulations,
we compare both sets of fluid approximations, the 3D
version of equations (16) from SDR22 versus equations
(17) from HWM22. In the forthcoming, we call the sim-
ulations based on SDR22 as “Var1” (”variant 1”). Re-
member that in these equations, the pressure PSI appears
only in the momentum equation, but not in the energy
equation which deals solely with Pσ. Also, the source
terms from self-gravity of the fluid are ignored. On the
other hand, we call the simulations based on HWM22 as
“Var2” (”variant 2”). Here, PSI contributes to the mo-
mentum equation and to the energy equation. Moreover,
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FIG. 6. Evolution of a CDM halo of mass 1012 M⊙. The
color-coded solid lines display the evolution of the halo density
profile, beginning with the collapse of the initial (ǫ = 1/6)-
profile all the way to the present at z = 0. We can see a
constantly rising density in the central region. At z ∼ 25, the
shock wave begins to form and moves outward. After the halo
formation time at z ∼ 7.5, the inner (n = 1.5)-polytropic core
of the halo transitions to a cusp, steepening to ρ ∝ r−2.7. As
time progresses, the halo keeps growing in mass by accreting
further material from the surroundings. By z = 0 the inner
profile has flattened to ρ ∝ r−1.15, i.e. very similar to a NFW
cusp of r−1.

the source terms due to gravity are not neglected.

We followed the procedure described in SDR22 and
simulated the collapse of a single SFDM-TF halo with an
initial, spherically-symmetric (ǫ = 1/6)-profile, placed in
the center of the box. However, whereas SDR22 estab-
lished their cosmological environment in their 1D simu-
lations by adopting the universal CDM mass assembly
history (MAH) found by Wechsler et al. [36], our RAM-
SES simulations apply ICs according to the description in
Sec. VA; the cosmological environment (i.e. the expand-
ing background universe, etc.) is handled by RAMSES in
a standard way. On the other hand, the RAMSES simu-
lations by HWM22 were not initialized from a spherical
infall model, but their ICs were generated with MUSIC.
As a result, when HWM22 analyzed their halos at their
final snapshot of z = 0.5, these halos have undergone
minor and major mergers.

We show the results for the density and pressure pro-
files of our simulated halo of mass 1012 M⊙, at its for-
mation time of z ∼ 8 in Fig. 7 for “Var1”, and at z ∼ 9
in Fig. 8 for “Var2”, respectively. This difference in for-
mation time amounts to less than ∼ 10 % of the cosmic
time. We think it stems from the numerical resolution
issues that arise in “Var1”, as discussed shortly.

The left-hand panel of Fig. 7 displays the density pro-
file of the SFDM-TF halo at formation time, which is also
the time when the shock front has moved outward, sep-

arating the almost isothermal envelope of the halo from
that region, where infall of DM onto the newly formed
halo is taking place. Toward the center, the density pro-
file develops a close resemblance to a (n = 1)-polytrope.
The right-hand panel displays both pressure contribu-
tions: the red solid line shows PSI and the blue solid line
Pσ. Within the core, PSI dominates over Pσ, whereas
at the edge of the core both pressures are nearly equal.
The fluctuations of Pσ in the center of the core are artifi-
cial and caused by the AMR mechanism, in combination
with the chosen spatial resolution of the simulation. As
a result of this limited resolution, the core size exceeds
the expected RTF predicted by the (n = 1)-polytrope.
We tolerated this behavior in our comparison, because
our main interest was to clarify the characteristics of
the pressure contributions. Otherwise, the CPU require-
ments would have been too demanding, an issue that was
also pointed out in HWM22.

The results of Fig. 7 using “Var1” basically confirm
the earlier finding in 1D presented in SDR22, concerning
the core-envelope structure and the dominance of PSI in
the core.

Figure 8 displays the results of “Var2” at the formation
time of the SFDM-TF halo. Remember, in this variant
PSI contributes to both momentum equation and energy
equation. Again, the left-hand panel displays the density
profile. In contrast to “Var1”, we see less fluctuations in
the central region. This difference in the resolution be-
tween “Var1” and “Var2” is caused by the fact that the
modified gradients in the energy equation of “Var2” force
the AMR mechanism to create a higher spatial resolution
in the early stage of halo formation; this effect is also
noticeable by the significantly increased CPU resources
for “Var2”. In other words, the spatial (and time) res-
olution in “Var2” is higher than in “Var1”, because the
additional gradient of the former - thanks to the addi-
tional pressure term in the energy equation - leads to
an enforced better resolution in the AMR mechanism.
As a result, the artificial fluctuations in the density as
well as in the pressures go away when “Var2” is used.
Therefore, the core size is also smaller than its counter-
part in “Var1”, and the core density now follows very
closely a (n = 1)-polytrope, in terms of slope and radius
RTF. On the other hand, the envelope displays the same
nearly isothermal profile, ending at the shock front, which
isolates the halo from the infalling background matter.
However, due to the numerical fluctuations in “Var1”,
the pressures stabilize at a later time for this case, which
we think explains the small difference in the formation
time/redshift of the halos between “Var1” and “Var2”.

Now interestingly, in the right-hand panel of Figure 8,
we can see that PSI also dominates over Pσ within the
core and out to the edge of it, using “Var2”. There-
fore, we conclude that the use of the different set of fluid
equations, “Var1” vs. “Var2”, is not the reason for the
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FIG. 7. Formation of a SFDM-TF halo of mass 1012 M⊙ using “Var1”. The left-hand panel displays the density profile
of the halo at its formation time (z ∼ 8), using the 3D version of the fluid approximation of SDR22; we call it “Var1”. The
central profile is similar to a (n = 1)-polytropic core. At the edge of this core occurs a transition to a nearly isothermal profile,
which is terminated by the outward moving shock front, formed by the external pressure of the accreting DM and background
pressure. The right-hand panel displays the two pressure contributions, PSI (red solid line) and Pσ (blue solid line), again at
the formation time. We can see that PSI dominates in the core by a factor of ∼ 5, whereas Pσ dominates in the envelope
by ∼ 3 orders of magnitude. At the edge of the core, the pressures are nearly equal. The central fluctuations in the density
and pressures are a numerical artifact, caused by limited spatial resolution in the central region in the AMR mechanism of
RAMSES. As a result, at this redshift the core size exceeds RTF by a factor of ∼ 3. (However, this “core expansion” must not
be confused with the expansion of halos, and their cores described in Sec. VIIB.)
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FIG. 8. Formation of a SFDM-TF halo of mass 1012 M⊙ using “Var2”. The left-hand panel displays the density
profile of the halo at its formation time (z ∼ 9), using the equations of HWM22; we call it “Var2”. We recognize a similar
establishment of a core-envelope structure, with the same characteristics as in Fig. 7 (see caption there). However, in contrast to
the case of “Var1”, the core density is very close to a (n = 1)-polytrope, with a radius close to RTF, as well. This difference has
to do with resolution issues in “Var1”, discussed in the main text. The right-hand panel displays the profiles of the pressures,
PSI (red solid line) and Pσ (blue solid line), again at the formation time. We see the same features as in the “Var1” run: PSI

dominates in the core by a factor of ∼ 3, whereas Pσ dominates in the envelope by ∼ 3 orders of magnitude. The pressures are
nearly equal at the edge of the core. Hence, we conclude that the use of the different set of fluid equations, “Var1” vs. “Var2”,
is not the reason for the discrepancies between the results in SDR22 vs. those in HWM22, concerning the pressure profiles.

discrepancies between the results in SDR22 vs. those
reported in HWM22 concerning the overall run of the
pressure profiles. We will get back to this point in the
next subsections.

In Sec. VIA we discussed the properties of shock waves

in the formation of a CDM halo. In the early stages of the
formation of the CDM halo, a similar core-envelope struc-
ture, as seen in the formation of the SFDM-TF halos in
Fig. 7 and 8, is present in the CDM halo; see Fig. 3. How-
ever, while CDM halos eventually develop a central cusp,
SFDM-TF halos preserve their core-envelope structure
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over time. Here, PSI balances gravity, as PSI dominates
over Pσ in the core, during the late phases of the evolu-
tion of the SFDM-TF halo, which is in accordance with
SDR22. On the other hand, Pσ dominates over PSI in the
envelope, which is also consistent with SDR22. The find-
ings of Sec. VIA can be applied to SFDM-TF halos, as
well, but have to be seen in the context of the mutual ef-
fect of the two contributions to the pressure, Pσ and PSI.
In the very early stages of halo collapse, Pσ dominates
while the polytropic core is about to build up. Once this
process is completed, the shock front forms and begins
to move outward, which can be seen in Fig. 9, where the
shock front appears at z ∼ 20 (see also Sec. VII C).

In contrast, HWM22 report a similar resulting core-
envelope halo structure, but they find that the cores, too,
are dominated by Pσ by the time of their final shapshots.
The authors interpret this difference to SDR22 as a con-
sequence of mixing, which leads to a dynamical heating
of the core as the shock-heated outer layers mix with the
core. Since the spherically-symmetric 1D simulations of
SDR22 are blind to such mixing effects, it can explain
the discrepancies.

However, we have seen that our 3D simulations pro-
duce similar results between “Var1” and “Var2”, thus
mixing may not be the final explanation for the differing
results. We will discuss this in more detail in the next
subsections, but we should stress that, unfortunately, the
y-axis of Figure 5 in HWM22, which is comparable to
our Figures 7 and 8, does not extend all the way down
to lower numbers, in order to reveal the location of the
shock front at larger halo-centric distance. At least in
the late stages of halo evolution, there should be a shock
front, and these outer regions are too far away from the
core in order to mix with the matter in the core. In fact,
as we will see shortly, we attribute the difference in the
results between HWM22 vs. SDR22 and ours here to the
limited simulation run time of HWM22, i.e. they start
their simulations much too late in terms of zini. Also,
they analyze their halos at a snapshot quite earlier than
z = 0.

B. Evolution of SFDM-TF halos

In Sec. IVA we already noted the differences in the
simulation setup of SDR22 vs. HWM22, where we em-
phasized that SDR22 analyzed the structure of their
SFDM-TF halos at the formation time, whereas HWM22
analyzed their halos at a final snapshot at redshift z =
0.5.

In the last subsection, we focused on the density and
pressure profiles of our simulated halos, which resulted
from different fluid approximations, “Var1” and “Var2”,
respectively, at their formation time. Now, we show the
overall evolution of these halos, from the initial collapse

redshift of zini = 600 all the way to redshift z = 0. We
display the results in Fig. 9.
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FIG. 9. Evolution of a SFDM-TF halo of mass 1012 M⊙

from zini = 600 to z = 0. The color-coded solid lines dis-
play the evolution of the density profile, beginning with the
collapse of the initial (ǫ = 1/6)-profile down to z = 0 within
a 4 Mpc simulation box (top panel: “Var1”; bottom panel:
“Var2”). The halo density continuously grows in the center
and at z ∼ 24 the shock wave forms and begins to move out-
ward, establishing a clear core-envelope structure. The core
is close to a (n = 1)-polytrope at the formation time (z ∼ 8
in the top panel, z ∼ 9 in the bottom panel), surrounded
by a nearly isothermal envelope. After the formation of the
halo, the halo keeps growing in mass and size. Eventually, the
core expands and flattens out by z ∼ 4, losing its polytropic
shape. There are no substantial differences in the results be-
tween “Var1” and “Var2”.

Comparing our results for “Var1” and “Var2”, we
see no substantial differences between them. We can
see, that our forming halos conform to the results of
SDR22. Moreover, we can see the transformation from
the (n = 1.5)-polytropic core, in the early stages of the
evolution, to the final (n = 1)-polytropic core, beginning
at z ∼ 20. After some period of almost constant size, the
polytropic core flattens out and both core and envelope
expand. We interpret this effect to be a consequence of
the expansion of the background universe, as follows. It
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is a well-known fact that the size of an isothermal sphere
is determined by the surrounding pressure. This external
pressure has two contributions: the density of the back-
ground universe and the pressure of the infalling matter.
As the density of the background universe decreases with
its expansion, the envelope grows and consecutively the
core also expands. We will put this result into perspec-
tive in Sec. IX. Furthermore, we can see that the density
at the outer edge of the shock front steadily decreases
from ρ/ρc ∼ 102, beginning with the formation of the
shock front at z ∼ 24, to ρ/ρc ∼ 3 at z ∼ 4. Subse-
quently, the density at the outer edge of the shock front
remains constant.

Given the fact that only the density of the background
universe seems to determine the size of the envelope, we
think that there is no pressure originating from the infall
of matter onto the halo anymore by and after the time
of about z ∼ 4. In contrast, the simulations of SDR22
enforce their adopted MAH throughout their entire sim-
ulation, and they do not see an expansion of core, nor
envelope. Given this difference, we conclude that at the
time when the halo begins to expand and the density at
the outer edge of the shock front remains constant, there
is not enough matter left in our simulation box, thus the
infall of matter onto the halo ceases. In order to test
this assumption, we repeat the simulation of the same
SFDM-TF halo but in a 12 Mpc simulation box with
an accordingly increased spatial resolution. Also, we use
“Var2” for this simulation, because of its better overall
resolution characteristics. The result is shown in Fig. 10.

We can see that the overall evolution of the halo den-
sity follows the same pattern than in the previous case
with the smaller simulation box. However, in contrast to
the smaller box, where the density of the polytropic core
decreases abruptly (z ∼ 7), and envelope and core begin
to expand, this transition proceeds more smoothly in the
larger box. The reason is as follows: in the smaller box,
the infall of matter stops more or less abruptly, which
leads to a sudden expansion of the envelope, as a re-
action to the decreased pressure and the expansion of
the background universe. On the contrary, in the larger
box the infall of matter diminishes more slowly, as the
density decreases more slowly with the expansion of the
background universe. It seems that by redshift z ∼ 4 the
infall of matter does not anymore dominate the “external
pressure” exposed on the isothermal halo envelope. Fi-
nally, at z = 0, the location of the shock front is at ∼ 300
kpc, which is a reasonable value for the virial radius of
the halo. A similar value was found in the CDM case in
the previous section. In fact, this size of the halo agrees
well with observations; e.g. Posti and Helmi [54] found
Rvir = 287+22

−25 kpc for the Milky Way.

We note that this whole evolutionary trend in the sim-
ulations remains the same, if we pick different initial red-
shifts of zini = 3400; 1000. There are differences, how-
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FIG. 10. Evolution of a SFDM-TF halo of mass
1012 M⊙ from zini = 600 to z = 0, using “Var2” and
a 12 Mpc simulation box. The color-coded solid lines dis-
play the evolution of the density profile, beginning with the
collapse of the initial (ǫ = 1/6)-profile down to z = 0 in a
12 Mpc box. The overall evolution of the density follows the
same pattern than in the case shown in Fig.9 (see caption
there). Likewise, as seen in Fig. 9, we recognize an expanding
envelope and core. But in contrast to the 4 Mpc box, the
transition seen here, from the polytropic core to the extended
core, does not happen as abruptly as before. Instead, there is
a smooth transition beginning at z ∼ 4.

ever, if halo collapse is initiated at substantially later
zini, as seen in Fig. 15 to be discussed later.

Now, we finally turn our attention to the simulation of
a lower-mass halo, where we choose 109 M⊙ as a typical
host halo for ultra-faint dwarf galaxies. These constitute
the smallest galaxies known, and are DM-dominated sys-
tems. We use again the fluid approximation of “Var2”
for its better resolution characteristics in the central re-
gion. Also, we pick the same value for RTF = 110 pc, as
before.

The results for the density and pressure profiles at the
halo formation time are shown in Fig. 11, whereas Fig. 12
displays the evolution of the density profiles over the en-
tire simulation run.

In order to provide the necessary spatial resolution
for the lower-mass halo, we reduced the size of the box
to 2 Mpc and adapted the ICs accordingly. Although
smaller halos form typically at earlier times than larger
halos, we initiated our simulation at the same zini = 600,
as in our previous runs, in order to get comparable re-
sults. In fact, this choice of zini is consistent for both
halo masses, according to Klypin et al. [45]. Neverthe-
less, the mass infall onto the lower-mass halo is slower,
given the lower mass-accretion rates, hence the forma-
tion of the lower-mass halo is delayed compared to its
more massive brethren, and its formation redshift is at
z ∼ 3. Likewise, the development of the shock front[55]
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FIG. 11. Formation of a SFDM-TF halo of mass
109 M⊙ using “Var2”. The top panel displays the density
profile at the formation time z = 2.8; it shows the same char-
acteristic shape as the previous case of the Milky-Way-sized
halo (see Figs. 7 and 8). The core follows closely a (n = 1)-
polytrope, in terms of shape and size RTF. The shock front
separates the halo from the background environment. The
bottom panel displays the pressures, PSI (red solid line) and
Pσ (blue solid line), respectively. They also show the same
features as seen in Figs. 7 and 8, and are equal at approxi-
mately the radius RTF.

also happens later (z ∼ 6) compared to the higher-mass
halo.

Apart from the later formation time, the formation
of the halo with mass 109 M⊙ shows, however, the same
characteristic properties as the Milky-Way-size halo with
mass 1012 M⊙, see Fig. 11. The central core profile dis-
plays a shape close to a (n = 1)-polytrope. It is en-
shrouded by a nearly isothermal envelope, which is sepa-
rated from the background environment by a shock front;
however, the envelope profile is now not as close to the
isothermal sphere as for the larger halo before. But as
previously, PSI dominates in the core, here by a factor of
∼ 2 to ∼ 3 over Pσ , and at the core radius close to RTF

both pressure contributions are nearly equal. Again, in
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FIG. 12. Evolution of a SFDM-TF halo of mass 109 M⊙

from zini = 600 to z = 0, using “Var2” and a 2 Mpc
simulation box. The color-coded solid lines display the evo-
lution of the density profiles. Their shapes are very similar to
the halo profiles shown in Fig. 10.

the envelope, Pσ dominates over PSI, here by ∼ 2 or-
ders of magnitude. Overally, the central densities and
hence the pressures (due to the polytropic equation of
states P ∝ ργ) are significantly lower for the lower-mass
halo than for the Milky-Way-sized halo. The main rea-
son is the later formation time of the lower-mass halo,
which forms at a time when the background density has
reduced, compared to the epoch when the higher-mass
halo formed.

Furthermore, we show the evolution of the density pro-
file in Fig. 12. Again, we recognize a similar behavior as
reported before: while the central density of the halo
increases over time, at some point the core will expand
beyond the polytropic shape that it acquired during the
evolution. However, the central pile-up of density during
the evolution is not as pronounced, as in the previous
cases for the higher-mass halo. Although we reduced the
size of the box, we can see the same smooth decrease in
density in the core, as indicated in Fig. 10 before which
showed the re-simulation of the 1012 M⊙ halo in a 12 Mpc
box. This similarity in the outcome is explained by the
fact that the mass is reduced by three orders of magni-
tude, whereas the volume of the box has been reduced
by a factor of 8.

C. Evolution of pressure

In light of the reported differences in the pressure runs
within halos in HWM22, compared to SDR22, we ex-
plore in more detail the evolution of the pressure contri-
butions PSI and Pσ, following the formation of the halo
of 1012 M⊙. We show their profiles in Fig. 13.

In the early evolutionary stages of the SFDM-TF halo,
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FIG. 13. Evolution of pressure. The panels shown in
this figure display the evolution of the pressure contributions
of the SFDM-TF halo of Fig. 8, PSI (red solid line) and Pσ

(blue solid line). The panels (a),(b),(c),(d) display their evo-
lution at the respective redshifts of z ∼ 20; 7; 2.7; 0 from the
top left-hand panel to the bottom right-hand panel. Panel
(a) displays the very early stages of the evolution, where Pσ

dominates the (n = 1.5)-polytropic core. Around the forma-
tion time (z ∼ 9; see Fig. 8), PSI dominates in the core. This
is followed by a short period of fluctuations in the central re-
gion. Panel (b) displays the situation at z ∼ 7, where PSI

has decreased significantly, which coincides with the decrease
of density in the core, seen in the bottom panel of Fig. 9.
At z ∼ 3 displayed in panel (c), PSI begins to increase again
and eventually dominates over Pσ, until z = 0, displayed in
panel (d). We can see that the importance of PSI is steadily
increasing with time. This can be also seen in the shape of
the density profile of the bottom panel of Fig. 9, where the
central density profile evolves into a shape close to a (n = 1)-
polytrope at the formation time, followed by an expansion of
the core thereafter.

depicted in panel (a), the density in the central region
is low and therefore, the repulsive SI is not significant.
This can be seen by the fact that PSI is lower than Pσ,
although its polytropic index is higher than that of Pσ.
In this stage, the central structure of the halo has a shape
close to a (n = 1.5)-polytrope, stabilized by Pσ. We find
thus the same behavior as in the CDM case, reported
in the previous section. Once the density increases suffi-
ciently, it reaches a point where Pσ cannot balance grav-
ity anymore and the central structure transitions into a
core described by a higher polytropic index, i.e. PSI be-
comes dominant in the core. Because of this pressure,
the evolution differs now from the CDM regime. This
increasing importance of PSI is accompanied by a short
period of fluctuations in the central region, during which
the central density decreases and Pσ temporarily reaches
the magnitude of PSI. In panel (b) we see this decrease of
pressure compared to the pressure seen in the right-hand
panel of Fig. 8. This is approximately at the time when
the density of both the envelope and the core starts to
decrease[56] at redshift z ∼ 7. During the subsequent
evolution, the importance of PSI rises again in the core,

and it gets finally dominant again by redshift z ∼ 2.7
(panel c). This increase in PSI then continues to redshift
z = 0, where we see a clear dominance of PSI in the core
(panel d). This evolution of pressures is accompanied
by the central density profile establishing a shape close
to a (n = 1)-polytrope at the formation time. We in-
terpret this evolution as a consequence of establishing a
new equilibrium of the halo, after the infall of matter has
stopped in our simulations, and as a result of the decrease
of external pressure due to Hubble expansion; an effect
that we have also seen in the larger box of Fig. 10. In
contrast, the dominance of PSI is maintained throughout
the entire simulation in scenarios with ongoing mass ac-
cretion, which is the case of the choice of MAH in SDR22.
However, the fact that we find the central dominance of
PSI established at late times in the evolution of the halo,
especially at z = 0, which conforms to the results of
SDR22, we conclude that their interpretation is correct,
after all, namely that PSI dominates over Pσ in the cores
of virialized SFDM-TF halos.

D. Importance of the time of collapse

The conclusion of the last subsection, however, stands
in contrast to the conclusion of HWM22, who do not
find that PSI dominates in their halo cores at z = 0.5.
We think that their halos have not yet established the
(n = 1)-polytropic core, due to the deferred collapse as
their simulations start at zini = 50. It seems the halos
are rather in the stage, where the (n = 1.5)-polytropic
core is still in place, thus prior to the point when the halo
core is finally dominated by PSI. This could also explain
why the core radii in HWM22 are rather large, showing
a correlation with the halo mass and the halo central
density, in a way seen in their Figure 5. Unfortunately, we
cannot quite make a one-to-one comparison between our
halo density profiles and the profiles in HWM22, because
the segment of the y-axis displayed in their Figure 5 is
too short to include the location of the expected shock
front at larger halo-centric radius – and there ought to
be a shock front in their halos, as well!

Therefore, we performed a comparison simulation,
where we re-simulated the Milky-Way-size halo of
1012 M⊙ using “Var2”, but choose the same “late” initial
redshift of zini = 50 for our ICs as in HWM22. We show
our results in Fig. 14 and 15.

Figure 14 displays the profiles of the two pressure
contributions, PSI and Pσ, at z = 0.5 (top panel) and
at z = 0 (bottom panel). At z = 0.5 the halo is still
in the stage of formation, see also Fig. 15, prior to the
point where PSI becomes dominant in the core, once the
formation is complete. Even at z = 0, the halo had not
enough time to completely evolve to its final stage, and
PSI is just about to get the dominant contribution to the
pressure in the core (compare also to Fig. 13). In this
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FIG. 14. Evolution of a SFDM-TF halo of 1012 M⊙

using “Var2”, but initializing the simulation at zini =
50. Shown are the pressure profiles, PSI (red solid line) and
Pσ (blue solid line), at z = 0.5 (top panel) and at z = 0.0
(bottom panel). We can see that at z = 0.5 the halo is still
in the stage of formation, prior to the point where PSI gets
dominant when the formation is completed.

sense, our result is in agreement with HWM22, where
PSI is not dominant in the core at z = 0.5. However,
since our results show that PSI should dominate in the
later stages of the evolution, we conclude that the halos in
HWM22 did not have enough time to evolve, given the
late zini = 50, and so the transition to PSI-dominated
cores has not yet taken place.

VIII. SFDM-TF HALOS FROM
COSMOLOGICAL ICS

In Sec. IVC, we compared the fluid approximation for
CDM to an N-Body simulation of cosmological structure
formation. We used MUSIC to create our ICs in order
to provide a realistic background environment. On the
other hand, in our simulations of the single-halo infall
problem in SFDM-TF in the previous section, we placed
a single spherical perturbation in the center of a box and
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FIG. 15. Evolution of a SFDM-TF halo of 1012 M⊙

using “Var2”, from zini = 50 to z = 0. The color-
coded solid lines display the evolution of the density profiles,
beginning with the collapse of the initial ǫ = 1/6-profile until
z = 0 in a 4 Mpc box. We can see a steadily growing density
in the center. Around z ∼ 10, the core begins to build up
with almost equal contributions from PSI and Pσ. At z = 0.4,
the formation of the envelope begins, where Pσ dominates
over PSI, and a shock front forms which moves outward. The
remaining time until z = 0 is not sufficient to establish a clear
core-envelope structure.

investigated the formation and evolution of the halo that
results upon the almost spherical infall of matter onto it.
However, the simulations run by HWM22 formed halos
out of cosmologically realistic ICs generated with MU-
SIC. To test this scenario with our own modified version
of RAMSES, we add in this section a proof-of-concept
simulation, using also ICs generated by MUSIC, in a co-
moving box of 1 Mpc. Thereby, we also confirm that our
implementation yields comparable outcomes to HWM22,
in the sense that our fluid implementation also produces
a cosmic-web-like structure for SFDM-TF. The difference
here is the smaller box size that we use, in order to show
a less computationally expensive simulation, than those
performed in HWM22. Our results are shown in Fig. 16.

We can see that, in the beginning, the evolution of
halos is dominated by nearly spherical infall of matter.
Soon after, the typical filamentary structure of the cosmic
web forms, where the infall of matter onto the collapsed
halos is mostly via the filaments. In the box, a number
of halos have formed which enter a stage dominated by
mergers. In this stage, a significant amount of matter is
expelled from halos, but matter falls back predominantly
onto the dominant halo in a nearly spherical manner,
i.e. the late stage of halo mass accretion is yet again
similar to spherical infall. Hence, we conclude that the
results of the single-halo infall calculations are a good
approximation to the more complicated reality.



22

−15 −10 −5 0 5 10 15
z (kpc)

−15

−10

−5

0

5

10

15
x

(k
p
c)

t = 74.5 Myr
z = 36.45

1023

1024

1025

P
ro
je
ct
ed

 D
en

si
ty

( c
m

·c
od

e
d
en

si
ty

)

−40 −20 0 20 40
z (kpc)

−40

−20

0

20

40

x
(k
p
c)

t = 289.6 Myr
z = 14.22

1023

1024

1025

1026

P
ro
je
ct
ed

 D
en

si
ty

( c
m

·c
od

e
d
en

si
ty

)

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60
z (kpc)

−60

−40

−20

0

20

40

60

x
(k
p
c)

t = 558.5 Myr
z = 8.83

1023

1024

1025

1026

1027

1028

1029

P
ro
je
ct
ed

 D
en

si
ty

( c
m

·c
od

e
d
en

si
ty

)

−0.6 −0.4 −0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
z (Mpc)

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

x
(M

p
c)

t = 13.8 Gyr
z = 0.00

1023

1024

1025

1026

1027

1028

1029

P
ro
je
ct
ed

 D
en
si
ty

( c
m

·c
od

e
d
en
si
ty
)

FIG. 16. Mergers of SFDM-TF halos. SFDM-TF halo formation from ICs generated with MUSIC. In the first stage, a
number of halos form from nearly spherical infall of matter. Soon after, the regions between halos show the typical filamentary
structure of the cosmic web (see top left-hand panel). The infall of matter proceeds then mainly via the filaments. The top
right-hand panel illustrates an evolutionary stage, where some halos have already merged, with a dynamically dominant massive
halo that affects the motions of the smaller halos around it. In the bottom left-hand panel, only one massive halo is left, with
some matter being expelled again, but which spherically falls back onto the halo consecutively. A small halo starts to merge
with the massive halo. Finally, the bottom right-hand panel displays a stage where a single halo remains in a nearly virialized
state. (Owing to the periodic BCs, the halo at the bottom of the box coincides with the one at the top.)

IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied SFDM in the Thomas-Fermi
regime, aka “SFDM-TF”, as a valuable alternative model
to CDM. We were particularly motivated by the “cusp-
core” problem of CDM, which describes the discrepancy
between predicted central density cusps in halos vs. the
more core-like profiles determined from observations of
DM-dominated dwarf galaxies. The novel dynamics of
SFDM as a quantum fluid poses challenges to realis-
tic structure formation simulations in SFDM. Although
much progress has been made over the last years, numer-

ical simulations still lack resolution and/or sufficiently
long run times in order to make a fair comparison with
observations of galaxies. This problem is exacerbated
for SFDM-TF which has basically two important length
scales, the TF radius RTF and the de Broglie length λdeB
where RTF ≫ λdeB. While the characteristic SI-pressure
of SFDM-TF is at play on scales of RTF, the genuine
quantum dynamics acts at scales down to λdeB . There-
fore, it is useful to find computational approaches which
average over the dynamics on these very small scales,
without neglecting its physical effects on macroscopic
scales. Appropriate fluid approximations suggest them-
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selves as a way to accomplish this, and previous liter-
ature has come up with solutions. Dawoodbhoy et al.

[2] and SDR22 have devised a fluid approximation for
SFDM-TF and performed singe-halo infall calculations
using a 1D Lagrangian fluid code, in order to investi-
gate the formation and evolution of such halos. The re-
sults agreed with earlier analytic expectations, in that
such halos form a core-envelope structure, with a central
core close to a (n = 1)-polytrope with radius RTF, sur-
rounded by a CDM-like (aka NFW-like) halo envelope.
Within the cores, the SI-pressure, PSI ∝ R2

TF ρ
2, domi-

nated, whereas the envelope was stabilized by an “effec-
tive” velocity-dispersion pressure due to the small-scale
quantum dynamics, Pσ ∝ ρ5/3.

Subsequently, HWM22 have performed 3D structure
formation simulations of SFDM-TF with the cosmologi-
cal code RAMSES, using a somewhat different fluid ap-
proximation in 3D. They confirmed many of the previ-
ous results of SDR22, but also reported discrepancies,
notably that the cores of their halos would not be dom-
inated by PSI. Instead, the two pressure contributions,
PSI and Pσ, were roughly equal in the core, whereas Pσ

dominated in the envelope. They attributed this differ-
ence to the possibility of mixing and energy exchange
between inner and outer halo parts in 3D, a phenomenon
that the previous 1D simulations could not model.

Our aim in this paper was to settle this issue by
performing more dedicated 3D cosmological simulations
and to compare our findings with those of SDR22 and
HWM22. Like in these papers, we neglect baryons in our
simulations.

In order to make a fair comparison, we also used RAM-
SES and modified it such that we implemented both ver-
sions of fluid approximations, the 3D version of SDR22
(we call it “Var1”) and the version by HWM22 (we call
it “Var2”). In contrast to “Var1”, the fluid equations of
“Var2” contain the source terms due to self-gravity of the
SFDM fluid. Also, “Var1” includes the SI-pressure PSI in
the momentum equation, but not in the energy equation.
On the other hand, in “Var2” the pressure PSI appears
in both momentum and energy equation.

We performed proof-of-concept structure formation
simulations in a box of comoving 1 Mpc, using initial
conditions from MUSIC, in order to convince ourselves
that our implementation worked correctly. Our results
agreed with those of HWM22, in that we also see the
formation of a cosmic web in SFDM-TF. In the process
of this test, we also studied the CDM regime, setting
PSI = 0 which reduces the equations to those of the
“CDM fluid approximation”. We compared our result
with a standard N-body structure formation simulation
of CDM, both calculated with RAMSES, and found very
good overall agreement.

However, since our focus was the infall problem of

single-halo formation, we did tests of halo collapse, us-
ing several initial density profiles as input. We found no
significant impact onto the formed halo, and decided to
generate the initial conditions for our forthcoming simu-
lations with the (ǫ = 1/6)-profile of a scale-free, spherical
perturbation; also in order to compare to the results of
SDR22. Apart from some test cases, we always chose an
initial redshift of zini = 600.

Most results in this paper concern halo hosts of Milky-
Way mass of 1012 M⊙, but we also simulated a 109 M⊙

halo which is a typical host mass for ultra-faint galaxies.
In all simulations of SFDM-TF, we used the same choice
of RTF = 110 pc. While this core size seems too small
to resolve the “cusp-core” problem (or other “small-scale
structure problems” for that matter), it is motivated by
the findings of SDR22, Foidl and Rindler-Daller [21] and
Hartman et al. [4]. It was shown in these papers that
linear structure growth constrains the allowed param-
eter space of SFDM-TF more severely than previously
thought. As a result, associated RTF of kpc size and be-
yond are highly disfavored, because such a choice would
suppress structure formation on too large scales, in con-
flict with observations.

Now, in order to test our code modifications, and for
the sake of our understanding, we first performed 3D
single-halo infall simulations in the CDM regime, where
PSI = 0 = RTF, using a comoving 4 Mpc cosmologi-
cal box with periodic boundary conditions. In the CDM
regime, the only pressure contribution that helps CDM
to oppose gravitational collapse is the pressure due to the
random motion of collisionless CDM particles. This pres-
sure is formally the same as Pσ above, never mind that it
derives from a different phase-space averaging procedure.

While our results for CDM halo formation and evolu-
tion conform very well with previous works that inves-
tigated the CDM fluid approximation, we found some
interesting details, as follows. We were able to follow the
evolution of the halo density and pressure profiles over
time, including the development of the expected shock
front in CDM halos. In the fluid picture, the location of
this shock front at z = 0 is a good proxy for the virial
radius of the halo, because it separates the inner evolved
part from the outer low-density background. In fact, at
the present it is located at ∼ 300 kpc for the CDM halo
of 1012 M⊙, in good agreement with estimates of the size
of the Milky Way.

During its evolution, the central density in the CDM
halo rises, but in its early stage it follows a (n = 1.5)-
polytropic core. By the formation time of the halo, this
core has transitioned into a steep central cusp whose
slope is almost the same as the outer density slope, which
is close to ρ ∝ r−3 as expected from NFW. Finally, the
central profile makes another transition to a “shallower
cusp”, very close to the NFW behavior of ρ ∝ r−1, which
remains in place until z = 0. These transitions have to do
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with the respective search for equilibrium between grav-
ity and pressure.

Next, we performed 3D simulations of the formation
of a single SFDM-TF halo, again using a 4 Mpc cosmo-
logical box with periodic boundary conditions. The first
simulation was configured to use the fluid approximation
of SDR22, i.e. “Var1”, where we could confirm their re-
sults concerning the core-envelope structure as well as the
runs of the pressures PSI and Pσ within the halo, at the
formation time of the SFDM-TF halo, i.e. at the same
time snapshot as in SDR22. However, since we calcu-
lated the entire evolution down to z = 0, we encounter a
new effect in our simulation, namely the polytropic core
and the envelope both start to expand at some point. In
the second simulation, we used the fluid approximation
of HWM22, i.e. “Var2”. We found that our results in
this case also agreed with those of SDR22 at the forma-
tion time of the halo, although the same phenomenon of
“core/envelope expansion” occurs than in the previous
case. In any case, we found no significant discrepancy
in the results between “Var1” and “Var2”, except for
the fact that “Var2” exhibits better resolution charac-
teristics. As such, a choice of “Var2” is preferred over
“Var1”.

Before we discuss the comparison between SDR22 and
HWM22 in more detail, let us elaborate on the “core ex-
pansion” that we see in our simulations, as follows. As
the envelope of the SFDM-TF halo is almost isothermal,
the size of the halo is determined by the “external pres-
sure”, which has two contributions: the pressure of the
infalling matter and the density of the background uni-
verse. For the simulations in a 4 Mpc box, we saw a
rapid decrease in the density of the core at z ∼ 7 and a
consecutive expansion of the envelope starting at z ∼ 4.
Therefore, we performed a further simulation, using a
12 Mpc box with accordingly increased spatial resolu-
tion. In this case, we found that the transition from the
polytropic core to the expanded core is much smoother in
the larger box than in the smaller box. We explain this
behavior with the smooth decrease in the infall of matter
onto the halo caused by the expansion of the background
universe, compared to the immediate stop of the infall
due to the lack of matter in the smaller box.

Now, with respect to the discrepancies in the results
of SDR22 and HWM22, concerning the pressure runs,
we explain them as a result of systematic differences in
the setup of the simulations. The most significant differ-
ence is that SDR22 analyses the structure of SFDM-TF
halos at the formation time of the halo, and they start
their simulations at zini = zeq ∼ 3000, whereas HWM22
start their simulations at zini = 50 and do the analysis
of halo structure at a redshift of z = 0.5, i.e. later than
the formation time. So, the main issue is the fact that
in HWM22 the collapse of the halo takes place too late,
thus it had not enough time to form and virialize. Our

assessment is confirmed by a test simulation that we per-
formed, where we also used a late zini = 50, in order to
show the incomplete evolution of the halo.

A further difference is as follows. SDR22 investigate
the formation of SFDM halos by spherical infall in a cos-
mological environment that maintains a pre-defined mass
accretion history (MAH) according to Wechsler et al.

[36], whereas HWM22 use MUSIC in their simulations,
where a number of several halos collapse and form over
time. The MAH for each individual halo in the sim-
ulations by HWM22 is not maintained throughout the
entire simulation for the following reason: after the first
stage of halo collapse with spherical infall, filaments form
rapidly and the infall onto halos goes via these filaments;
the remaining 3D space in the vicinity of the halos is di-
luted dramatically; but the shock waves following merg-
ers transport a significant part of the material into the
outskirts of the halo; at the final stages, the material falls
back onto the halo in a nearly spherical manner.

To re-iterate: in our 3D simulations of the formation
and evolution of SFDM-TF halos, we have seen that both
fluid approximations in SDR22 vs. HWM22 reveal re-
sults with no significant differences. With regard to the
evolution of SFDM-TF halos we identified two important
processes: the MAH that is determined by the amount
of matter in the vicinity of the halo and the expansion
of the background universe. The amount of matter de-
termines how “fast” the transition from the polytropic
core to the expanded core evolves. This could imply that
the core size of a halo might be impacted by its environ-
ment, as it determines the MAH onto the halo. This is
an interesting finding, because it implies that core size is
not necessarily determined only by the parameters of the
DM model. Even without the inclusion of baryons and
feedback effects, our simulations reveal that an initial pri-
mordial DM core of sub-kpc size, ∼ 100 pc – demanded
by power spectrum constraints from linear theory – can
evolve into a larger core of & 1 kpc, after all, during
DM-only halo evolution.

In fact, in HWM22 a similar, but less pronounced ef-
fect is mentioned and seen in their Figures 3 and 5, where
they display halos with masses between 107 and 1011 M⊙.
Their halo cores extend to a radius beyond RTF = 1 kpc,
where more massive halos display a more pronounced ef-
fect than the less massive halos. This effect supports
the aforementioned argument, that their halos are in an
early stage of formation, where Pσ is still dominant and
responsible for the central density that follows closely a
(n = 1.5)-polytrope, which extends beyond the (n = 1)-
polytrope. These findings agree with ours, as more mas-
sive halos are impacted stronger from the lack of outer
pressure onto the terminating shock front of the halos’s
envelope. Again, given that HWM22 started their sim-
ulations at zini = 50 and stopped them at z = 0.5 may
explain, why the effect is less pronounced compared to
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our simulations that started at zini = 600 and ended at
z = 0.

Of course, future simulations should include baryons
and should be preferably performed in larger cosmolog-
ical volumes with realistic initial conditions. The great
computational challenge of such simulations have pre-
vented faster progress in this field so far. We expect
that baryons will modify previous and our own results
here, in that their presence will lead to multiple feed-
back processes that affect central halo densities and the
size of cores. While previous constraints from linear the-
ory have shown that cores in SFDM-TF should be of
sub-kpc size, our results here have shown that primor-
dial cores can expand upon halo evolution, independent
of baryonic feedback.

The amount of expansion depends on the mass of the
halo, and the latter is pre-defined in our ICs (i.e. in
the chosen mass of the initial overdensity), which is a
good approximation for low-mass halos, but less so for
massive halos of Milky-Way size which are believed to
acquire much of their mass by multiple mergers during
their lifetime. Now, using a primordial core radius of
RTF = 110 pc, we find that the core of the 109 M⊙

low-mass halo expands up to a radius of ∼ 2 kpc by
z = 0, which is a value that is still in accordance with
observations of ultra-faint galaxies; see e.g. Bernal et al.

[57], Martinez-Medina and Matos [58] for a comparison.
On the other hand, for the 1012 M⊙ Milky-Way-like halo,
that same primordial core expands up to a radius of ∼ 20
kpc by z = 0, and this value also depends more strongly
on the box size of the simulation, given its impact onto
the mass accretion history. Such large cores might be
in conflict with observations of galaxies, which are domi-
nated by baryons in the central regions such as the Milky
Way, M31 or similar galaxies. On the other hand, there
are massive low-surface-brightness spiral galaxies which
do have large cores of & 10 kpc, and these cores might
be possibly explained by expanding DM-only primordial
cores. In any case, the astrophysics of baryons impacts
the appearance of galaxies on various scales. Hence, fu-
ture work is desired, especially with respect to the inclu-
sion of baryons, in order to determine whether SFDM in
general, or SFDM-TF in particular, may yet resolve the
”cusp-core problem”, after all.
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Abstract We studied the escort averages in microcanonical and canonical ensembles in the Tsallis statistics
of entropic parameter q > 1. The quantity (q − 1) is the measure of the deviation from the Boltzmann-Gibbs
statistics. We derived the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort
average in the canonical ensemble. Conditions arise by requiring that the integrals appeared in the canonical
ensemble do not diverge. A condition is the relation between the heat capacity CCE

V at constant volume in
the canonical ensemble and the entropic parameter q: 0 < (q − 1)CCE

V < 1. This condition gives the known
condition when CCE

V equals the number of ingredients N . With the derived relation, we calculated the energy,
the energy fluctuation, and the difference between the canonical ensemble and the microcanonical ensemble in
the expectation value of the square of Hamiltonian. The difference between the microcanonical ensemble and
the canonical ensemble in energy is small because of the condition. The heat capacity CCE

V and the quantity
(q− 1) are related to the energy fluctuation and the difference. It was shown that the magnitude of the relative
difference |(SCE

Rq − SME
Rq )/SME

Rq | is small when the number of free particles is large, where SME
Rq is the Rényi

entropy in the microcanonical ensemble and SCE
Rq is the Rényi entropy in the canonical ensemble. The similar

result was also obtained for the Tsallis entropy.

1 Introduction

The statistical mechanics is widely used to describe a large number of phenomena, and the extension of the
standard statistics, Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics, has been attempted. A candidate is the Tsallis statistics which
shows power-like distributions. This statistics has been applied in various branches of science [1], such as isotropic
spin-1/2 XX dimer [2], high energy heavy ion collisions [3], etc.

The Tsallis statistics is based on the Tsallis entropy. The Rényi entropy resembles the Tsallis entropy, and
the Rényi entropy can be obtained by transforming the Tsallis entropy. In this statistics, the escort average is
often used to calculate quantities. Therefore, the escort average of Hamiltonian is used for the energy constraint.
The probability or density operator can be obtained by applying the maximum entropy principle [1, 4–7]. The
optimal Lagrange multipliers method [8,9] is an method of the maximum entropy principle, and is also applied
to obtain the probability in the Tsallis statistics with escort average.

The Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the standard energy constraint is interpreted as the inverse of the
temperature in the Tsallis statistics, where we call the temperature the Tsallis temperature to avoid confusion.
Another temperature, so-called the physical temperature [10–19], was introduced as a variable to describe the
equilibrium of subsystems. It may be better to call the temperature the equilibrium temperature [19, 20]. The
inverse of the Tsallis temperature is given by the derivative of the Tsallis entropy with respect to the energy,
and the inverse of the physical temperature is given by the derivative of the Rényi entropy with respect to the
energy. Therefore, the physical temperature is related to the Tsallis temperature.

Some ensembles are used to calculate physical quantities in statistical mechanics. The relation between the
quantity in the microcanonical ensemble and the quantity in the canonical ensemble is known [21]. For example,
the expectation value of the squared energy in the canonical ensemble is not equal to that in the microcanonical
ensemble, because the energy fluctuates [22, 23] in the canonical ensemble. The large differences might arise

aemail: m isihar@koriyama-kgc.ac.jp
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because a distribution in the Tsallis statistics has a long tail. It is worth to study the system in different
ensembles in the Tsallis statistics [24].

In this paper, we attempt to find the relation between the quantity in the microcanonical ensemble and
the quantity in the canonical ensemble in the Tsallis statistics of entropic parameter q > 1 by assuming that
the physical temperature in the microcanonical ensemble is equal to the physical temperature in the canonical
ensemble. The quantity (q − 1) is the measure of the deviation from the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics. It may
be worth to mention that the value of q is often restricted [25–29]. With the derived relation, we study the
relations for the energy, the expectation value of Ĥ2, the Rényi entropy, and the Tsallis entropy, where Ĥ is the
Hamiltonian.

We derived the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in
the canonical ensemble, and found the condition which is the relation between the heat capacity CCE

V at constant
volume in the canonical ensemble and the measure (q − 1): 0 < (q − 1)CCE

V < 1. With the derived relation, we
obtained the difference between the energy in the canonical ensemble and the energy in the microcanonical
ensemble. We showed that the energy fluctuation in the canonical ensemble is related to CCE

V and (q − 1).
We also showed that the difference between the microcanonical ensemble and the canonical ensemble in the
expectation value of Ĥ2 is related to CCE

V and (q−1). Additionally, we showed that the magnitude of the relative
difference |(SCE

Rq − SME
Rq )/SME

Rq | is small for the large number of free particles, where SME
Rq is the Rényi entropy

in the microcanonical ensemble and SCE
Rq is the Rényi entropy in the canonical ensemble. The similar result was

also shown for the Tsallis entropy.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the Tsallis statistics briefly. In Sec. 3, we derive

the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in the canonical
ensemble, and also calculate the partition function. We derive the condition between the measure (q − 1) and
the heat capacity at constant volume from these calculations. In Sec. 4, we apply the derived relation to Ĥ and
Ĥ2, and calculate the energy, the energy fluctuation, and the difference between the microcanonical ensemble
and the canonical ensemble in the expectation value of Ĥ2. We calculate the magnitude of the relative difference
between the microcanonical ensemble and the canonical ensemble for the Rényi entropy, and we also calculate
that for the Tsallis entropy. The last section is assigned for discussions and conclusions.

2 Brief review of the Tsallis statistics

The Tsallis statistics is based on the Tsallis entropy defined by

STq = −Tr [ρ̂q lnq(ρ̂)] =
Tr [ρ̂q]− 1

1− q
, (1)

where ρ̂ is the density operator, q is the entropic parameter, and lnq(x) represents the q-logarithmic function.
The escort average is often used as the expectation value. The escort average of a quantity Â is defined by

〈Â〉q =
Tr
[

ρ̂qÂ
]

Tr [ρ̂q]
. (2)

The density operator in the microcanonical ensemble is derived by applying the maximum entropy principle
with the normalization condition Tr [ρ̂] = 1. The resulting Tsallis entropy is

SME
Tq = lnq W, (3)

where W is the number of state. The density operator in the canonical ensemble is derived by applying the
maximum entropy principle with the normalization condition Tr [ρ̂] = 1 and the energy constraint 〈Ĥ〉q = U :

ρ̂CE =
1

Z
expq

(

−
β

cq
(Ĥ − U)

)

, (4a)

Z = Tr

[

expq

(

−
β

cq
(Ĥ − U)

)]

, (4b)

where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian, expq(x) is the q-exponential function, cq is Tr
[

(ρ̂CE)q
]

, and Z is the partition
function. It is noted that the partition function Z contains the energy U .
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The Tsallis entropy in the canonical ensemble is represented as

SCE
Tq =

Tr
[

(ρ̂CE)q
]

− 1

1− q
. (5)

The Rényi entropy SRq and Tsallis entropy STq are related each other:

SRq =
1

1− q
ln(1 + (1− q)STq). (6)

The physical temperature, which characterizes the equilibrium, was introduced [11,12]. The Tsallis entropy
has peudo-additivity: SA+B

Tq = SA
Tq + SB

Tq + (1 − q)SA
TqS

B
Tq for the subsystem A with the energy EA and the

subsystem B with the energy EB . The maximum entropy principle requires δSA+B
Tq = 0 and we have

δSA
Tq

1 + (1− q)SA
Tq

= −
δSB

Tq

1 + (1− q)SB
Tq

. (7)

With the energy conservation δ(EA + EB) = 0, we have

1

1 + (1− q)SA
Tq

δSA
Tq

δEA
=

1

1 + (1− q)SB
Tq

δSB
Tq

δEB
. (8)

Therefore, the physical temperature Tph of the system with the energy E is defined by

1

Tph
=

1

1 + (1− q)STq

∂STq

∂E
=

∂SRq

∂E
. (9)

We attempt to find the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort
average in the canonical ensemble in Sec. 3.

3 The relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and that in the canonical

ensemble and the calculation of the partition function

We employ the Tsallis entropy and the escort average in this paper. In this section, we attempt to derive the
relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in the canonical
ensemble, using the standard method [21]. We also attempt to calculate the partition function.

3.1 The number of states and the density of states

We use the standard procedure in statistical mechanics. We introduce the number of states W (E,V,N,∆E) for
the volume V and the number of ingredients N in the range of [E−∆E/2, E+∆E/2), where E is the energy and
∆E is the energy width. We also introduce the number of states Ω0(E, V,N) below E and the density Ω(E,V,N)
given by

Ω(E, V,N) =
∂Ω0(E,V,N)

∂E
. (10)

The quantity W is expanded with respect to ∆E.

W (E,V,N,∆E) = W (E,V,N,∆E = 0) +
∂W (E,V,N,∆E)

∂(∆E)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆E=0

∆E +O((∆E)2)

=
∂W (E,V,N,∆E)

∂(∆E)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆E=0

∆E +O((∆E)2). (11)

The quantity ∂W (E,V,N,∆E)/∂(∆E)|∆E=0 is larger than or equal to zero.
It is possible to represent Ω0 with W . Let M be positive integer with ∆E = E/M . We have

Ω0(E,V,N)−Ω0(E = 0, V,N) =
M−1
∑

j=0

W (E,V,N,∆E)|E=Ej
, Ej = (j + 1/2)∆E. (12)



4

From Eq. (11), Ω0 is represented for sufficiently large M :

Ω0(E,V,N)−Ω0(E = 0, V,N) ∼
M−1
∑

j=0

[

∂W (E,V,N,∆E)

∂(∆E)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆E=0

]

E=Ej

∆E

∼

∫ E

0

dE′ ∂W (E′, V,N,∆E)

∂(∆E)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆E=0

. (13)

Therefore, we obtain

Ω(E,V,N) =
∂W (E,V,N,∆E)

∂(∆E)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆E=0

. (14)

We use this relation in the next subsection.

3.2 The relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in the
canonical ensemble

The maximum entropy principle is often used to obtain the density operator. The functional IME in the micro-
canoncial ensemble is defined by

IME = S − α(Tr∆ [ρ̂]− 1), (15)

where S is the entropy, α is the Lagrange multiplier, and Tr∆ is the trace for the states in the range [E −

∆E/2, E +∆E/2). The maximum entropy principle requires δIME = 0.
The density operator in the microcanonical ensemble for the Tsallis entropy is given by

ρ̂ME =
1̂

W (E,V,N,∆E)
. (16)

Therefore, we have the Tsallis entropy and the Rényi entropy in the microcanonical ensemble [30, 31]:

SME
Tq = lnq W (E,V,N,∆E), (17a)

SME
Rq = lnW (E,V,N,∆E). (17b)

The physical temperature TME
ph in the microcanonical ensemble is given by

1

TME
ph (E)

=
∂SME

Rq

∂E
. (18)

The escort average of a quantity Â in the microcanonical ensemble is

〈Â〉ME
q =

Tr∆

[

(

ρ̂ME
)q

Â
]

Tr∆
[

(ρ̂ME)q
] =

1

W (E,V,N,∆E)

W (E,V,N,∆E)
∑

j=1

〈j|Â|j〉, Ej ∈ [E −∆E/2, E +∆E/2), (19)

where |j〉 is the state with the energy Ej labeled j. The well-known expression of the expectation value 〈Â〉ME
q

for small ∆E is obtained by using the delta-function:

〈Â〉ME
q =

∆E

W (E,V,N,∆E)

W (E,V,N,∆E)
∑

j=1

δ(E −Ej)〈j|Â|j〉 ∼
1

Ω(E, V,N)

W (E,V,N,∆E)
∑

j=1

δ(E −Ej)〈j|Â|j〉. (20)

In the canonical ensemble, the following functional is extremized:

ICE = S − α(Tr [ρ̂]− 1)− βCE(〈Ĥ〉CE
q − U), (21)
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where Tr means the trace, and α and βCE are the Lagrange multipliers. The expectation value 〈Â〉CE
q is the

escort average of Â in the canonical ensemble:

〈Â〉CE
q =

Tr
[

(

ρ̂CE
)q

Â
]

Tr
[

(ρ̂CE)
q] . (22)

For the Tsallis entropy, the density operator in the canonical ensemble [7, 16] is obtained:

ρ̂CE =
1

Z
expq(−βCE

ph · (Ĥ − 〈Ĥ〉CE
q )), (23a)

Z = Tr
[

expq(−βCE
ph · (Ĥ − 〈Ĥ〉CE

q ))
]

, (23b)

βCE
ph = βCE/Tr

[

(ρ̂CE)q
]

. (23c)

With the relation U = 〈Ĥ〉CE
q , we have

〈Â〉CE
q (U) =

∑

n

[expq(−βCE
ph · (En − U))]q〈n|Â|n〉

∑

n

[expq(−βCE
ph · (En − U))]q

, (24)

where βCE
ph is a function of U and |n〉 is the state with the energy En. It may be worth to mention that the

condition n 6= n′ does not always indicate En 6= En′ .
We define the following function Jq(Â):

Jq(Â) =
∑

n

[expq(−βCE
ph · (En − U))]q〈n|Â|n〉. (25)

By inserting the delta function, we have

Jq(Â) =
∑

n

∫

∞

−∞

dE δ(E − En)[expq(−βCE
ph · (E − U))]q〈n|Â|n〉. (26)

The state |j〉 with energy Ej 6= E in the integral does not contribute to Jq(Â). We have

Jq(Â) =

∫

∞

−∞

dE

W (E,V,N,∆E)
∑

j=1

δ(E − Ej)[expq(−βCE
ph · (E − U))]q〈j|Â|j〉

=

∫

∞

−∞

dE[expq(−βCE
ph · (E − U))]q Ω(EV N) 〈Â〉ME

q,(EVN), (27)

where we attach the subscript (E, V,N) to show the variables explicitly. With this function, the escort average
〈Â〉CE

q is represented by

〈Â〉CE
q =

Jq(Â)

Jq(1̂)
. (28)

The escort average in the canonical ensemble is represented with the escort average in the microcanonical
ensemble in Eq. (28).

We can obtain the relation explicitly by calculating Jq(Â). We define the following functions by considering
the expansion with respect to E − U :

fq(E) = 1 +
1

2
q(q − 1)(βCE

ph · (E − U))2 −
1

3
q(q − 1)2(βCE

ph · (E − U))3 +O((q − 1)2(βCE
ph · (E − U))4), (29a)

Fq(E) = qβCE
ph · (E − U)− ln(Ω(EVN)fq(E)). (29b)

With the function Fq(E), the function Jq(Â) is given by

Jq(Â) =

∫

∞

−∞

dE〈Â〉ME
q exp(−Fq(E)). (30)
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Assuming that 〈Â〉ME
q is a slowly varying function of E, we apply the steepest descent method. We find the

extremum E∗ of Fq(E).

∂Fq(E)

∂E

∣

∣

∣

∣

E=E∗

≡ F
(1)
q (E∗) = 0. (31)

The function Jq(Â) is approximated as

Jq(Â) ∼ exp(−Fq(E
∗))

∫

∞

−∞

dE 〈Â〉ME
q,(EVN) exp

(

−
1

2
F

(2)
q (E∗)(E − E∗)2

)

∼

√

2π

F
(2)
q (E∗)

exp(−Fq(E
∗))

{

〈Â〉ME
q

∣

∣

∣

E=E∗

+
1

2F
(2)
q (E∗)

∂2〈Â〉ME
q

∂E2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E=E∗

}

(32a)

=

√

2π

F
(2)
q (E∗)

Ω(E∗V N)fq(E
∗) exp(−qβCE

ph · (E∗ − U))

×

{

〈Â〉ME
q

∣

∣

∣

E=E∗

+
1

2F
(2)
q (E∗)

∂2〈Â〉ME
q

∂E2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

E=E∗

}

, (32b)

where F
(2)
q (E∗) > 0 is assumed.

We attempt to obtain the solution E∗. The equation (31) is explicitly described:

F
(1)
q (E∗) = qβCE

ph (U)− βME
ph (E∗)−

f
(1)
q (E∗)

fq(E∗)
= 0, (33)

where βME
ph (E) is given by Ω

(1)
(EVN)

/Ω(EVN). We assume the following form of E∗ to obtain the solution E∗

approximately:

E∗ = U + (q − 1)λ, (34)

where λ is a function of U .
We attempt to obtain the quantity λ. Equation (34) is substituted into Eq. (33), and we have

qβCE
ph (U)−

(

βME
ph (U) + βME

ph
(1)

(U) · (q − 1)λ
)

+O((q − 1)2) = 0. (35)

It is natural to assume that βCE
ph (U) equals βME

ph (U), because the inverse of the physical temperature is determined
from the Rényi entropy: the Rényi entropy in the equilibrium is given as the logarithm of the number of states,
lnW . The quantity λ is given as follows, when this assumption is valid:

λ = βCE
ph (U)/ βCE

ph
(1)

(U) = −TCE
ph CCE

V , (36)

where TCE
ph is a function of U and CCE

V is the heat capacity at constant volume: CCE
V is given by (∂U/∂TCE

ph )V .

The function F
(2)
q (E) is given by

F
(2)
q (E) =

1

(TME
ph (E))2

∂TME
ph (E)

∂E
−

f
(2)
q (E)

fq(E)
+

(

f
(1)
q (E)

fq(E)

)2

. (37)

Under the assumption TME
ph (U) = TCE

ph (U), we obtain

F
(2)
q (E∗) =

1

CCE
V (TCE

ph )2

{

1 +

[

2− CCE
V +

(

TCE
ph

CCE
V

)(

∂CCE
V

∂TCE
ph

)]

(q − 1) +O((q − 1)2)

}

. (38)

The condition F
(2)
q (E∗) > 0 is required for the integral of Jq(Â) in Eq. (32a). The heat capacity CCE

V is
positive for standard materials. This condition indicates that

1 +

[

2− CCE
V +

(

TCE
ph

CCE
V

)(

∂CCE
V

∂TCE
ph

)]

(q − 1) > 0. (39)
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We note that the quantity |(TCE
ph /CCE

V )(∂CCE
V /∂TCE

ph )V | may be evaluated from the experimental data [32, 33].

In the region of |(TCE
ph /CCE

V )(∂CCE
V /∂TCE

ph )| ≪ 1, this condition is reduced to

1 + (2− CCE
V )(q − 1) > 0. (40)

The above condition is rewritten for CCE
V ≫ 2:

(q − 1)CCE
V < 1. (41)

By expanding the quantity with respect to (q−1) by using Eqs. (28), (32a), and (34), we obtain the following
relation with the condition, Eq. (39):

〈Â〉CE
q (U) =〈Â〉ME

q (U) +
1

2
CCE
V · (TCE

ph )2
∂2〈Â〉ME

q (U)

∂U2
− (q − 1)CCE

V TCE
ph

{

∂〈Â〉ME
q (U)

∂U

+
1

2
TCE
ph

[

CCE
V TCE

ph

∂3〈Â〉ME
q (U)

∂U3
+

(

2− CCE
V +

(

TCE
ph

CCE
V

)(

∂CCE
V

∂TCE
ph

))

∂2〈Â〉ME
q (U)

∂U2

]}

+O((q − 1)2), (42)

where we note that 〈Ĥ〉CE
q equals U from the energy constraint. Equation (42) is the relation at the energy U .

The relation between 〈Ĥ〉CE
q and 〈Ĥ〉ME

q is discussed in the next section. In the Boltzmann-Gibbs limit, q → 1,
Eq. (42) becomes

〈Â〉CE
q (U)

∣

∣

∣

q=1
= 〈Â〉ME

q (U)
∣

∣

∣

q=1
+

1

2
CCE
V · (TCE

ph )2
∂2〈Â〉ME

q (U)

∂U2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q=1

. (43)

3.3 The calculation of the partition function

The partition function Z was given by Eq. (23b). We show Z again:

Z = Tr
[

expq(−βCE
ph · (Ĥ − 〈Ĥ〉CE

q ))
]

. (44)

The partition function is rewritten as follows:

Z =

∫

∞

−∞

dE Ω(EVN) expq(−βCE
ph · (E − U)), (45)

where βCE
ph is a function of U . In the similar way, the partition function Z is expressed as

Z =

∫

∞

−∞

dE exp(−Gq(E)), (46a)

Gq(E) = βCE
ph · (E − U)− lnΩ(EVN) − ln gq(E), (46b)

gq(E) = 1 +
1

2
(q − 1)

(

βCE
ph

)2

· (E − U)2 +O((q − 1)2). (46c)

We use the steepest descent method to estimate the partition function Z. The value E▽ which satisfies
G(1)(E▽) = 0 is

E▽ = U +O((q − 1)2). (47)

The functions G(E▽) and G(2)(E▽) are given by

Gq(E
▽) = − lnΩ(UVN) +O((q − 1)2), (48a)

G
(2)
q (E▽) =

1

CCE
V ·

(

TCE
ph

)2

{

1− (q − 1)CCE
V

}

+O((q − 1)2), TCE
ph ≡ TCE

ph (U). (48b)
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With these expressions, we estimate the partition function Z for G
(2)
q (E▽) > 0:

Z ∼

√

2π

G
(2)
q (E▽)

exp(−Gq(E
▽)). (49)

The requirement for the integral G
(2)
q (E▽) > 0 gives the condition. For CCE

V (U) > 0, this condition is reduced
to

1− (q − 1)CCE
V > 0. (50)

This condition is the generalization of the condition, which is the relation between q − 1 and the number of
independent ingredients N , given in the previous works [11, 34]. The result in the previous works is recovered
for CCE

V = N . It may be worth to mention that Eq. (40) is satisfied for q > 1 when Eq. (50) is satisfied.

4 The quantities related to the energy and the entropies in the Tsallis statistics

4.1 The quantities related to the energy

We begin with the relation between the energy in the microcanonical ensemble and the energy in the canonical
ensemble. As is well-known, the energy in the canonical ensemble is equal to the energy in the microcanonical
ensemble, in the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics. In contrast, from Eq. (42), the energy in the canonical ensemble is
slightly different from the energy in the microcanonical ensemble in the Tsallis statistics. That is, it is expected
that 〈Ĥ〉ME

q differs slightly from 〈Ĥ〉CE
q which equals U . Therefore, we put 〈Ĥ〉ME

q as follows:

〈Ĥ〉ME
q = U + (q − 1)κ, (51)

where κ is a function of U . By inserting Eq. (51) into Eq. (42), we have

κ− CCE
V TCE

ph +
1

2
CCE
V

(

TCE
ph

)2 ∂2κ

∂U2
= 0. (52)

We assume that the first term is sufficiently larger than the third term:

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2κ
CCE
V

(

TCE
ph

)2 ∂2κ

∂U2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ 1. (53)

In such the case, we obtain

〈Ĥ〉ME
q (U) = U + (q − 1)CCE

V TCE
ph . (54)

We have the relation between the heat capacities for large CCE
V under the condition that the order of

TCE
ph (∂CCE

V /∂TCE
ph )V is approximately equal to or less than CCE

V , when TME
ph equals TCE

ph :

CME
V = CCE

V + (q − 1)CCE
V + (q − 1)TCE

ph

(

∂CCE
V

∂TCE
ph

)

V

∼ CCE
V , (55)

because of the condition 0 < (q − 1)CCE
V < 1.

When the heat capacity CCE
V is approximatelyN and U is NTCE

ph , the energy for largeN in the microcanonical
ensemble is given by

〈Ĥ〉ME
q (U) ∼ (N + (q − 1)N)TCE

ph ∼ NTCE
ph , (56)

because N(q− 1) is less than one from the condition Eq. (50). It is found from Eq. (56) that 〈Ĥ〉ME
q is approxi-

mately equal to 〈Ĥ〉CE
q in such the case.

Next, we study the fluctuation of the energy in the canonical ensemble in the Tsallis statistics. The ex-
pectation value of Ĥ2 in the canonical ensemble differs from that in the microcanonical ensemble, even in the
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Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics. The expectation value 〈Ĥ〉ME
q is given by Eq. (54). The energy is constant in the

microcanonical ensemble. Therefore, the expectation value of Ĥ2 in the microcanonical ensemble is given by

〈Ĥ2〉ME
q =

(

〈Ĥ〉ME
q

)2
= U2 + 2(q − 1)CCE

V TCE
ph U +O((q − 1)2). (57)

We note again that U is 〈Ĥ〉CE
q . Inserting Ĥ2 into Â in Eq. (42) and using Eq. (57), we have

〈Ĥ2〉CE
q (U) = U2 + CCE

V

(

TCE
ph

)2
+ (q − 1)

(

CCE
V TCE

ph

)2
+O((q − 1)2). (58)

That is

〈Ĥ2〉CE
q (U)−

(

〈Ĥ〉CE
q (U)

)2
= CCE

V

(

TCE
ph

)2 (

1 + (q − 1)CCE
V

)

+O((q − 1)2). (59)

In the Boltzmann-Gibbs limit (q → 1), we have the standard relation in the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics:

〈Ĥ2〉CE
q (U)

∣

∣

∣

q=1
−
(

〈Ĥ〉CE
q (U)

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

q=1

= CCE
V

(

TCE
ph

)2
. (60)

From Eq. (58), we obtain the difference 〈Ĥ2〉CE
q (U)− 〈Ĥ2〉ME

q (U):

〈Ĥ2〉CE
q (U)− 〈Ĥ2〉ME

q (U) = CCE
V

(

TCE
ph

)2
[

1 + (q − 1)

(

CCE
V −

2U

TCE
ph

)]

+O((q − 1)2). (61)

The quantity 1+(q−1)(CCE
V −2U/TCE

ph ) in Eq. (61) equals 1−N(q−1) in the case of U = NTCE
ph . The inequality

N(q − 1) > 0 is satisfied for q > 1 and the constraint 1 − (q − 1)CCE
V > 0 equals 1 − N(q − 1) > 0. It is easily

found in such the case that 〈Ĥ2〉CE
q − 〈Ĥ2〉ME

q is positive.

4.2 The quantities related to the Rényi and the Tsallis entropies

The quantity W (E,V,N,∆E) is represented as W (E,V,N,∆E) = Ω(E.V,N)∆E for small ∆E. The Rényi entropy
in the microcanonical ensemble is

SME
Rq = ln(W (E,V,N,∆E)) = ln(Ω(E,V,N)(∆E)). (62)

With Eqs. (32a) and (49), the Rényi entropy in the canonical ensemble is given by

SCE
Rq =

1

1− q
ln
(

Tr
[(

ρ̂CE
)q])

=
1

1− q
ln
(

Z−qJq(1̂)
)

=
1

1− q

{

ln Jq(1̂)− lnZ − (q − 1) lnZ
}

= SME
Rq + ln(TCE

ph /(∆E)) +
1

2
lnCCE

V + 1+
1

2
ln(2π) +

1

2

(

TCE
ph

CCE
V

)(

∂CCE
V

∂TCE
ph

)

+O(q − 1). (63)

The magnitude of the relative difference, |(SCE
Rq −SME

Rq )/SME
Rq | can be estimated. The term ln(CCE

V ) is probably

the leading term for sufficiently large CCE
V . The quantity SCE

Rq − SME
Rq is approximately given by ln(CCE

V )/2 in

such the case. For sufficiently large CCE
V , the magnitude of the relative difference is estimated as

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∼
1

2

ln(CCE
V )

ln(Ω(EVN)(∆E))
. (64)

We must pay attention to the condition CCE
V (q − 1) < 1.

As an example, we treat the following case [34, 35]:

Ω0(E,V,N) = η

(

E

N

)αN

, η = η(V,N), (65)
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where V is the volume and N is the number of ingredients. For free particles of mass m with α = 3/2, the
quantity η is

η(V,N) =
V N

h3NN !

(2πm)
3

2
N

Γ
(

3
2N + 1

)N
3

2
N , (66)

where h is the Planck’s constant and Γ (x) is the Gamma function. The magnitude of the relative difference is
estimated for sufficiently large N in the system of N free particles when V/N is (approximately) constant:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(N−1 lnN). (67)

Therefore, the difference SCE
Rq −SME

Rq is small compared with SME
Rq for large N . The relative difference approaches

zero as N approaches infinity. It is noted that the value of N is restricted through the condition between the
heat capacity and the entropic parameter.

The relative difference in the Tsallis entropy is estimated through the relative difference in the Rényi entropy:

SCE
Tq − SME

Tq

SME
Tq

=

1− exp

(

−(q − 1)SME
Rq

(

SCE

Rq −SME

Rq

SME

Rq

))

exp((q − 1)SME
Rq )− 1

. (68)

The quantity SME
Rq is the order of N for free particles. Therefore, the quantity (q − 1)SME

Rq is the order of one

when the inequality 0 < (q−1)CCE
V < 1 is satisfied, because CCE

V is the order of N . With Eq. (67), the numerator
of Eq. (68) for large N is

1− exp

(

−(q − 1)SME
Rq

(

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

))

= (q − 1)SME
Rq

(

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

)

+O





[

(q − 1)SME
Rq

(

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

)]2


 . (69)

We have

SCE
Tq − SME

Tq

SME
Tq

∼
(q − 1)SME

Rq

exp((q − 1)SME
Rq )− 1

(

SCE
Rq − SME

Rq

SME
Rq

)

. (70)

Therefore, the order of the relative difference (SCE
Tq −SME

Tq )/SME
Tq is O(N−1 lnN) at most, because the inequality

0 < x/(exp(x)− 1) ≤ 1 holds for x ≥ 0.

5 Discussions and Conclusions

We studied the escort averages in microcanonical and canonical ensembles in the Tsallis statistics of the entropic
parameter q > 1. The Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics corresponds to the Tsallis statistics of q = 1. We obtained
the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in the canonical
ensemble. We investigated the relations for the energy, the expectation value of Ĥ2, the Rényi entropy, and the
Tsallis entropy, where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian.

The relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort average in the
canonical ensemble in the Tsallis statistics is different from that in the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics. The relation
in the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics is recovered in the limit q → 1. The relation is influenced by the statistics,
and the quantity in the canonical ensemble is not always equal to the quantity in the microcanonical ensemble.
This relation will be used to derive the quantities such as the fluctuation, as shown in this paper.

The condition between the value q − 1 and the heat capacity CCE
V at constant volume in the canonical

ensemble arises from the requirement that the integrals appeared in the canonical ensemble do not diverge. The
existence of the condition indicates the importance of the heat capacity in the Tsallis statistics. The difference
between the quantity in the microcanonical ensemble and the quantity in the canonical ensemble is affected by
the condition: 0 < (q − 1)CCE

V < 1. In the case that CCE
V is approximately the number of ingredients N , we

obtain the condition (q − 1)N < 1 which was found in the previous works.
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The energy 〈H〉CE
q in the canonical ensemble differs slightly the energy 〈H〉ME

q in the microcanonical en-
semble. Using the relation between 〈H〉ME

q and 〈H〉CE
q , we may rewrite the quantity as a function of 〈H〉CE

q

with 〈H〉ME
q . The difference between 〈H〉ME

q and 〈H〉CE
q is small when the condition 0 < (q − 1)CCE

V < 1 holds.
Therefore, 〈H〉CE

q is approximately equal to 〈H〉ME
q for large N in the case that 〈H〉CE

q is represented as NTCE
ph ,

where TCE
ph is the physical temperature in the canonical ensemble. These energies take the same value in the

Boltzmann-Gibbs limit, q → 1, as is well-known.
The energy fluctuation is affected by the distribution. The energy fluctuation in canonical ensemble, 〈Ĥ2〉CE

q −

(〈Ĥ〉CE
q )2, is modified with additional term which is proportional to (q − 1). Therefore, the relation between

the fluctuation and the heat capacity approaches the well-known relation in the Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics
as q approaches one. The difference between the canonical ensemble and the microcanonical ensemble in the
expectation value of Ĥ2 is also modified. This difference depends on the energy, temperature, and heat capacity.

The partition function was also estimated, and the condition between the quantity (q − 1) and the heat
capacity CCE

V in the canonical ensemble appears. The condition is simple: 1− (q− 1)CCE
V > 0. It is evident that

the value q must be one when the heat capacity is infinite. This condition generate 1− (q− 1)N > 0 in the case
that CCE

V is equal to N .
The magnitude of the relative difference

∣

∣(SCE
Rq − SME

Rq )/SME
Rq

∣

∣, was estimated, where SCE
Rq is the Rényi entropy

in the canonical ensemble and SME
Rq is the Rényi entropy in the microcanonical ensemble. The magnitude of

the relative difference is the order of N−1 lnN for free particles of mass m: the number of states below the
energy E is proportional to E3N/2. As expected, the relative difference in the Rényi entropy is small for large
N . We note that the quantity N is restricted because of the condition, 0 < (q − 1)CCE

V < 1. The quantity
∣

∣(SCE
Tq − SME

Tq )/SME
Tq

∣

∣ was estimated by using the relation between the Tsallis and the Rényi entropies, where

SCE
Tq is the Tsallis entropy in the canonical ensemble and SME

Tq is the Tsallis entropy in the microcanonical
ensemble. The relative difference in the Tsallis entropy is small for large N like the relative difference in the
Rényi entropy.

The heat capacity has an important role in the Tsallis statistics: the Tsallis distribution was derived in the
system with constant heat capacity [36] and the relation between the entropic parameter and the heat capacity
was found in the system of fluctuating temperature [37]. As shown in this paper, the condition between the
entropic parameter and heat capacity affects the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical
ensemble and the escort average in the canonical ensemble.

In this paper, we found the relation between the escort average in the microcanonical ensemble and the escort
average in the canonical ensemble in the Tsallis statistics. We can apply this equation to physical quantities,
and will find the relation between them. I hope that this work is useful to find the differences between the
Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics and the unconventional statistics like the Tsallis statistics.

Funding This research received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-
for-profit sectors.

Data availability This manuscript has no associated data or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment:
This study is theoretical, and no data is generated].

Conflict of Interest The author declares no competing interest.

References

1. C. Tsallis, “Introduction to Nonextensive Statistical Mechanics” (Springer, 2010)
2. J. D. Castaño-Yepes and C. F. Ramirez-Gutierrez, “Superstatistics and quantum entanglement in the isotropic spin-

1/2 XX dimer from a nonadditive thermodynamics perspective” [published erratum, Phys. Rev. E 104, 039903 (2012)],
Phys. Rev. E 104, 024139 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.104.024139.

3. A. Saha and S. Sanyal, “Temperature fluctuations and Tsallis statistics in relativistic heavy ion collisions”,
Mod. Phys. Lett. A 36, 2150152 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732321501522

4. E. T. Jaynes, “Information Theory and Statistical Mechanics”, Phys. Rev. 106, 620 (1957). https://doi.org/10.1103/

PhysRev.106.620
5. M. Ishihara, “Derivation of density operators for generalized entropies with quantum analysis” Physica A 543, 123419

(2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2019.123419
6. M. Ishihara, “Derivation of the density operator with quantum analysis for the generalized Gibbs ensemble in quantum

statistics”, Physica A 583,126321 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2021.126321
7. C. Tsallis, R. S. Mendes, A. R. Plastino, “The role of constraints within generalized nonextensive statistics”, Physica A 261,

534 (1998). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4371(98)00437-3
8. S. Mart́ınez, F. Nicolás, F. Pennini, and A. Plastino, “Tsallis’ entropy maximization procedure revisited”, Physica A 286,

489 (2000). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4371(00)00359-9



12

9. K.-M. Shen, B.-W. Zhang, E.-K. Wang, “Generalized ensemble theory with non-extensive statistics”, Physica A 487, 215
(2017). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2017.06.030

10. S. Kalyana Rama, “Tsallis statistics: averages and a physical interpretation of the Lagrange multiplier β”, Phys. Lett. A 276,
103 (2000). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(00)00634-4

11. S. Abe, S. Martinez, F. Pennini, and A. Plastino, “Nonextensive thermodynamic relations”, Phys. Lett. A 281, 126 (2001).
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(01)00127-X

12. S. Abe, “Heat and entropy in nonextensive thermodynamics: transmutation from Tsallis theory to Rényi-entropy-based
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Abstract. Massive neutrinos are well-known to cause a characteristic suppression in the
growth of structures at scales below the neutrino free-streaming length. A detailed under-
standing of this suppression is essential in the era of precision cosmology we are entering into,
enabling us to better constrain the total neutrino mass and possibly probe (beyond)-ΛCDM
cosmological model(s). Instead of the usual N-body simulation or Boltzmann solver, in this
article we consider a two-fluid framework at the linear scales, where the neutrino fluid pertur-
bations are coupled to the CDM (+ baryon) fluid via gravity at redshifts of interest. Treating
the neutrino mass fraction fν as a perturbative parameter, we find a fully analytic solution
to the system with redshift-dependent neutrino free-streaming length in ΛCDM background.
The perturbative scale-dependent solution is shown to be in excellent agreement with numer-
ical solution of the two-fluid equations valid to all orders in fν , and also agrees with results
from CLASS to a good accuracy. We further generalize the framework to incorporate different
evolving dark energy backgrounds and found sub-percent level differences in the suppression,
all of which lie within the observational uncertainty of BOSS-like surveys. We also present a
brief discussion on the prospects of the current analysis in the context of upcoming missions.ar
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1 Introduction

The ΛCDM model, consisting of a cosmological constant (Λ) and cold dark matter (CDM), is
widely accepted as the concordance model of cosmology, not only because of the simplicity of
the model but also due to its empirical success [1, 2] so far as major observational data is con-
cerned. In the baseline ΛCDM model, the universe is described by 6 parameters only where
cosmological constant sits in the background and CDM (+ baryons) perturbs as a single fluid
in this background. However, apart from Λ and CDM sectors, there are moderate to strong
evidences of some other cosmic species that may take part in both background evolution and
perturbations at specific eras. This in turn may reflect upon the cosmological parameters,
some of which are degenerate with those representing other cosmic species. For example, as
a simple extension beyond ΛCDM with massive neutrinos, some fundamental parameters like
the Hubble parameter H0 get affected due to possible degeneracies with the effective number
of neutrino species Neff and the total neutrino mass

∑
mν [3]. Although the existence of

massive neutrinos have been proved beyond doubt by neutrino oscillation experiments [4, 5],
it only helps in determining the mass difference between two species. We are yet to figure
out the exact masses of individual neutrino species or the number of sterile neutrinos in the
universe [6]. The above reasons prompt us to think beyond just CDM perturbations and to
find out the effects of neutrino perturbations on CDM sector and hence on cosmological obser-
vations. This may in turn help us have more precise information on forthcoming observations.
On top of that, since for the dark energy (DE) sector, Λ is the simplest choice that has its own
limitations [7], people went beyond the cosmological constant and proposed several dynamical
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DE candidates/parametrizations. The evolution of any such beyond-CDM perturbations in
these different DE backgrounds needs to be studied within proper theoretical frameworks.
This is particularly important in the era of precision cosmology that we are entering into.
With the advancements expected in forthcoming galaxy surveys [8–10] even more accurate
theoretical predictions are necessary. In particular, this will be important in probing the
neutrino properties, their effects on perturbations and any possible information on the back-
ground physics. Theoretical calculations for precise observables like the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) and the matter power spectrum, particularly for massive neutrinos, must
meet stringent requirements. Neutrino masses are constrained by neutrino oscillation [4] and
β-decay experiments [11] to be

∑
mν & 0.06 eV, while CMB measurements [1] and Baryon

Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) data [2] constrain the sum of neutrino masses to
∑
mν . 0.12 eV.

It is expected that these constraints will improve further in the light of future surveys such as
Euclid [8], Gaia [12] and LSST [10] which are aimed at providing more precise measurements
about the recent universe and hence on the impact of massive neutrinos on cosmological struc-
ture formation. So, at this juncture any possible effects of massive neutrinos on cosmological
evolution and perturbations need to be understood as clearly and precisely as possible, that
may further reflect on the upcoming cosmological surveys.

There are several approaches to understand the impact of massive neutrinos on the Large
Scale Structure (LSS) formation of our universe. A robust approach is N-body simulation
[13, 14] but they are rather computationally expensive particularly with massive neutrinos.
Another popular approach is to solve the full Boltzmann hierarchy as implemented in the
numerical code CLASS [15] and subsequently on the MCMC code MontePython [16]. From
both the approaches it is well-established that massive neutrinos suppress the matter power
spectrum because of free-streaming at small scales, while clustering like CDM at large scales.
The approach which will be relevant for our study is to approximate massive neutrinos as a
fluid with an effective sound speed. Such a fluid approximation, besides providing physical
insights into structure formation, has been shown to be in good agreement with other frame-
works [17]. Such agreements have also resulted in mixed approaches combining the Boltzmann
hierarchy and fluid approximation, matched at a certain redshift (z) [18]. In particular, the
fluid approximation plays a crucial role in the computation of physical observables in the
mildly nonlinear regime in Standard Perturbation Theory (SPT) [19, 20], Renormalised Per-
turbation Theory (RPT) [21, 22], Effective Field Theory (EFT) of LSS [23–25], etc. When
considering the impact of massive neutrinos on the growth rate of structures in the universe
[26–28], it is important to account for their scale-dependent behavior due to free-streaming.
Future surveys aim to measure neutrino masses that reach a non-relativistic distribution long
before nonlinear corrections become significant [27]. So, a consistent theoretical framework
for both the linear and mildly nonlinear regimes, incorporating the time and scale dependent
free-streaming behavior of massive neutrinos [18], to be at par with future surveys, is of utmost
priority today. In this article, we investigate a two-fluid setup consisting of CDM and massive
neutrinos, coupled via gravitational interaction, where both the components are perturbing
simultaneously in the expanding background. In this framework, we focus on the linear regime
of structure formation (kNR < k < kNL) where kNR is the neutrino non-relativistic scale and
kNL ∼ 0.1h Mpc−1 is the scale at which nonlinear effects become important. Besides being
analytically tractable, the linear regime provides the kernels that are also useful while address-
ing the mildly nonlinear regime ( see [18, 29, 30] and [31–33] for some recent developments ).
Moreover, adding non-gravitational neutrino interaction with dark matter in such a linearized
fluid model framework is also an area of exciting phenomenology [34, 35].
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Let us mention some of the salient features of our analysis. The essence of the two-
fluid framework explored in this paper is to couple the neutrino fluid perturbations with the
perturbations of CDM (+ baryon) fluid via gravitational interactions. This is significantly
different from the single fluid framework [36] in which only the CDM sector is perturbed.
In this two fluid framework, we work with physically realistic time-dependent neutrino free-
streaming length kFS in the same vein as some of the previous works [17, 30, 37]. Observations
suggest that DE starts to dominate at redshift z ∼ 0.4, thus it is also important to incorporate
the effects of various DE backgrounds while analyzing structure formation at late times. To
this end, we perform our study incorporating the effect of Λ/DE in the fluid equations.
In addition, we also extend our two-fluid formalism to more general redshift-dependent DE
backgrounds represented by different parametrizations. Finding a fully analytic solution to
the coupled two-fluid equations including the aforementioned generalizations is somewhat
difficult. However one can still make progress by treating the neutrino mass fraction (fν) as
a small parameter, a strategy that was advocated recently in [38] and has also been followed
in the present work. In this approach, we provide a fully analytic solution for the coupled
two-fluid system in ΛCDM background and compute the resulting suppression in the total
matter and velocity power spectrum. For all the scenarios investigated in this work, we have
compared the analytic results (arising from a perturbative treatment in fν) with numerical
solutions of the two fluid equations (valid to all orders in fν). The results obtained from both
of these approaches are shown to be in agreement with numerical outputs of CLASS [15] with at
least 95% accuracy depending on the neutrino mass fraction. We also ensure that the known
results for matter-only (EDS) universe [38] arise as a limiting case of our analytic solution.
We then employ the above framework to analyze and estimate the suppression in different
DE backgrounds in the two-fluid setup. Finally, we find that suppression of matter power
spectrum in different cosmological backgrounds lies within the 1σ uncertainty of BOSS-like
galaxy survey noise for

∑
mν = 0.12 eV (corresponding fν = 0.009) which is the allowed

upper bound from Planck [1] and BAO data [2]. Thus, we expect that the analysis would be
crucial once the future LSS missions (+ CMB and 21-cm missions) are up and running.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review the role of massive
neutrinos in structure formation. This is followed by the presentation of the two-fluid equa-
tions with time-dependent free-streaming length of neutrinos in Section 3. Next, in Section
4, we solve the two-fluid equations in presence of Λ in a perturbative framework and compute
the suppression in total matter power spectrum. This is followed by a detailed numerical
study of the power spectrum for different DE backgrounds beyond ΛCDM in Section 5. The
prospects in observations have been discussed in brief in Section 6. Finally, we conclude with
a summary in Section 7 and comment on future directions.

2 Brief review of massive neutrinos in LSS

For the sake of completeness, let us begin with a brief review of some important aspects
of massive neutrinos and their role in cosmology with possible constraints from different
observations. This will help in developing the rest of the article consistently. Details about
neutrino cosmology can be found in some excellent reviews [27, 39]. Solar and Atmospheric
neutrino oscillation experiments [40] constrain the neutrino mass squared differences to be,

∆m2
21 = (7.50+0.18

−0.19)× 10−5 eV2, |∆m2
31| = (2.473+0.042

−0.065)× 10−3 eV2. (2.1)
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Along with that, cosmological constraints on neutrinos primarily come from two observations:
CMB [1] and LSS data [2]. Together they constrain the sum of neutrino masses to be,

0.06 eV .
∑

i

mν,i . 0.12 eV. (2.2)

As far as current observational probes are concerned, cosmological large scale structure
formation is insensitive to the neutrino mass hierarchy [41]. Thus it is sufficient to consider
the effects of sum of neutrino mass with degenerate mass states. Neutrinos contribute as a
radiation component in the early universe while they behave like matter in the late universe.
In the early universe, neutrinos decouple from the primordial plasma when the temperature of
the universe is T ≈ 1 MeV and thereafter free-stream as a massless relic. With the expansion
of the universe the momentum falls as 1/a where a is the scale factor and hence they become
non-relativistic. The comoving energy, εi, of the ith neutrino mass state is related to the
comoving momentum and rest mass of the neutrinos through the relation εi =

√
q2
i + a2m2

ν,i.
In the relativistic limit, the average momentum of the neutrinos can be obtained from Fermi-
Dirac distribution [17, 18, 42] as,

〈p〉 =

∫
d3~p p

[
e(p/Tν) + 1

]−1∫
d3~p

[
e(p/Tν) + 1

]−1 = 3.15 Tν,0(1 + z), (2.3)

where Tν,0 = (4/11)1/3 TCMB is the neutrino temperature at present and TCMB is the CMB
temperature. Therefore the redshift of non-relativistic transition of the ith neutrino mass
state, zT,i, can be obtained from the relation,

1 + zT,i = 1890
(mν,i

1 eV

)
. (2.4)

Once the neutrinos become non-relativistic, the mass density in the neutrino sector can be
obtained from

Ωνh
2 =

∑
imν,i

93.14 eV
. (2.5)

Consequently, the ratio of the neutrino mass density to the total matter density ( Ων
Ωm

) becomes
constant after they are non-relativistic. Throughout this article, we denote this mass ratio
by fν , the realistic bound on which can readily be obtained from (2.2) as,

0.0045 . fν . 0.009. (2.6)

The smallness of the parameter fν allows us to incorporate the effect of neutrinos on the
growth of structure in a perturbative framework, leading to analytic solutions presented in
Section 4.2.

3 Two-fluid perturbation equations and neutrino free-streaming

The equations for the two-fluid model of CDM and massive neutrinos are obtained by tak-
ing moments of the Boltzmann equation with the perturbed phase space distribution func-
tion. When considering the non-relativistic limit, the resulting hierarchy of equations can
be truncated at ` = 1, which results in a set of coupled differential equations that describes
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the evolution of the density contrast δ and velocity divergence θ. This two-fluid treatment
introduces a distinct free-streaming length scale, similar to the Jeans scale, into the fluid
equations due to the presence of massive neutrinos. The validity of the fluid approximation
including massive neutrinos has been extensively studied in [17, 18], and recently in [43]. In
the non-relativistic limit, the coupled fluid equations are given as follows (ignoring vorticity
and nonlinear terms),

δ̇cb + θcb − 3φ̇(k, η) = 0, (3.1)

θ̇cb +Hθcb +
3

2
H2Ωm(η) (fνδν + (1− fν)δcb) = 0, (3.2)

δ̇ν + θν − 3φ̇(k, η) = 0, (3.3)

θ̇ν +Hθν +
3

2
H2Ωm(η) (fνδν + (1− fν)δcb)− k2cs

2δν = 0, (3.4)

where H is the Hubble parameter in terms of conformal time dη ≡ dt/a(t) and the deriva-
tives are also with respect to conformal time. Also, the suffix “cb” represents combined
CDM+baryon, considered as a single fluid in the present analysis and identified as “CDM”
henceforth, and “ν” represents massive neutrinos. φ(k, η) appearing in the above set of equa-
tions is the gravitational potential in Newtonian gauge [17, 44] and is coupled to the total
matter density perturbations via the Poisson equation,

k2φ(k, η) =
3

2
H2(τ) Ωm(η) δm(k, η). (3.5)

where δm(k, η) is the total matter overdensity defined as,

δm(k, η) = fνδν(k, η) + (1− fν) δcb(k, η). (3.6)

Further, the sound speed squared cs2(η) appearing in (3.4) is defined following [17] as,

cs
2(η) ≡ 3

2
Ωm(η)

H2(η)

kFS
2(η)

(3.7)

where (kFS) is the neutrino free-streaming scale . As mentioned, due to large thermal velocities
neutrinos do not cluster on scales smaller than kFS, while on larger scales they behave like
CDM [45]. So one can approximate the sound speed of the neutrino fluid in terms of the
velocity dispersion of the non-relativistic neutrinos [17]. The free-streaming length (kFS) at
sufficiently late time a� aT [38, 46] in this approximation takes the form,

kFS
2(η) = k0

2a(η) (3.8)

where aT is the scale factor at the time of non-relativistic transition and k0 is given by,

k0 =

(
27

10

H2
0 Ωm,0

aT
2

) 1
2

. (3.9)

The maximum free-streaming scale kNR is defined as the free-streaming scale at the time of
transition,

kNR
2 = 2k0

2aT. (3.10)

Having the stage set up, we proceed with our analysis to solve the coupled fluid equations in
ΛCDM universe in the following section.
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4 Coupled CDM-massive neutrino perturbations in ΛCDM background

The coupled two-fluid description of CDM and massive neutrinos [17, 18, 30, 31] is subtle even
at the linear level. This is primarily due to the time-dependent free-streaming length of the
neutrinos [17, 46]. Nevertheless, the evolution of neutrino overdensity and velocity divergence
in matter-only Einstein-de Sitter (EDS) universe has been explored to a considerable extent
in [27, 38]. However, in order to corroborate with observations, one needs to go beyond a
matter-only Universe and develop a consistent framework in background ΛCDM (and possibly,
evolving DE) cosmology. In this section we will mostly focus on ΛCDM background followed
by different evolving DE backgrounds in the subsequent sections.

Specifically, our primary target is to obtain a consistent set of solutions of the coupled
two fluid system following the setup developed in Section 3 considering the Hubble parameter
H appropriate for ΛCDM evolution. Combining Eqs. (3.1)-(3.4) we obtain the following two
coupled second-order differential equations for CDM and neutrino fluids,

δ
′′
cb +

(
1 + H′

H

)
δ
′
cb = 3φ

′′
+ 3

(
1 + H′

H

)
φ
′
+ 3

2Ωm (fνδν + (1− fν)δcb) , (4.1)

δ
′′
ν +

(
1 + H′

H

)
δ
′
ν = 3φ

′′
+ 3

(
1 + H′

H

)
φ
′
+ 3

2Ωm

(
fνδν + (1− fν)δcb −

(
k
kFS

)2
δν

)
(4.2)

where the derivatives are with respect to τ ≡ ln a and Ωm = Ωm(τ) is the fractional matter
density. Since we are primarily interested in an epoch where neutrinos have long become non-
relativistic, we have considered fν to be time independent [17]. However the free-streaming
scale is time-dependent through Eq. (3.8). Note that in ΛCDM background we have,

1 +
H′

H
= 2− 3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
, Ωm(τ) =

1

(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
(4.3)

where Λ̃ =
ΩΛ,0

Ωm,0
where ΩΛ,0 and Ωm,0 are respectively DE and matter density today. We will

further keep in mind, that unlike EDS, Ωm,0 ∼ 0.3 and ΩΛ,0 ∼ 0.7 for ΛCDM.
One can readily identify that the above set of equations can in principle represent both

EDS and ΛCDM universe, for particular values of the parameter Λ̃. However, due to time-
evolution associated with this parameter, the background evolution and hence the above set
of perturbation equations are significantly different from EDS. Our analysis thus extends
the work done in [38] from theoretical perspectives with distinctive features of the realistic
observable universe. As remarked earlier, we will mostly focus on the ΛCDM (and beyond)
case in the subsequent analysis.

4.1 Perturbative expansion in fν

We now engage ourselves in finding a consistent set of solutions to Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2). To
this end, we will do a perturbative expansion of the above set of equations up to first order
in fν in the ΛCDM background, closely following [17, 38]. Following standard prescription,
the CDM and neutrino density constrasts can be expressed in a perturbative series as,

δcb = δ
(0)
cb + δ

(1)
cb + · · · , (4.4)

δν = δ
(0)
ν + δ

(1)
ν + · · · (4.5)

where δ(n)
i is the nth order perturbation in fν of the ith species. Also it is evident from

Eq. (3.5) that at late times, the gravitational potential φ decays as 1
k2 compared to other
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terms, hence we neglect any contribution from φ in Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2) for simplicity [38]. As
a result, for a� aT, the zeroth-order density perturbation equations for CDM and neutrino
sectors take the form,

δ
(0)
cb

′′
+ (2− 3

2(1+Λ̃e3τ )
)δ

(0)
cb

′
− 3

2(1+Λ̃e3τ )
δ

(0)
cb = 0, (4.6)

δ
(0)
ν

′′
+ (2− 3

2(1+Λ̃e3τ )
)δ

(0)
ν

′
+ 3

2q
2 e−τ

(1+Λ̃e3τ )
δ

(0)
ν − 3

2(1+Λ̃e3τ )
δ

(0)
cb = 0 (4.7)

where q ≡ k/k0 (k0 is defined in (3.9)). We remind the reader that throughout this article
we consider CDM+baryon as single fluid “cb” and call it “CDM” for brevity. Likewise, the
first-order density perturbation equations for CDM and neutrinos turn out to be,

δ
(1)
cb

′′
+ (2− 3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
)δ

(1)
cb

′
− 3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
δ

(1)
cb +

3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
fν(δ

(0)
cb − δ

(0)
ν ) = 0 (4.8)

δ(1)
ν

′′
+ (2− 3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
)δ

(1)
cb

′
+

3

2
q2 e−τ

(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
δ(1)
ν −

3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
δ

(1)
cb +

3

2(1 + Λ̃e3τ )
fνδ

(0)
cb = 0

(4.9)

The Eqs. (4.6)-(4.8) show that the CDM perturbations of zeroth order will source the neutrino
perturbations of zeroth order, which in turn sources the CDM perturbations at first order as
indicated in (4.8). Since our focus is on getting the solutions at the lowest order in fν , we
only need to solve the zeroth-order equations for each species and then solve the first-order
equation for CDM. We will present the solutions of the above equations in the next subsection.
Further, in Section 5, we will expand the scope of this framework to investigate the impact
of neutrino perturbations on the matter power spectrum in various DE models.

4.2 Full analytical solutions

In order to find out a consistent set of solutions to the above set of perturbation equations we
will first exploit the zeroth order Eq. (4.6) for CDM density contrast. Ignoring the decaying
mode, the physically relevant solution for δ(0)

cb is given by,

δ
(0)
cb (q, τ) = c0(q)

6

5
eτ
√

1 + Λ̃e3τ
2F1(

5

6
,
3

2
,
11

6
,−Λ̃e3τ ), (4.10)

where 2F1 denotes Gauss-Hypergeometric function and the integration constant c0(q) can
be redefined in terms of δcb(q, 0) which is the CDM density contrast today in absence of
neutrinos.

Next we will explore the zeroth order neutrino density perturbation Eq. (4.7). As can
be seen, this equation contains inputs from zeroth order CDM perturbations, the solution of
which is given by (4.10). Inserting this CDM density contrast into (4.7), the zeroth order
neutrino density contrast turns out to be,

δ(0)
ν (q, τ) = c1(q) cos

(√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)

)
− c2(q) sin(

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ))+

cos(
√

6qe
−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ))

∫ τ

1

1

q

√
3

2
e
τ ′
2 2F

2
1 (τ ′) sin(

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)) dτ ′−

sin(
√

6qe
−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ))

∫ τ

1

1

q

√
3

2
e
τ ′
2 2F

2
1 (τ ′) cos(

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)) dτ ′ (4.11)

– 7 –



where c1(q) and c2(q) can be related to the initial conditions for the neutrino perturbation.
For brevity here, and throughout the rest of the article, we will denote by 2F

1
1 (τ) and 2F

2
1 (τ)

respectively, the following two specific Gauss-Hypergeometric functions,

2F
1
1 (τ) ≡ 2F1

(
−1

6
,
1

2
,
5

6
,−Λ̃e3τ

)
2F

2
1 (τ) ≡ 2F1

(
5

6
,
3

2
,
11

6
,−Λ̃e3τ

)
. (4.12)

The solution of the neutrino density contrast for generalized initial conditions of neutrino
perturbation and its time derivative ( δ(0)

ν (q, τT ) ≡ δiν , δ(0)
ν

′
(q, τT ) ≡ δiν

′ ) at the transition
time τT is given by,

δ(0)
ν (q, τ) = δiν cos[

√
6q(e

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)− e

−τT
2 2F

1
1 (τT ))]−

√
2

3

1

q
δiν
′
e
τT
2

√
1 + Λ̃e3τT

sin[
√

6q(e
−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)− e

−τT
2 2F

1
1 (τT ))] + sin[

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)]

∫ τT

τ

1

q

√
3

2
e
τ ′
2 2F

2
1 (τ ′)

cos[
√

6qe
−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)] dτ ′ − cos[

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)]

∫ τT

τ

1

q

√
3

2
e
τ ′
2 2F

2
1 (τ ′) sin[

√
6qe

−τ
2 2F

1
1 (τ)] dτ ′.

(4.13)

Finally, we need to find out the solution for (4.8) in order to compute the matter power
spectrum up to first order in fν . Using the solution of δ(0)

cb and δ
(0)
ν from Eqs. (4.10) and

(4.13) we obtain the following solution for the first order CDM density contrast,

δ
(1)
cb (q, τ) =

√
1 + Λ̃e3τ

√
e3τ

∫ τ

τT

3

2
fνe

3
2
τ ′

2F1[
5

6
,
3

2
,
11

6
,−Λ̃e3τ ′ ](δ

(0)
cb (q, τ ′)− δ(0)

ν (q, τ ′)) dτ ′+

6e
5
2
τ

2F1[
5

6
,
3

2
,
11

6
,−Λ̃e3τ ]

∫ τ

τT

fν
2
e−τ

′
(δ(0)
ν (q, τ ′)− δ(0)

cb (q, τ ′)) dτ ′ (4.14)

For simplicity, we ignore backreaction of neutrinos at initial times by setting δ
(1)
cb and its

time derivative to zero at the transition time τT . We now proceed to compute the neutrino-
corrected matter power spectrum by utilizing the above solutions.

4.3 Impacts on matter power spectrum

As usual, the total matter power spectrum in the Fourier space is defined as,〈
δm(~k1, τ)δm(~k2, τ)

〉
= (2π)3δ

[3]
D (~k1 − ~k2)P (k, τ) (4.15)

where δ[3]
D is the 3D Dirac delta function. The matter power spectrum on large scales is

unaffected since the neutrino perturbations behave like CDM in this limit. However, on small
scales the power spectrum is modified according to the definition of δm(q, τ) (q ≡ k

k0
) in

Eq. (3.6). Therefore the matter power spectrum at any time τ can be expressed as,

P (q, τ) =
(
fνδ

(0)
ν (q, τ) + (1− fν)(δ

(0)
cb (q, τ) + δ

(1)
cb (q, τ))

)2
. (4.16)
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where the expressions for δ(0)
cb , δ(0)

ν and δ(1)
cb are derived in Eqs. (4.10),(4.13) and (4.14) respec-

tively. For the purpose of the present study, we choose a physically motivated initial condition
for δ(0)

ν in (4.11) and its derivative which incorporates the fact that the neutrino perturbation
behaves like CDM at large scales and vanishes on length scales shorter than qNR ≡ kNR/k0. We
implement this simply by using a smoothed Heaviside function (δ(0)

ν (q, τ) = δ
(0)
cb (τ)Θ(q−qNR))

for the initial neutrino perturbation and its time derivative at the transition time τT . On
very large scales we expect to recover P (q, τ) = Pfν=0(q, τ) where Pfν=0(q, τ) is the power
spectrum in the absence of neutrino perturbation. So, any non-trivial effect of neutrino
perturbations on matter power spectrum can be identified by a quantity ∆(q, τ) defined as
follows,

∆(q, τ) ≡
Pfν 6=0(q, τ)

Pfν=0(q, τ)
. (4.17)

In what follows, we will be primarily interested in the computation of ∆(q, τ) at present
time τ = 0. The perturbation equations and hence the expression for the power spectrum
reduces to either ΛCDM or EDS case under suitable choice of parameters. We have used
the above analytical results correct up to first order in fν (4.10 - 4.14) to plot ∆(q, 0) in
presence of massive neutrinos in both ΛCDM and EDS universe in Fig. 1 (for

∑
mν = 0.12

eV). We then solved the coupled fluid Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2) numerically to all orders in fν and
compared with the analytical results correct up to first order in fν . In order to validate our
analysis, we further compared our results with outputs of publicly available code CLASS [15]
for different neutrino mass. The figure shows good agreement with CLASS up to a critical
value of neutrino mass, which is well within the current experimental bounds. However, as
we increase the neutrino mass parameter to higher values, the two results tend to show slight
to moderate level of inconsistencies. Further, in ΛCDM universe the suppression is less than
the EDS case as expected from physical considerations [27, 39]. As expected, in the limit of
Λ→ 0 the suppression follows the EDS case.
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Figure 1: Left Panel: We have shown the ratio of the matter power spectrum in presence
of massive neutrinos with

∑
mν = 0.12 eV (corresponding fν = 0.009) to the power spectrum

with fν = 0. Here the dotted and solid curves are respectively the analytical and numerical
results of the coupled two fluid equations. Red curves show the suppression in matter only
(EDS) universe and the green curves show the suppression in ΛCDM universe. Right Panel:
Here the solid curves are plotted using CLASS and the dotted curves represent the two fluid
solution for different

∑
mν in ΛCDM background.
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The analytic solutions Eqs. ((4.10) - (4.14)) allow us to construct the full scale-dependent
expression for the neutrino perturbation and illustrate the suppression of total matter power
spectrum in presence of massive neutrinos both in EDS and ΛCDM universe in a common
framework. Our results may be looked upon as a building block to incorporate the effects of
DE at mildly nonlinear regime which is also important for momentum conservation, see [18, 32]
for detailed study. We also expect that our analytical result will lead to improvements in the
transfer function in the mildly nonlinear regime as opposed to invoking halofit model in the
simulation. In the nonlinear description of fluid models with massive neutrino, the nonlinear
density contrast of neutrino sector is often approximated through δν ∼ δcb× δlin

ν

δlin
cb

as mentioned
in [18, 31]. We expect that the analytical results of neutrino and CDM perturbations as
obtained above will help to better approximate the nonlinear density contrast in this two
fluid model scenario. Moreover, a combination of analytic approach together with halofit
(or any such simulation) has great potential to yield a more accurate power spectrum at yet
unexplored length scales. This is expected to leave some imprints on the future LSS missions
and would be an interesting aspect to explore in the era of precision cosmology.

4.4 Discussions on velocity spectrum

The velocity divergence of the CDM (+ baryon ) sector is related to the corresponding density
profile by a factor of Hf , where f is the growth factor of the CDM sector. However, in the
presence of massive neutrinos coupled with CDM perturbations, the growth factor exhibits a
non-trivial dependence on wave number resulting in a suppression of the velocity divergence
spectrum, even in the linear regime. The velocity divergence spectrum of CDM in Fourier
space is defined as, 〈

θm(~k1, τ)θm(~k2, τ)
〉

= (2π)3δ
[3]
D (~k1 − ~k2)P θθ(k, τ) (4.18)

where δ[3]
D is the 3D Dirac delta function. To explore this above-mentioned feature, we have

plotted the velocity spectrum of the CDM sector in the presence of massive neutrinos using a
two-fluid scenario and found good agreement with the results obtained from the CLASS code,
as long as fν � 1 (satisfying the neutrino mass limit). The suppression ratio of the velocity
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Density Spectrum

Figure 2: Comparison of analytical solutions for density and velocity power spectrum with
CLASS in ΛCDM background for

∑
mν = 0.12 eV. Here the orange curves represent the

suppression of the velocity spectrum and the black curves represent the suppression of the
density power spectrum.
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divergence spectrum is defined just like the density profile as follows,

∆(k, τ) ≡
P θθfν 6=0(k, τ)

P θθfν=0(k, τ)
. (4.19)

Fig. 2 presents a comparison of the two-fluid velocity spectrum with the CLASS result
alongside the suppression of the density power spectrum. The figure again validates both
the analytical (4.10 - 4.14) and numerical solutions of the two-fluid model. Further, probing
velocity spectrum with upcoming surveys may lead to new insights into structure formation
with massive neutrinos as reported in some recent N-body simulation results [47]. We leave
such detailed investigations for future works.

5 CDM-massive neutrino perturbations in beyond-ΛCDM backgrounds

As we mentioned earlier, effects of massive neutrinos on matter power spectrum in EDS and
ΛCDM backgrounds come through scale- and time-dependent sound speed of neutrinos, which
make the system more interesting than vanilla ΛCDM scenario with CDM perturbations only.
A detailed analysis of the two-fluid perturbations in dynamical DE background will help
to enrich our understanding of the interplay between CDM and neutrino perturbations at
different scales. This will further help in a better understanding of the transfer function with
more theoretical inputs and could also help in numerical simulations. This is expected to
have yet unexplored far-reaching consequences on nonlinear evolution too.

Let us briefly review the dynamics of a few DE backgrounds that we will make use of
in this section. As is well-known, apart from ΛCDM, there have been several attempts to
describe the DE component via phenomenologically motivated models. This is particularly
important today since the baseline ΛCDM model has been found to suffer from a few tensions
at varied extent, like the H0 and σ8 tensions. As recently been studied in a series of papers
(see, for example, [48–50]), different DE parametrizations to some extent can potentially shed
light on tensions involving cosmological parameters. Thus, any non-trivial effects of neutrino
perturbations on CDM in these backgrounds need to be well-studied both analytically and
with quantitative estimates in order to have a better understanding of perturbations as well
as specific DE models/parametrizations in the background. Even though the effects turn out
to be small, this is a very crucial aspect, especially in the era of precision cosmology.

The (time-varying) equation of state of the DE component is defined as w(z) ≡ pDE
ρDE

,
which reflects on the Friedmann equation in the following way,

H2/H2
0 = Ωm,0(1 + z)3 + ΩDE,0 f(z) (5.1)

where the effects of the Equation of State (EoS) of DE is encapsulated in the function,

f(z) = e[3
∫ ln(1+z)
0 (1+w(z′) d ln(1+z′)]. (5.2)

Here Ωm,0 and ΩDE,0 are the present day matter (cold dark matter+baryons+massive neutri-
nos) and DE density respectively, satisfying Ωm,0 +ΩDE,0 = 1. We now proceed to investigate
the two fluid model in different DE backgrounds and illustrate the effects of massive neutrinos
on the total matter power spectrum.
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5.1 DE with constant EoS: wCDM background

Perhaps the simplest possible scenario beyond ΛCDM is to consider a wCDM model where
the DE equation of state w is redshift-independent. Here, for the case of any constant w,
Eq. (5.2) simply turns out to be,

f(z) = (1 + z)3(1+w). (5.3)

where w = −1 case behaves like a cosmological constant for which the solution is given by
(4.10 - 4.14). For other values of w, one can obtain an analytic solution similar to (4.10 -
4.14). However, the expressions are rather lengthy because of involvement of more terms in
the equation. Instead, we solve the equations numerically and check that the results match
with the analytical expressions. We further compare these results with that obtained from
CLASS in Fig. 3.

5.2 DE with evolving EoS in the background

There is a plethora of DE models with variable EoS, either motivated from a pure phenomeno-
logical point of view or emerging from relatively fundamental perspectives, or even from the
mere goal of addressing the Hubble tension in recent times. All of them essentially deals with
a functional form of the EoS evolving with redshift w(z), called the EoS parametrization.
In what follows, we will hand pick two well-known parametrizations as the background and
explore the nature of perturbations in those backgrounds.

5.2.1 CPL parametrization

Perhaps the most popular DE model after ΛCDM is the Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL)
parameterization [51, 52] also known as w0waCDM parametrization. It is a two-parameter
extension to ΛCDM with a redshift dependent equation of state given by,

w(z) = w0 + wa
z

1 + z
(5.4)

Planck 2018 constrains the parameters w0 and wa in the CPL parameterization to be w0 =
−1.21+0.33

−0.60 and wa < −0.85 at 68% CL [1], where w0 represents the equation of state today
and wa describes its time evolution.

5.2.2 JBP parametrization

More generically one can proceed to construct a class of CPL-like parametrization where the
redshift-dependent part scales as z

(1+z)p , with p being a natural number. The Jassal-Bagla-
Padmanabhan (JBP) parametrization [53] is one such example in this family with p = 2, i.e.
it proposes a DE equation of state of the following form,

w(a) = w0 + wa
z

(1 + z)2
. (5.5)

In redshift-dependent DE backgrounds like CPL and JBP as described above, the factor
(1 + H′

H ) and fractional matter density Ωm(τ) in Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2) respectively take the
form,

1 +
H′

H
= 2− 3

2

1 + Q
3 e

3τ df
dτ

1 +Qe3τf(τ)
, Ωm(τ) =

1

1 +Qe3τf(τ)
(5.6)
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Figure 3: Suppression of matter power spectrum in different DE backgrounds. The Left
panel represents the suppression for the range of scales (0.001− 1) and the right panel is its
zoomed in version for the scales of interest (0.05− 1) where the features are more prominent.

where Q is defined as ΩDE
Ωm

. It can be readily checked that both of them boil down to constant
wCDM results for w0 = w, wa = 0 and further to ΛCDM results for w0 = −1, wa = 0.

We can now solve the coupled two fluid equations for CDM and massive neutrinos
considering these different DE backgrounds. The results have been plotted in the form of
suppression of power spectrum in Fig. 3 and also compared with that obtained from CLASS.

Fig. 3 summarizes the results for all the cosmological models under consideration in
the present article alongside EDS. As one can find from the figure, in the right panel of Fig.
3, there is ∼ 0.2% difference in suppression between EDS and ΛCDM universe, whereas the
difference between dynamical DE models is negligible in linear regime even with the most
optimistic deviation from ΛCDM (all computations are performed for sum of neutrino mass
0.12 eV which corresponds to fν = 0.009). Thus, different DE models are expected to remain
indistinguishable even after the inclusion of the effects of neutrino perturbations on CDM,
so far as the linear scales are concerned. Nevertheless, the fact that the inclusion of neutrino
perturbations indeed affects the CDM perturbations, as being reflected on ΛCDM case is an
interesting outcome of the plots and hence of the present analysis. In addition, as argued
earlier, the results from the linear scales are going to affect the (mildly) non-linear scales and
transfer function, which has the potential to provide useful information for future missions.
We hope to address some of these issues in a follow-up paper.

6 Prospects in observations

Both early and late-time cosmological observations are sensitive to the sum of neutrino masses
along with the six standard parameters in the vanilla ΛCDM model. Since in CMB measure-
ments, the optical depth τ is degenerate with the amplitude of temperature anisotropy, finding
out independent and stringent constraints on the sum of neutrino mass from CMB missions
alone is rather challenging [54]. Improved measurements of τ from future CMB observations
could lead to better constraints on

∑
mν . Otherwise, the minimum uncertainty in

∑
mν

would be limited to σ(
∑
mν) > 0.02 eV. Proposed CMB experiments like LiteBIRD [55] and

PICO [56], targeted to ameliorate τ measurements, could reduce the uncertainty in
∑
mν to

0.009− 0.015 eV [57].
In addition to CMB, optical depth can be separately constrained from 21-cm obser-

vations. At present the only global 21-cm signal from EDGES data [58] does not put any
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impressive constraint on the value of τ . Reionization physics and simulations can put some
kind of theoretical bounds on τ , which can give rise to a slightly different value based on the
model of reionization under consideration [59, 60]. However, these theoretical bounds need
to wait till the real data arrives. Cross-correlation of CMB data with future 21-cm mission
SKA [61] may improve the bounds on τ , which may in turn help us reduce the uncertainties
on
∑
mν as well.
On the other hand, the amplitude of the matter power spectrum, which is determined

through observations of CMB or galaxy lensing, is directly linked to the total matter density
parameter Ωmh

2. The reduction in power due to the presence of massive neutrinos can
be attributed to the mismatch between the lensing amplitude (which characterizes small-
scale fluctuations) and the homogeneous matter distribution manifested by the universe’s
expansion rate. Presently, the evaluation of neutrino mass constraints via BOSS BAO [62]
measurements is restricted by the uncertainty in the Ωmh

2 determination. However, DESI
BAO [63] is expected to significantly improve this measurement so that the constraint on∑
mν would presumably be mostly degenerate with the constraints on τ . Clubbing that

with future CMB and/or 21-cm missions may help in improving the constraints on
∑
mν by

constraining τ .
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Figure 4: Comparison of 1σ noise of BOSS-like galaxy survey and suppression of matter
power spectrum in different DE backgrounds obtained for the present analysis.

With this in mind, we have done a preliminary test for the validity of our analysis in
Fig. 4. In this figure, the solid lines represent the theoretical estimate of the suppression
of power spectrum in presence of massive neutrinos in different cosmological backgrounds as
obtained from Fig. 3. We have found that the results closely follow the ΛCDM scenario even
with the most optimistic deviation allowed from Planck [1] and BAO observation [2]. Hence,
the results would naturally be quite consistent with current datasets. In order to validate our
claim further, we plot the 1σ noise of BOSS-like (BOSS galaxy BAO, BOSS Lyα forest, eBOSS
galaxy Broadband data etc.) galaxy survey combining cosmic variance and shot noise [64, 65]
in Fig. 4, represented by the grey patch with blue dotted boundaries. It can be found from
the figure that the suppression of power spectrum in presence of massive neutrinos in different
backgrounds lies within the 1σ uncertainty of BOSS-like galaxy survey noise for

∑
mν = 0.12

eV (correspondingly, fν = 0.009). This leads to the conclusion that the two-fluid model of
CDM and massive neutrino in different cosmological backgrounds presented here are in good
agreement with current observations, and would also fall within the 1σ bounds of a broad
class of future LSS surveys.

This calls for a detailed forecast analysis with different future LSS surveys, their combina-
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tions, and possible joint analysis with existing CMB and future CMB and/or 21-cm missions.
As already mentioned,

∑
mν is degenerate with the optical depth τ in the CMB measure-

ment, and in weak lensing galaxy survey it is degenerate with Ωm. Future LSS missions like
EUCLID [8, 66], Gaia [12], LSST [10] individually or jointly with present CMB data from
Planck18 or future CMB data like LiteBIRD [55], PICO [56] etc, or 21-cm mission SKA are
expected to put tighter constraints on the sum of neutrino mass for any (beyond)-ΛCDM back-
grounds that will shed more light on the suppression factor in matter power spectrum caused
by neutrino perturbations. We hope that the present analysis, although performed mostly
as a theoretical quest for systematic development of the coupled CDM-neutrino framework
of perturbations, would be more and more relevant with the improvement of experimental
precision, hopefully in the next generation surveys in the context of some of the future CMB,
LSS and 21-cm missions mentioned above.

7 Summary and outlook

In this article, we have considered coupled two-fluid perturbation equations of CDM (where
CDM essentially denotes CDM + baryon sector) and massive neutrinos in different cosmo-
logical backgrounds with redshift-dependent neutrino free-streaming length, and investigated
possible effects on CDM perturbations in each case. For the vanilla ΛCDM model, we have
obtained analytic solution for the set of coupled perturbation equations and subsequently
found out the total matter power spectrum to first order in fν . The neutrino-mediated sup-
pression of matter power spectrum obtained from the analytical solution has been found to
be in good agreement with numerical solutions to all orders in fν . Further, both the ana-
lytical and numerical results for the two-fluid framework in ΛCDM background have been
found to be in good agreement with the results obtained from Boltzmann solver code CLASS
[15] by over 95% accuracy depending on the neutrino mass fraction. We have then consid-
ered several DE backgrounds beyond-ΛCDM, in particular the wCDM and some well-known
DE parametrizations like CPL and JBP; and investigated the effects of massive neutrinos on
CDM perturbations for each model under consideration. We noticed that within the linear
regime, the suppression in power spectrum in a EDS universe is increased by almost ∼ 0.2%
compared to ΛCDM universe for the neutrino mass fraction fν = 0.009 (constrained from
the upper bound on total neutrino mass as of now), and also the suppression increases with
higher values of Ωm. We further noticed that for the sum of neutrino mass 0.12 eV, the
suppression saturates to the well known result ∼ 8fν at a scale kNL ∼ 0.1h Mpc−1 [27]. The
neutrino-mediated suppression of total matter power spectrum in wCDM, CPL and JBP-like
DE backgrounds differs from ΛCDM universe by sub-percent level. We further validate our
analysis by searching for the prospects in observations and found that the inclusion of massive
neutrinos in fluid models in various background cosmology is within the 1σ uncertainty of the
BOSS-like galaxy survey noise for

∑
mν = 0.12 eV set by current observations.

The present analysis can be extended in several directions. First, we approximated the
sound speed of the neutrino fluid in terms of the velocity dispersion of the non-relativistic
neutrinos [17]. It will be interesting to improve this approximation, as has been proposed in a
recent study [43], and study the effects on the matter power spectrum. We also plan to extend
the current study to the mildly nonlinear regime in a perturbative scheme, utilizing the linear
kernels derived in this work. As argued in the present article, the results are expected to im-
prove upon the current results due to more accurate analytical inputs from the linear regime.
The two-fluid framework can be further generalized by including DE perturbations and con-
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structing a coupled three-fluid system. This might be a bit tricky and would presumably lead
to degeneracies, however it would be interesting to study such scenarios at least from a theo-
retical perspective as of now. From a phenomenological perspective, it will be interesting to
consider neutrino self-interaction [67–69] as well as dark matter-neutrino interactions [35, 70]
in the fluid approximation framework. Further, all the results obtained from the theoretical
analysis and the corresponding nonlinear corrections can be subjected to experimental tests
in the upcoming missions, by doing a forecast analysis on CMB (eg, LiteBIRD [55], PICO [56]
etc), LSS (like EUCLID [8], Gaia [12], LSST [10] etc.) and 21-cm missions (like SKA [61]),
either by exploring individual missions or by investigating combined constraints. This may in
turn impose further constraints on some of the properties of neutrinos, like the total neutrino
mass, DM-neutrino interaction strength, effects on CDM power spectrum at nonlinear scales,
and possible impact on other cosmological parameters. However, a detailed investigation in
this direction is required before we make any concrete comments on this. We plan to report
on some of these analyses in future.

Data Availability: Most of the numerical results presented in this paper have been ob-
tained using Mathematica and publicly available code CLASS. The Mathematica notebook
files can be shared with the individuals on reasonable requests.
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We compute the classical and the quantum breaking of the dilatation current in the minimal
Lorentz and CPT-violating quantum electrodynamics. At the classical level, scale symmetry is
broken by the general mass term ψ̄Mψ and the Chern-Simons-like term. At the quantum level, it
is broken by all expected observable fermion operators in the massless limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Lorentz symmetry is a fundamental property of local relativistic theories and CPT symmetry holds whenever this
symmetry is obeyed. To test both of these symmetries, the Standard Model Extension (SME) [1, 2] proposes all
possible terms that break Lorentz and CPT-symmetry that could have emerged at low energies from a spontaneous
symmetry breaking that occurs at the Planck scale. The QED sector of the SME, known as the QED extension, has
been widely tested and the search for Lorentz and CPT violation via this sector reveals how tiny the violation of these
symmetries would be. It suffices to quote that tests on the electron [3]-[6] or the pure photon sectors [7]-[10] show
how good these symmetries are.
Symmetries like the Lorentz and CPT ones are one of the the main criteria in the construction of a theory, among

others like gauge symmetry. It was at first thought that if theories possess symmetries at the classical level, they
would keep these symmetries at the quantum level. But this is a naive assumption after such theory is quantized.
The breaking of classical symmetries when quantum corrections are taken into account are called anomalies. Some
of them are measurable because they are related to physical processes, like the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly (ABJ-
anomaly) [11, 12], related to the pion decay into two photons, and the trace anomaly, related to hadronic processes
[13]. The trace of the energy-momentum tensor, which is equal to the dilatation current conservation associated to
scale symmetry, is broken at the classical level by massive terms so that massless field theories are scale invariant.
However, using these theories for short distances reveals that scale symmetry is broken when loop corrections are
taken into account [16].
The trace anomaly also manifests itself as a breaking of conformal symmetry in curved space when matter fields

are embedded in a gravitational background [17]. The computation performed with different regularization schemes
reveals universal pieces of this symmetry breaking in the anomalous energy-momentum trace [18]-[21]. From physics
point of view, it is interesting to know if the anomaly is an artifact of the regularization employed or if it is indeed
physical since a regularization scheme can spuriously break symmetries of the theory. This happens in particular
when the Lagrangian of the theory has dimensional specific objects, like γ5 matrices and Levi-Civita symbols, like
some of the Lorentz and CPT-violating operators of the QED extension. In the usual quantum electrodynamics, the
anomalous breaking of this energy-momentum tensor was found for different regularization schemes [13]-[15] and it is
worthy computing this anomaly in QED extension.
In this work, we compute the breaking of the dilatation current at one-loop order in a Lorentz and CPT- violating

Quantum Electrodynamics. In particular, it is considered the minimal sector of the SME, where only terms renormal-
izable by power counting are included in the Lagrangian. In section II, we present an overview on the scale symmetry
of this model and its possible anomalous amplitudes. In section III, we present a summary of the regularization
scheme employed. In section IV, we perform the one-loop calculation and we present conclusions in section V.

II. SCALE SYMMETRY AND DILATATION CURRENT IN QED EXTENSION

A theory is scale invariant if it is unchanged under the following symmetry transformations,

x′ = eǫx (1)
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2

and

Φ′(x′) = e−ǫdΦΦ(x), (2)

where ǫ is a scale parameter, Φ is a generic field and dΦ is its scale dimension.
As an example, the kinetic terms of the electromagnetic or spinor fields, − 1

4F
µνFµν and ψ̄γµ∂µψ, respectively, are

scale invariant because they possess scale dimension equal to 4. In this way, when the volume element d4x changes in
the action, it compensates the change in the fields making the theory scale invariant. On the other hand, mass terms
or interaction terms with dimensional coupling constants, break scale symmetry at the classical level.
The Noether current related to the transformations of eqs. (1) and (2) is the dilatation current J µ = ΠµdΦΦ +

xνΘ
µν , where Πµ = ∂L

∂(∂µΦ) is the conjugate momentum and Θµν is the canonical energy momentum tensor given by

Θµν = Πµ∂νΦ− ηµνL.
Besides the dimensional terms, like mass terms in the lagrangian, the renormalization process also breaks scale

symmetry because it introduces a renormalization group scale dependence in the couplings. This is known as the
anomalous breaking of the scale symmetry.
It is possible to study this scale symmetry breaking in a Lorentz and CPT-violating version of QED. We consider

the fermion sector of the following lagrangian

L =
1

2
iψ̄Γµ

←→
D µψ − ψ̄Mψ −

1

4
FµνFµν −

1

4
(kF )κλµνF

µνFκλ +
1

2
(kAF )

κǫκλµνA
λFµν , (3)

where Dµ ≡ ∂µ + ieAµ is the usual covariant derivative which couples the gauge field with matter,

Γν = γν + Γν1 ,

Γν1 = cµνγµ + dµνγ5γµ + eν + ifνγ5 +
1

2
ηλµνσλµ (4)

and

M = m+M1,

M1 = im5γ5 + aµγµ + bµγ5γ
µ +

1

2
Hµνσ

µν . (5)

The coefficients aµ, bµ, cµν , dµν , eµ, fµ, gλµν , Hµν , (kF )κλµν and (kAF )κ govern Lorentz violation and only the
coefficients aµ, bµ, eµ, fµ, gλµν and (kAF )κ govern CPT violation since the number of indices is odd. Not all of these
coefficients are expected to be observable since some combinations of them can be removed by a field redefinition [22].
There is also a subtleness regarding the fµ coefficients because, unlike aµ and eµ, its time component is odd under
all spacial reflection [23].
We expect that scale symmetry be broken at the classical level by all the dimensional coefficients of the lagrangian

(3). We see this would be the case of the Chern-Simons-like term (kAF )
κǫκλµνA

λFµν or the generalized mass term
ψ̄Mψ.
As in the usual electrodynamics, it is possible to build a symmetric energy-momentum tensor, known as the

Belinfante tensor whose trace leads to the classical break of the dilatation current. We explicitly show in the appendix
VI that the break of the dilatation current in the classical theory is given by

∂µJ
µ = T µµ = ψ̄Mψ, (6)

where T µµ is the trace of the symmetric energy-momentum tensor.
The quantum corrections also break the dilatation current. Applying naively the scale transformations of eqs. (1)

and (2), we find that the Ward identity of this dilatation current is given by

− iGT (0, p1, p2, ..., pn−1) =

(

n(dΦ − 4) + 4−

n−1
∑

k

pk
∂

∂pk

)

G(p1, p2, ..., pn−1), (7)

where GT (0, p1, p2, ..., pn−1) and G(p1, p2, ..., pn−1) are (n − 1)-point Green functions in the momentum space of
the respective coordinate space n−point Green functions, G(y, x1, x2, ..., xn) = 〈T µµ (y)Φ(x1)Φ(x2)...Φ(xn)〉 and
G(x1, x2, ..., xn) = 〈Φ(x1)Φ(x2)...Φ(xn)〉. Note that the lower index T is to emphasize that one of the fields in the
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) One-loop 3-point Feynman diagram with the energy-momentum tensor as a vertex represented by a cross. (b)
Vacuum polarization tensor.

expectation value is the energy-momentum tensor. Besides, the derivation of eq. (7) assumes DΦ = DΦ′ in a scale
transformation of the functional integral. Since this is not true for quantum corrections, we are going to see in what
follows that this equation is incomplete, i.e. there is an additional anomalous term on it.
For n = 2 and Φ being the vector field, eq. (7) reads

− iGµνT (0, p) =
(

n(dΦ − 4) + 4− pλ ∂
∂pλ

)

Gµν(p),

− iGµνT (0, p) =
(

−2− pλ ∂
∂pλ

)

Gµν(p). (8)

It is also possible to rewrite (8) in terms of the one-particle-irreducible (1PI) function Γσλ(p), related with the legged

2-point function via the equation Gµν(p) = Dµσ(p)Γ
σλ(p)Dλν(p), being Dµν(p) = −

iηµν

p2
the photon propagator. The

Ward identity in eq. (8) can be written as

− iΓµνT (0, p) =

(

2− pλ
∂

∂pλ

)

Γµν(p). (9)

Finally, ΓµνT (0, p) corresponds to the 3-point Feynman diagram ∆µν(0, p,−p) shown in figure 1, where two of the
vertices are the usual ones and the other is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor T µµ = ψ̄Mψ, Γµν(p) corresponds
to the 2-point Feynman diagram Πµν(p,−p), which is the vacuum polarization tensor. In terms of these diagrams the
Ward identity can be written as:

∆µν =

(

2− pλ
∂

∂pλ

)

Πµν(p). (10)

According to lagrangian (3), the solid line in the amplitudes of figure 1 is the full fermion propagator S(k) = i
Γµkµ−M

and the electron-photon interaction is −ieΓµ. Thus, besides the usual electro-dynamical contribution, we have first
order in the Lorentz and CPT-violating coefficients.
Since one-loop diagrams require a regularization and a renormalization procedure, a scale is introduced in this

process and computing the diagrams of both sides of eq. (10) yields the quantum breaking of scale symmetry
expressed by the non-zero trace of the energy-momentum tensor.

III. IMPLICIT REGULARIZATION

We apply the implicit regularization (IReg) framework [24]-[26] to treat the divergent integrals of the amplitudes
of the following. In this scheme, an implicit regulator Λ, not a hard cutoff necessarily, is assumed so that it makes
sense to perform algebraic operations with the integrands. It is possible to use, for example, the following identity to
separate UV basic divergent integrals (BDI) from the finite part:

∫

k

1

(k + p)2 −m2
=

∫

k

1

k2 −m2
−

∫

k

(p2 + 2p · k)

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]
, (11)

where
∫

k
≡
∫ Λ d4k

(2π)4 . These BDI’s are defined as follows:

Iµ1···µ2n

log (m2) ≡

∫

k

kµ1 · · · kµ2n

(k2 −m2)2+n
, (12)
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and

Iµ1···µ2n

quad (m2) ≡

∫

k

kµ1 · · · kµ2n

(k2 −m2)1+n
. (13)

The basic divergences with Lorentz indices can be combined as differences between integrals with the same superficial
degree of divergence, according to the equations below, which define surface terms 1:

Υµν2w = ηµνI2w(m
2)− 2(2− w)Iµν2w(m

2) ≡ υ2wη
µν , (14)

Ξµναβ2w = η{µνηαβ}I2w(m
2)−

− 4(3− w)(2 − w)Iµναβ2w (m2) ≡ ξ2wη
{µνηαβ}, (15)

Σµναβγδ2w = g{µνgαβgγδ}I2w(m
2)− 8(4− w)(3 − w)(2 − w)Iµναβγδ2w (m2) = σ2wg

{µνgαβgγδ}. (16)

In the expressions above, 2w is the degree of divergence of the integrals and for the sake of brevity, we substitute
the subscripts log and quad by 0 and 2, respectively. Surface terms can be conveniently written as integrals of total
derivatives, namely

υ2wη
µν =

∫

k

∂

∂kν

kµ

(k2 −m2)2−w
, (17)

(ξ2w − v2w)η
{µνηαβ} =

∫

k

∂

∂kν

2(2− w)kµkαkβ

(k2 −m2)3−w
, (18)

and

(σ2w − ξ2w)η
{µνηαβηγδ} =

∫

k

∂

∂kν

4(3− w)(2 − w)kµkαkβkγkδ

(k2 −m2)4−w
. (19)

Equation (11) is applied in a recursive way till the BDI’s is separated from the finite content. Also, we see that
equations (14)-(16) are undetermined because they are differences between divergent quantities. Each regularization
scheme gives a different value for these terms. However, as physics should not depend on the regularization, we leave
these terms to be arbitrary until the end of the calculation, fixing them by symmetry constraints, like a Ward identity
[27].
The prescription above is not the usual regularization procedure and it is particularly useful in the computation of

anomalies, where we need to know if the quantum breaking of a symmetry really occurs or if it is a spurious symmetry
breaking caused by the regulator.

IV. ONE-LOOP BREAKING OF THE DILATATION CURRENT

The amplitudes of the diagrams in figure 1 can be easily constructed using the Feynman rules, as we see below:

∆µν = −2
∫

d4k
(2π)4Tr[eΓµSLV (k)eΓνSLV (k + p)MSLV (k + p)],

iΠµν =
∫

d4k
(2π)4Tr[eΓµSLV (k)eΓνSLV (k + p)], (20)

where SLV (k) is the fermion propagator modified by Lorentz and CPT violation. It can be expanded in a series where
we neglect the terms beyond first order in Lorentz and CPT violation according to the equation below:

i

k/+ Γµ1kµ −M
=

∞
∑

n=0

i

k/−M

(

iΓµ1kµ
i

k/ −M

)n

, (21)

1 The Lorentz indices between brackets stand for permutations, i.e. A{α1···αn}B{β1···βn} = Aα1···αnBβ1···βn + sum over permutations
between the two sets of indices α1 · · ·αn and β1 · · ·βn
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where the same expansion can be done considering the general mass term M .
We list all finite and regularized divergent integrals in appendix VII. For instance, the result of the amplitudes in

eq. (20) for the isotropic case and for the bµ coefficient is given by

∆µν = m2e2

2π2 (ηµνZ0 + ι0ηµνp
2 − 2ι1pµpν − 16π2iυ0ηµν) +

2e2
(

8υ0 +
i

6π2 + i
4π2 p

2
∫ 1

0 dx
x(1−x)
D(x) + im2

π2

∫ 1

0 dx
x2

D(x)

)

ǫµναβb
αpβ , (22)

and

iΠµν = 4
3 (p

2ηµν − pµpν)Ilog(m
2)− 4υ2η

µν + 4
3 (p

2ηµν − pµpν)υ0 +

− 4
3 (p

2ηµν + 2pµpν)(ξ0 − 2υ0)−
i

2π2 (p
2ηµν − pµpν)(Z1 − Z2) +

+ e2
(

−m
2

π2 ι0 + 4iυ0

)

ǫµναβb
αpβ, (23)

where Zn =
∫ 1

0
dxxn ln

(

D(x)
m2

)

, ιn =
∫ 1

0
dxx

n(1−x)
D(x) and D(x) = m2 − p2x(1 − x).

Considering the isotropic case (b = 0), we see that the quadratic surface term υ2 breaks gauge symmetry and should
be set to zero. On the other hand, the logarithmic surface term υ0 has a transverse piece, as we can see requiring
gauge symmetry pµΠ

µν = 0. If ξ0 = 0 and υ0 = 0, we have gauge symmetry but also if ξ0 = 2υ0. Thus, it is possible
to let the result depending on υ0 and the arbitrariness expressed by this surface term means the freedom of choosing
the renormalization point. However, there is an unavoidable arbitrariness in the induced Chern-Simons-like term that
also can not be fixed requiring gauge symmetry because this term is already gauge invariant. That is why the induced
CS-like term is regularization dependent, although being finite [28]-[38]. In what follows, we adopt all surface terms
equal to zero. This is compatible with gauge invariance and the choice of a renormalization point.
The renormalization group scale λ is introduced with the use of the scale relation below:

Ilog(m
2) = Ilog(λ

2) + b̃ ln

(

λ2

m2

)

. (24)

When the massless limit is taken, λ is the only mass scale remaining.
The amplitude ∆µν in eqs. (20) is zero in the massless limit for all terms of the general vertex −ieΓµ. So, all

the anomalous terms related to these coefficients comes from the amplitude Πµν . For all coefficients of the fermion
sector, inserting eq. (20) in the Ward identity and taking the massless limit to try to restore the conservation of the
dilatation current, we find out the anomalous term

∆µν
r −

(

2− pλ ∂
∂pλ

)

Πµνr = e2

6π2 (p
2ηµν − pµpν)− i

6π2 e
2ǫµναβbαpβ −

e2

16π2

cpp

p2
(p2ηµν − pµpν)−

− e2

6π2 ((c
νp + cpν)pµ + (cµp + cpµ)pν − (cµν + cνµ)p2 − 2cppηµν), (25)

where the index r in the tensors stands for the renormalized amplitudes and cµp ≡ cµνpν . The isotropic term is
compatible with the ones found with other regularization schemes [13]-[15]. As expected, only observable combinations
of the fermion coefficients are found [22]. It might appear that the ∆µν amplitude in figure 1a gives a non-zero
contribution proportional to the aµ coefficient. However, this would be equivalent to doing the shift p→ p− a in the
isotropic amplitude Πµν(p), meaning that there is no additional Lorentz and CPT-violating information coming from
the aµ coefficient in observables [22].
Table IV summarizes how each Lorentz and CPT-violating coefficient of the fermion sector breaks scale symmetry

in the massless limit both in the classical and quantum levels.

Lagrangian term Scale Dimension Classical Breaking Quantum Breaking
ψ̄aµγ

µψ 3 ✓ ✗

ψ̄bµγ5γ
µψ 3 ✓ ✓

cµν ψ̄γ
µDνψ 4 ✗ ✓

dµν ψ̄γ5γ
µDνψ 4 ✗ ✗

eµψ̄D
µψ 4 ✗ ✗

fµψ̄γ5D
µψ 4 ✗ ✗

gµνλψ̄σ
µνDλψ 4 ✗ ✗

Hµνσ
µνψ 3 ✓ ✗

ψ̄m5γ5ψ 3 ✓ ✗
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Eq. (25) can be written in terms of fields and it leads to the following trace of the energy-momentum tensor together
with the classical breaking:

T µµ = ψ̄Mψ + (kAF )µAαF̃
αµ +

ẽ2

24π2
FµνFµν −

ie2

12π2
ǫµναβb

αAµF βν +
e2

12π2
c̄µνF

µαF να , (26)

where ẽ is the QED coupling with a small LV correction already observed in other contexts [39, 40], c̄µν ≡ cµν + cνµ
and F̃αµ is the dual of the strength tensor. It is interesting to notice that the coefficients of the quantum breaking
e3

24π2 ,
1

12π2 c̄µν and 1
12π2 bα correspond to the beta functions βe

2e ,
1
2 (βc)µν and 1

2 (βAF )α, respectively [41], doing the
substitution bα → (kAF )

α that is equivalent to a field redefinition in the latter.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The results show that dimensional Lorentz and CPT-violating coefficients break scale symmetry at the classical
level as expected. Since the renormalization process introduces a scale, we also have in the massless limit the quantum
breaking of the energy-momentum tensor trace due to dimensionless coefficients when quantum corrections are taken
into account. We would also expect that other dimensionless fermion coefficients like gµνλ break scale symmetry in
the massive limit because it has an observable piece, the anti-symmetric one in the first two indices.
As a next step, it would be interesting to compute the trace of the energy-momentum tensor for massive fields

and considering the non-minimal SME. The latter framework has a bunch of possibilities in the way it breaks scale
symmetry since each non-minimal operator has its own scale dimension.

VI. APPENDIX A

In classical electrodynamics, the canonical energy momentum tensor is

Θµν = ∂L
∂(∂µψ)

∂νψ + ∂L
∂(∂µψ̄)

∂νψ̄ + ∂L
∂(∂µAα)∂

νAα − η
µνL =

= iψ̄γµ∂νψ + Fλµ∂νAλ − η
µνL. (27)

Although this canonical tensor is not symmetric, it can be symmetrized. The symmetric version it is known as the
Belinfante tensor:

T µν = Θµν + ∂ρf
µνρ
A + ∂ρf

µνρ
ψ , (28)

where fµνρΦ = 1
2 (Π

ρSµνΦ−ΠµSρνΦ+ΠνSµρΦ) and Sµν is the spin matrix associated with the field Φ.
Computing ∂ρf

µνρ for the spinor and the vector fields, we find

∂ρf
µνρ
A = eψ̄γµψAν + Fµρ∂ρA

ν ,

∂ρf
µνρ
ψ = i

4 (ψ̄γ
ν∂µψ − (∂µψ̄)γνψ − 3ψ̄γµ∂νψ − (∂νψ̄)γµψ) +

+ 1
2eψ̄(γ

νAµ − γµAν)ψ. (29)

Eqs. (29) leads to the symmetric form of the energy momentum tensor

T µν = i
4 [ψ̄γ

µ∂νψ − (∂µψ̄)γνψ + ψ̄γµ∂νψ − (∂ν ψ̄)γµψ] +

+ FλµF νλ + 1
2eψ̄(γ

νAµ + γµAν)ψ − ηµνL, (30)

whose trace is T µν = mψ̄ψ.
In the presence of Lorentz and CPT violation, the energy-momentum tensor is not symmetric under the change of

indices as we can see for the pure photon sector [1]. The symmetry under Lorentz indices is broken by the Chern-

Simons-like term, which also breaks scale symmetry T µµ = (kAF )µAαF̃
αµ, where F̃αµ is the dual of the tensor Fαµ.

Considering the fermion sector and the Lagrangian L = 1
2 iψ̄Γ

µ←→D µψ − ψ̄Mψ − 1
4F

µνFµν , the symmetric energy
momentum tensor is given by

T µν = i
4 [ψ̄Γ

µ∂νψ − (∂µψ̄)Γνψ + ψ̄Γµ∂νψ − (∂νψ̄)Γµψ] +

+ FλµF νλ + 1
2eψ̄(γ

νAµ + γµAν)ψ − ηµνL, (31)
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whose trace is

T µµ = −
7

2
iψ̄Γµ∂µψ −

1

2
i(∂µψ̄)Γ

µψ − 3eψ̄ΓµAµψ + 4ψ̄Mψ. (32)

Using in eq.(32) the Euler-Lagrange equations, iΓµ∂µψ = −eΓµAµψ +Mψ and i(∂µψ̄)Γ
µ = eψ̄ΓµAµ − ψ̄M , we

find out the classical breaking of the dilatation current for the fermion sector:

T µµ = ψ̄Mψ. (33)

VII. APPENDIX B

The result of all finite and regularized divergent integrals for ∆µν and Πµν amplitudes of section IV is listed below:

∫

k

1

[(k + p)2 −m2]3
= −

b̃

6m2
, (34)

∫

k

kµ

[(k + p)2 −m2]3
=

b̃

6m2
pµ, (35)

∫

k

1

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= −b̃ι0, (36)

∫

k

kµ

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]
= b̃pµι1, (37)

∫

k

1

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]3
=

1

2
b̃

∫ 1

0

x2

D2
dx, (38)

∫

k

kµ

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]3
=

1

2
b̃pµ

∫ 1

0

x3

D2
dx, (39)

∫

k

kµ

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= b̃pµ

∫ 1

0

x2(1− x)

D2
dx, (40)

∫

k

kµkν

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= b̃

(

pµpν
∫ 1

0

x3(1− x)

D2
dx−

1

2
ηµν

∫ 1

0

x(1 − x)

D
dx

)

, (41)

∫

k

kµkν

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]3
=

1

2
b̃

(

pµpν
∫ 1

0

x4

D2
dx−

1

2
ηµν

∫ 1

0

x2

D
dx

)

, (42)

∫

k

kµkν

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]
=

1

4
ηµν(Ilog(m

2)− υ0)−
1

2
b̃ηµν(Z0 − Z1)− b̃p

µpνι2, (43)

∫

k

kµ

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= −b̃pµ(ι1 − ι0), (44)

∫

k

kµkν

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]2
=

1

4
ηµν(Ilog(m

2)− υ0)−
1

2
ηµν b̃(Z0 − Z1)−

− b̃(ι0 − 2ι1 + ι2)p
µpν , (45)

∫

k

1

[(k + p)2 −m2]
= Iquad(m

2)− p2υ0, (46)

∫

k

kµ

[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= −pµ(Ilog(m

2)− υ0), (47)

∫

k

kµkν

[(k + p)2 −m2]2
=

1

2
ηµν(Iquad(m

2)− υ2) + pµpν(Ilog(m
2)− ξ0)−

1

2
p2ηµν(ξ0 − υ0), (48)
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∫

k

kµ

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]
= −

1

2
pµ(Ilog(m

2)− υ0 − b̃Z0), (49)

∫

k

kµkν

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]
=

1

2
ηµν(Iquad(m

2)− υ2)−
1

6
ξ0(p

2ηµν + 2pµpν)+

+

(

1

3
pµpν −

1

12
p2ηµν

)

(Ilog(m
2)− b̃Z0) +

1

4
ηµνp2υ0 −

1

3
b̃(p2ηµν − pµpν)

(

m2

p2
Z0 +

1

6

)

, (50)

∫

k

kµkνkα

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]2
= −

1

6
p{αηµν}(Ilog(m

2)− ξ0) +
1

2
b̃p{αηµν}Z2+

+ b̃pµpνpα
(

ι2 − ι3 −
Z0

p2

)

, (51)

∫

k

kµkνkαkβ

(k2 −m2)[(k + p)2 −m2]2
=

1

24
p{αpβηµν}

(

3(Ilog(m
2)− σ0) + b̃+

6b̃m2

p2
Z0 − 3b̃Z0

)

+

+
1

144
η{αβηµν}(18(Iquad(m

2)− ξ2)− 3Ilog(m
2) + 12ξ0 − 9σ0 − 2b̃− 12b̃m2Z0 + 3b̃Z0)+

+
1

48
b̃pαpβpµpν

(

−3ι0 −
10

p2
+

45

p2
Z0 −

60m2

p4
Z0

)

(52)

∫

k

kµkνkα

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]
= −

1

12
p{αηµν}(Ilog(m

2)− ξ0 − 6b̃Z1 + 6b̃Z2) + b̃pµpνpαι3, (53)

∫

k

kµkνkαkβ

(k2 −m2)2[(k + p)2 −m2]
=

1

24
η{αβηµν}(3(Iquad(m

2)− ξ2)− p
2(Ilog(m

2)− ξ0))+

+
1

48
(p2η{αβηµν} + 2p{αpβηµν})(Ilog(m

2)− σ0)−
1

8
b̃p2(Z0 − 5Z2 + 2Z3)η

{αβηµν}+

+
1

2
b̃p{αpβηµν}(Z3 − Z2)− b̃p

αpβpµpνι4, (54)

where Zn = Zn(p
2,m2) =

∫ 1

0
dx ln D

m2 , ιn =
∫ 1

0
dxx

n(1−x)
D , b̃ ≡ i

(4π)2 and D = D(x) = m2 − p2x(1 − x).
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Study of highly relativistic vortex electron beams by atomic scattering
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We explore the opportunities of using electron scattering by screened Coulomb potential as a tool
to retrieve properties of the relativistic vortex beams of electrons, such as their transverse momentum
and orbital angular momentum (OAM). We focus on relativistic and ultra-relativistic regimes in
which the transverse beam momentum is typically much smaller than its longitudinal momentum.
Different scattering scenarios for the incident electron beam are considered. In particular, the
scattering by a very wide target can be used to probe the electron transverse momentum when its
values are larger than 10 keV. The scattering by a target of a width comparable to that of the
incident beam allows one to obtain information about the electron OAM. Varying target sizes in the
range from couple to hundreds of nanometers, one can in principle distinguish OAM values from
several units of ~ up to thousands and more.

I. INTRODUCTION

Particles with a definite value of orbital angular mo-
mentum (OAM) [1–3], also dubbed twisted or vortex par-
ticles, are of considerable attention nowadays. Histori-
cally, twisted photons were first to be studied both in
theoretical and experimental domains, and pioneering ex-
periments with them took place in the 1990s. Generation
of twisted electrons is a more recent research field – first
such electrons were obtained in the early 2010s [4–6].
Currently, the achievable values of OAM projection value
could be as high as hundreds [7] and even thousands [8, 9]
of units in terms of ~. Applications of twisted electrons
include such spheres as ionization by twisted electrons
[10–12] and interaction of twisted electrons with matter
[13, 14].

Keeping up with the experiment, quantitative theo-
retical studies of the scattering processes with twisted
electrons are in development. Let us briefly review sev-
eral works. Scattering of twisted electrons by single po-
tential atomic targets and infinitely wide (macroscopic)
targets were considered in [15, 16] in non-relativistic
and moderately relativistic regimes (electron kinetic en-
ergy up to 1 MeV). A more sophisticated approach to
twisted states consists in treating them as spatially local-
ized wave–packets. Scattering of an “ordinary” Gaussian
packet by a single atom, macroscopic or a localized finite
size (mesoscopic) targets is given in [17]. Generalizations
for the case of twisted particles in non-relativistic regime
could be found in [18–20]. Here we shall consider the
scattering processes with relativistic energies for a single
atom, macroscopic and mesoscopic targets.

In this work, we revisit the topic of using electron scat-
tering by an atomic potential as a tool for analyzing prop-
erties of the relativistic Bessel beams of electrons. It is
argued in [15] that the case of scattering by single atom is
rather informative on the features of the incident twisted
particle, and it is even possible to retrieve the value of

∗ E-mail: vladislav.ivanov@metalab.ifmo.ru

the OAM projection, while, in contrast, scattering by
macroscopic target is less sensitive: transverse momen-
tum could be deduced but not the OAM value. In the
same time, calculations with a single atom target are not
straightforwardly applicable in a real experiment.

To have both realistic and OAM sensitive scenario, we
suggest taking a finite size target, the mesoscopic target,
following the example of [18]. We find an amplitude for
the scattering off a mesoscopic target and compare it
to the one off a macroscopic target. As the mesoscopic
target continues naturally both into the single atom and
macroscopic scenarios, it provides a signature criterion to
mark the transition between these two scenarios. We find
that the transition takes place at different target sizes
depending on the OAM of the incident twisted electron,
and develop an idea that this can be used to retrieve
the value of OAM in experiment. Having in mind the
possibilities of generating relativistic twisted electrons at
particle accelerators [21–23], we pay specific attention to
the ultra-relativistic energies, starting from several MeV
and higher.

In Section II we review the basics of Mott scattering,
the modifications needed for the study of twisted elec-
tron scattering and the technical realizations of the three
aforementioned target kinds. After these introductory
steps, we find scattering amplitudes for all three scenar-
ios in Section III. The results acquired are analyzed in
Section IV and, finally, the summary is presented in Sec-
tion V.

Through the paper we put ~ = c = 1 and use Gaussian
convention for the electric charge: α0 = e2 = 1/137.

II. THEORETICAL PRELIMINARIES

A. Plane-wave Mott scattering

The Mott scattering description is given in many clas-
sical textbooks [24, 25]. The corresponding scattering
amplitude can be written as:

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

12
41

9v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
at

om
-p

h]
  2

1 
M

ay
 2

02
3

mailto:vladislav.ivanov@metalab.ifmo.ru


2

fλ,λ′(p,p
′) = −

∫
ψ†p′λ′(r)V (r)ψpλ(r)d3r, (1)

Sfi = i2πδ(ε− ε′)fλ,λ′(p,p′), (2)

where

ψpλ =
1√
2εV

upλe
ipr, ψp′λ′ =

1√
2ε′V

up′λ′e
ip′r (3)

are the plane-wave wave-functions of free electrons with
incident (final) momentum, energy and helicity p, ε =√
p2 +m2

e and λ (p′, ε′ and λ′) and V (r) is the scattering
potential, me is the electron mass. The Dirac bispinors
upλ can be expressed as

upλ =

( √
ε+mew

λ(n)
2λ
√
ε−mew

λ(n)

)
, (4)

where the spinors wλ(n) are the eigenfunctions of the
helicity operator and n = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) is
a unit vector along p:

Λ(n)wλ(n) ≡ σ̂n

2
wλ(n) = λwλ(n). (5)

Let us choice the axes so that the incident electron
propagates along z direction. For a spinor wλ along the
z direction, the relation above becomes

σ̂z
2
wσ(ez) = σwσ(ez). (6)

In this case, this spinor has simple form for up and down
spin:

w1/2(ez) =

(
1
0

)
, w−1/2(ez) =

(
0
1

)
(7)

There is a standard approach that simplifies further
calculation of the twisted particle amplitudes – repre-
senting electron spinors using the Wigner D-functions

D
1/2
σλ (ϕ, θ, 0) [26]:

wλ(n) =
∑

σ=±1/2

D
1/2
σλ (ϕ, θ, 0)wσ(ez)

=
∑

σ=±1/2

e−iσϕd
1/2
σλ (θ)wσ(ez),

(8)

where d
1/2
σλ (θ) = δσ,λ cos (θ/2) − 2σδσ,−λ sin (θ/2). The

bispinor upλ of the incident electron can then be ex-
pressed in the following way [22]:

upλ =
∑

σ=±1/2

e−iσϕd
1/2
σλ (θ)upzσ. (9)

Turning to V (r), the Coulomb potential is used for the
conventional Mott scattering, but a more accurate result
can be obtained using a screened Coulomb potential[27]:

V (r) = −Ze
2

r
e−µr, (10)

where Z is a charge of the nucleus, e is an electron charge
and µ is a parameter of screening, which is set to be equal
to 2meα0 in the case of hydrogen [15]. After integrating
(1) with the potential (10) we find

fλ,λ′(p,p
′) = 4π

Ze2

q2 + µ2
u†p′λ′upλ

= 4π
2Ze2

q2 + µ2
(εδλλ′ +meδλ,−λ′)

×
∑

σ=±1/2

eiσ(ϕ
′−ϕ)d

1/2
σλ (θ)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′),

(11)

where primed angles are of the final electron momentum.
Here, for elastic scattering we have (Θ is an angle between
momentum vectors):

q2 = (p− p′)2 = 2|p|2(1− cos Θ)

= 2|p|2(1− cos θ cos θ′ − sin θ sin θ′ cos (ϕ− ϕ′))
(12)

In accordance with [15, 25] the resulting cross-section
is

dσ

dΩ
=
|p|
εjin

1

16π2
|fλ,λ′(p,p′)|

2
, (13)

where jin is a projection on the propagation direction of
the incident particle current

jµ = ψ̄γµψ, (14)

and γµ are Dirac matrices. With the plane wave ex-
pression (3) for the incident electron substituted into the
definition (14), the identity ūpλγ

µupλ = 2pµ, and the in-
cident wave propagating along z the z-projection of the

current is simplified to: jz = 1
2ε2pz = |p|

ε . Then, for the
cross-section of the plane wave scattering, we find(

dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

=
1

16π2
|fλ,λ′(p,p′)|

2

=
4Z2e4

(q2 + µ2)2
(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

eiσ(ϕ
′−ϕ)d

1/2
σλ (θ)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

(15)

This cross-section would be useful as a reference in the
following discussion.
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B. Bessel twisted electrons

A twisted electron moving along the z direction is
characterized by the value of the total angular momen-
tum (TAM) operator Jz, i. e. it has a defined value of
m = 0,±1,±2, .... The corresponding wave function, the
so-called Bessel beam, can be written in the following way
[15]:

ψκmpzλ(r) =

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

aκm(p⊥)ψpλ

=

√
κ

2π

∑
σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)upzσe

ipzzJm−σ(κr),
(16)

where p⊥ = (|p⊥| cosϕp, |p⊥| sinϕp) is the transverse
part of the electron momentum p and (p⊥, pz) lay on
the surface of a cone with an opening angle is θp =
arctan(κ/pz), Jm−σ(κr) is the Bessel function of the first
kind and

aκm(p⊥) = (−i)meimϕp
√

2π

κ
δ(|p⊥| − κ) (17)

is a Fourier coefficient with κ fixing the modulus of the
transverse momentum. In the limit of κ→ 0 the twisted
wave function (16) behaves like a plane wave ψpzλ.

The amplitude for the scattering of the initial twisted
electron is obtained via inserting the twisted wave func-
tion (16) into Eq. (1):

f
m,(TW )
λ,λ′ (p,p′,b) = −

∫
ψ†p′λ′(r)V (r)ψκmpzλ(r)d3r

=

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

aκm(p⊥)e−ip⊥bfλλ′(p,p
′)

= (−i)m
√

2π

κ

2π∫
0

dϕp
2π

eimϕp−ip⊥bfλλ′(p,p
′)

(18)
With fλλ′(p,p

′) given in Eq. (11) we obtain

f
m,(TW )
λ,λ′ (p,p′,b) = 8πZe2i−m

√
κ

2π
(εδλλ′ +meδλ,−λ′)e

imϕ′

×
∑

σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)Im−σ(α, β,b),

(19)
where

In(α, β,b) =

∫
dφ

2π

einφ−iκb cos (φ+ϕ
′−ϕb)

α− β cosφ
, (20)

α = 2|p|2(1− cos θp cos θ′) + µ2, (21)

β = 2|p|2 sin θp sin θ′. (22)

It seems that the integral (20) could not be calculated
in closed form. However, with some complex analysis
and for the case of impact parameter b = 0 we obtain
the following analytical expression:

In(α, β, 0) =

∫
dφ

2π

einφ

α− β cosφ

= − 1

iπβ

∮
|z|≤1

z|n|

(z − ζ1)(z − ζ2)

= − 2

β

ζ
|n|
2

ζ2 − ζ1
,

(23)

where ζ1 > 1, ζ2 < 1

ζ1,2 =
α

β

(
1±

√
1− β2

α2

)
. (24)

Eq. (23) can be now expressed as

In(α, β, 0) =
1√

α2 − β2

(
α−

√
α2 − β2

β

)|n|
. (25)

Similar results are given in [15, 19].
For small θp, the integral (20) transforms into:

In(α, 0,b) =

∫
dφ

2π

einφ−iκb cos (φ+ϕ
′−ϕb)

α

=
1

α
e−in(ϕ

′−ϕb)Jn(κb).

(26)

We remark that for the large κb� 1 the integral (20)
can be evaluated approximately using the method of sta-
tionary phase [28, 29]. We show how it can be done in
Appendix B.

C. Distribution of atoms in the target

As was mentioned in the introduction we shall analyze
electron scattering by the targets of three types - single
atom, macroscopic and mesoscopic. To model a target
we average the amplitude (19) with some distribution
function n(b):

Fm,λ,λ′(p,p
′,b) =

∫
d2bn(b)f

m,(TW )
λ,λ′ (p,p′,b). (27)

We use the following functions for each target type:

nmacro(b) =
1

πR2
, (28)

nsingle(b) = δ(b− b0), (29)

nmeso(b) =
1

2πσ2
b

e
− 1

2

(
b−b0
σb

)2

, (30)
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where R is an arbitrary large radius taken as an integra-
tion limit in the macroscopic scenario. In the latter two
cases: b0 is either a target position or a target center,
while σb gives an effective target size. All three distribu-
tions obey the normalization condition

∫
d2b n(b) = 1.

The mesoscopic distribution (30) should reduce to (28)
for a large target size (σb →∞); we have:

nmeso(b) ≈ 1

2πσ2
b

∼ nmacro(b). (31)

In the limit of small σb, the mesoscopic distribution is
reduced to the Dirac delta.

III. SCATTERING OFF DIFFERENT TARGETS

In this section, we present the results for the scattering
of a twisted electron by different targets. Results for
the single atom and the macroscopic target are close to
those presented in [15]. Though, we are more interested
in the relativistic energies of the incident electron and
focus on the regime when θp is rather small (pz � κ),
or equivalently when the factor β of Eq. (22) is small.
For instance, ultra-relativistic electrons with ε = 100me

and κ ∼ 10 keV have the value of angle θp ≈ 0.01◦, and
therefore α� β.

We also provide calculations for the relativistic elec-
tron scattering by a mesoscopic target, which are com-
plementary to those made in [18] in the non-relativistic
regime.

A. Macroscopic target

The simplest case is scattering by a macroscopic tar-
get. In this scenario, we can obtain an analytic expres-
sion for the cross-section. Let us start with squaring the
corresponding amplitude:

∣∣∣F (macro)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′)

∣∣∣2 =

=
1

πR2

2π

κ

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

|fλλ′(p,p′)δ(|p⊥| − κ)|2,
(32)

where we used that
∫

d2b ei(k⊥−p⊥)b = (2π)2δ(k⊥−p⊥).
Further, one can use the following identity (see, for ex-
ample, [30]):

|δ(|p⊥| − κ)|2 =
R

π
δ(|p⊥| − κ). (33)

Then it turns out that

∣∣∣F (macro)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′)

∣∣∣2 =
1

R
64Z2e4(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×
∑
σ,σ′

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)d
1/2
σ′λ(θp)d

1/2
σ′λ′(θ

′)

×
2π∫
0

dϕp
2π

ei(σ−σ
′)(ϕp−ϕ′)

(α− β cos (ϕp − ϕ′))2
.

(34)
The integral in the above expression can be expressed
through the integral (23):

2π∫
0

dϕp
2π

ei(σ−σ
′)(ϕp−ϕ′)

(α− β cos (ϕp − ϕ′))2
= − ∂

∂α
Iσ′−σ(α, β, 0)

=
αδσ,σ′ + βδσ,σ′

(α2 − β2)3/2
.

(35)

To find the cross-section we need to calculate the in-
cident electron current jz. In contrast to the plane wave
case, for a twisted wave-function we need to average the
current over the incident plane [15]:

j(macro)z =
1

πR2

∫
d2b ψ̄κmpzλ(b)γ3ψκmpzλ(b)

=
1

2επR2

κ

2π

∫
d2b

∑
σ,σ′

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σ′λ(θp)ūpzσγ

3upzσ′

×
2π∫
0

dϕp
2π

ei(m−σ
′)ϕp−iκb cosϕp

2π∫
0

dϕp
2π

e−i(m−σ)ϕp+iκb cosϕp

=
1

πR2

pz
ε

∫ ∞
0

db κbJ2
m−λ(κb) =

pz
ε

1

π2R
(36)

Using Eq. (13) for the cross-section, we find

(
dσ

dΩ

)(macro)

=
4Z2e4

cos θp
(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×
∑
σ,σ′

d
1/2
σλ (θ)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)d
1/2
σ′λ(θ)d

1/2
σ′λ′(θ

′)

× αδσ,σ′ + βδσ,−σ′

(α2 − β2)3/2
.

(37)
Notice the factor ∼ 1/(α2 − β2) in the expression above.
It leads to the appearance of a characteristic resonance
peak in the cross-section graph (see Figures 1 and 2) , its
position around θ′ ' θp

Let us rewrite the plane wave expression (15) in differ-
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ent terms for convenience:(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

=
4Z2e4

α2
(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

eiσ(ϕ
′−ϕ)d

1/2
σλ (θ)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2 (38)

Then, if we go into the relativistic regime in (37) – ne-
glecting the β terms and assuming cos θp = 1 – we find
coincidence with (38):

lim
θp→0

(
dσ

dΩ

)(macro)

= 4Z2e4(ε2δλλ′ +m2
eδλ,−λ′)×

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

1

α2
=

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

.

(39)
This expression is approximately valid for the values of
θp . 5 deg, but near the resonance the Taylor series
converges much slower. On the other hand, for small
κ . 10 keV the resonance is barely distinguishable (see
Figure 1). Hence, the macroscopic cross-section is well-
approximated by the plane wave one for θp . 5 deg when
we are not interested in scattering angles near the reso-
nance or when κ is small.

In the discussion above, we used the screened Coulomb
potential (10). However, as was proposed in [15], we can
use an alternative form of the potential – an analytical
fit to the self-consistent Dirac–Hartree–Fock–Slater data
[31]. It is assumed to provide a more realistic description
of atom-electron collisions. Such a potential would read:

Vat(r) = −Ze
2

r

3∑
i=1

Aie
−µir, (40)

where the coefficients Ai and µi depend on the atomic
number and are given in [31], A1 +A2 +A3 = 1. See the
coefficients for iron and gold in Table I.

Table I. Parameters of atomic potential (40) for some elements
[15, 31].

Elem. A1 A2 µ1/(meα0) µ2/(meα0) µ3/(meα0)
Fe(26) 0.0512 0.6995 31.825 3.7716 1.1606
Cu(29) 0.0771 0.7951 25.326 3.3928 1.1426
Ag(47) 0.2562 0.6505 15.588 2.7412 1.1408
Au(79) 0.2289 0.6114 22.864 3.6914 1.4886

We can implement this new potential into our calcula-
tions. For scattering by a macroscopic target, the result
for the cross-section was obtained in [15]. Repeating all

the previous steps we find:

(
dσ

dΩ

)(macro)

at

=
4Z2e4

cos θp
(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×
∑
σ,σ′

d
1/2
σλ (θ)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)d
1/2
σ′λ(θ)d

1/2
σ′λ′(θ

′)

×
3∑

i,k=1

AiAkIatσ−σ′(αi, αk, β),

(41)

Iatn (αi, αk, β) =


αiδσ,σ′ + βδσ,σ′

(α2
i − β2)3/2

, if i = k

In(αi, β, 0)− In(αk, β, 0)

αk − αi
, if i 6= k

(42)

Since In(α, β, 0) is proportional to 1/
√
α2 − β2, so

is the function Iatσ−σ′(αi, αk, β). Therefore, the cross-
section (41) with the modified potential manifests the
same resonance as Eq. (37).

For small θp, the cross-section (41) is reduced to:

lim
θp→0

(
dσ

dΩ

)(macro)

at

= 4Z2e4(ε2δλλ′ +m2
eδλ,−λ′)×

×
(

3∑
i=1

Ai
αi

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2 (43)

Shall we deal with a detector, that is insensitive to the
electron polarization, the sum of the cross-section over
final polarizations λ′ is necessary.

B. Single atom target

Now we shall analyze the scattering by a single atom
potential. The distribution function for the scattering
by a single atom is given by Eq. (29), and the squared
scattering amplitude then reads

∣∣∣F (single)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′)

∣∣∣2 = |F (p,p′,b0)|2

= 32πZ2e4κ(ε2δλλ′ +m2
eδλ,−λ′)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)Im−σ(α, β,b0)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

(44)

In contrast to the previous cases, obtaining an ana-
lytic result here is obstructed due to an ambiguity in
defining the cross-section. The problem is that the inci-
dent current jz goes to zero for some values of the impact
parameter since jz ∼ J2

m−λ(κb0), and hence the usage of
Eq. (13) is compromised (see also a discussion on this
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Figure 1. The cross-section for a macrosopic iron target and relativistic electron energies. Left panel : ε = 2me, blue solid
θp = 0.1◦ (κ = 1.5 keV), dashed red θp = 0.5◦ (κ = 7.7 keV), dot dashed green θp = 1◦ (κ = 15 keV), black dotted θp = 10◦

(κ = 153 keV); Middle panel : ε = 5me, blue solid θp = 0.1◦ (κ = 4.4 keV), dashed red θp = 0.5◦ (κ = 21.9 keV), dot dashed
green θp = 1◦ (κ = 43 keV), black dotted θp = 10◦ (κ = 435 keV); Right panel : ε = 20me, blue solid θp = 0.1◦ (κ = 17.8 keV),
dashed red θp = 0.5◦ (κ = 89 keV), dot dashed green θp = 1◦ (κ = 178 keV), black dotted θp = 10◦ (κ = 1772 keV).
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Figure 2. The cross-section for a macrosopic golden target and
ultra-relativistic electron energies. Top panel : ε = 100me,
blue solid θp = 0.001◦ (κ = 0.89 keV), dashed red θp = 0.01◦

(κ = 8.9 keV), dot dashed green θp = 0.1◦ (κ = 89 keV);
Bottom panel : ε = 1000me, blue solid θp = 0.001◦ (κ = 8.9
keV), dashed red θp = 0.01◦ (κ = 89 keV), dot dashed green
θp = 0.1◦ (κ = 891 keV).

issue given in [15]). To overcome this obstacle, we go
instead to the consideration of the number of scattering
events, following the lead of [18, 32]:

dν ≡ Ne|Sfi|2
V d3p′

(2π)3
, (45)

where Ne is a number of incident electrons. Then we

acquire a relation similar to the cross-section formula

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

=
Ne

16π2

|p|
ε

∣∣∣F (single)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′)

∣∣∣2. (46)

The luminosity [18, 33] then reads

L(TW ) = Ne
κ

2π

|p|
ε

πT

RLz
= Ne

κ

2π

π|p|
Rvε

=
Ne

cos θp

κ

2π

π

R
,

(47)
where we write explicitly the normalization factor and
use Lz = vT , where v is a velocity of the incident elec-
tron. The large factor R does not cancel here because
in our setup the wave beam is not regularized (compare
with [18]). However, it can be approximately identified
with the beam size, see Appendix A. Moreover, as we
shall see further, in the physically meaningful results this
factor will eventually cancel out.

Substituting the single atom scattering amplitude (44)
into Eq. (46) we find

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

=
Ne

cos θp

κ

R
2Z2e4(ε2δλλ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′)

×

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σ=±1/2

d
1/2
σλ (θp)d

1/2
σλ′(θ

′)Im−σ(α, β,b0)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

(48)
For small θp this formula is reduced to

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

= Ne
κ

2R
J2
m−λ(κb0)

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

= L(TW )J2
m−λ(κb0)

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )
(49)

Note that for κ = 0 this quantity equals to the plane
wave cross-section times the luminosity factor. In princi-
ple, we can backtrack this relation and define the twisted
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cross-section for the scattering by a single atom target
the following way [18]:

(
dσ

dΩ

)(single)

≡ 1

L(TW )

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

= J2
m−λ(κb0)

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )
(50)

C. Mesoscopic target

It was shown in [15] that with a macroscopic target, the
sensitivity to the OAM of the incoming twisted electron
is lost. On the other hand, a single atom target is not the
simplest experimentally realizable option, though a pos-
sible one (see, for example, [34]). Moreover, a trapped
atom target has a spatial probability distribution of some
considerable width (typically hundreds of nanometers)
and therefore is realistically described as a wave-packet
and the method of the previous subsection is not appli-
cable. A finite size mesoscopic target appears as a more
experimentally viable option, is easier to prepare (with
respect to a single atom one) and could still lead to ex-
perimental differentiation of the OAM values. We shall
model such a target by a Gaussian distribution (30):

∣∣∣F (meso)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′,b0)

∣∣∣2 =

∫
d2b |F (p,p′,b)|2 e

− 1
2

(
b−b0
σb

)2

2πσ2
b

=

∫
d2k⊥
(2π)2

d2p⊥
(2π)2

d2b fλ,λ′(p,p
′)f∗λ,λ′(k,p

′)

×aκm(p⊥)a∗κm(k⊥)ei(k⊥−p⊥)b
e−

1
2 (b−b0

σ )
2

2πσ2
b

.

(51)
We can insert here the twisted amplitude (19) straightfor-
wardly, but it is more instructive to expand the equation
above as follows:

∫ ∣∣∣F (m)
λ,λ′ (p,p

′,b)
∣∣∣2 1

2πσ2
b

e
− 1

2

(
b−b0
σb

)2

d2b

=
κ

2π

∫
dϕk
2π

dϕp
2π

eim(ϕp−ϕk)fλ,λ′(pκ,p
′)f∗λ,λ′(kκ,p

′)

× e−σ
2κ2(1−cos (ϕk−ϕp))eiκ|b0| cos (ϕk−ϕb)

× e−iκ|b0| cos (ϕp−ϕb) =
2Z2e4

π
κ
(
ε2δλ,λ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′
)

× e−σ
2
bκ

2 ∑
σ,σ′=±1/2

d
1/2
σ,λ(θp)d

1/2
σ,λ′(θ

′)d
1/2
σ′,λ(θp)d

1/2
σ′,λ′(θ

′)

× Iσbmσσ′(α, β,b0),
(52)

where we used that the Fourier transform of a Gaussian

is a Gaussian itself and introduced

Iσbmσσ′(α, β,b0)

=

∫
dϕp
2π

eimϕpeiσ(ϕ
′−ϕp)e−iκ|b0| cos (ϕp−ϕb)

α− β cos (ϕp − ϕ′)(∫
dϕk
2π

eimϕkeiσ
′(ϕ′−ϕk)e−iκ|b0| cos (ϕk−ϕb)

α− β cos (ϕk − ϕ′)

× eσ
2
bκ

2 cos (ϕk−ϕp)
)∗
.

(53)

This integral has similar calculation issues to the inte-
gral of Eq. (20). Let us see how it behaves in the limit of
small θp and β while setting b0 = 0:

Iσbmσσ′(α, 0, 0) =

∫
dϕp
2π

eimϕpeiσ(ϕ
′−ϕp)

α

×
(∫

dϕk
2π

eimϕkeiσ
′(ϕ′−ϕk)eσ

2
bκ

2 cos (ϕk−ϕp)

α

)∗
=

1

α2
δm−σ,m−σ′i

−(m−σ′)Jm−σ′(iσ
2
bκ

2)

=
1

α2
δσ,σ′Im−σ(σ2

bκ
2),

(54)

where Im−σ(σ2
bκ

2) is a modified Bessel function of the
first kind. In this limit we find for the amplitude (52):

∫ ∣∣∣F (m)
λ,λ′ (p,p

′,b)
∣∣∣2 1

2πσ2
b

e
− 1

2

(
b
σb

)2

d2b =

=
2Z2e4

π
κ
(
ε2δλ,λ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′
)
e−σ

2
bκ

2

×
∑

σ=±1/2

(
d
1/2
σ,λ(θp)d

1/2
σ,λ′(θ

′)
)2 1

α2
Im−σ(σ2

bκ
2)

=
2Z2e4

π
κ
(
ε2 cos (θ′/2)δλ,λ′ +m2

e sin (θ′/2)δλ,−λ′
)

× e−σ
2
bκ

2 1

α2
Im−λ(σ2

bκ
2)

(55)

For the number of events we have

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

=
Ne

16π2

|p|
ε

∣∣∣F (meso)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′,b0)

∣∣∣2
= 2Z2e4

κ

R

Ne
cos θp

(
ε2δλ,λ′ +m2

eδλ,−λ′
)
e−σ

2
bκ

2

∑
σ,σ′=±1/2

d
1/2
σ,λ(θp)d

1/2
σ,λ′(θ

′)d
1/2
σ′,λ(θp)d

1/2
σ′,λ′(θ

′)Iσbmσσ′(α, β,b0),

(56)
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which in the limit of small β and b0 = 0 equals

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

= e−σ
2
bκ

2 2Z2e4

α2
Im−λ(σ2

bκ
2)

× κ

R

Ne
cos θp

(
ε2 cos (θ′/2)δλ,λ′ +m2

e sin (θ′/2)δλ,−λ′
)

= e−σ
2
bκ

2

Im−λ(σ2
bκ

2)L(TW )

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

.

(57)
For a point-like target, σb = 0, the modified Bessel

function turns out to be equal to

Im−λ(0) = δm−λ,0 (58)

Then, we have the following expression for the number
of events:(

dν

dΩ

)(meso)

→ δm−λ,0L
(TW )

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

=

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

(b = 0)

(59)

For a large target with σb ∼ R → ∞, the modified
Bessel function has the following limit:

Im−λ(σ2
bκ

2)→ eσ
2
bκ

2

√
2πσbκ

(60)

Then for the number of events we have:

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

=
1√

2πσbκ

κ

2R

Ne
cos θp

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

(61)

For the realistic atomic potential (40) and small β, we
find

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

= e−σ
2
bκ

2

2Z2e4

(
3∑
i=1

Ai
αi

)2

Im−λ(σ2
bκ

2)

× κ

R

Ne
cos θp

(
ε2 cos (θ′/2)δλ,λ′ +m2

e sin (θ′/2)δλ,−λ′
)
.

(62)
To compare the scattering by the mesoscopic target to

the macroscopic scenario, we need to introduce dν/dΩ in
the latter case:(

dν

dΩ

)(macro)

=
Ne

16π2

|p|
ε

∣∣∣F (macro)
m,λ,λ′ (p,p′)

∣∣∣2. (63)

In the limit of small θp,(
dν

dΩ

)(macro)

=
π

R

Ne
cos θp

1

π2R

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

=
2

πRκ

κ

2R

Ne
cos θp

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )
(64)

If we assume that R = 2
√

2/πσb, then (64) is equal
to (61). This means that in the limit of the large target
the scattering of a twisted electron by a mesoscopic tar-
get becomes similar to the scattering by a macroscopic
one in accordance with our mundane intuition. To “mea-
sure” this effect for any given target size σb we define the
following ratio

Rm−λ(σb, κ) ≡
(

dν

dΩ

)(meso)/( dν

dΩ

)(macro)

(65)

In the limit of small β and for b0 = 0 (typical for
relativistic regime) we have

Rm−λ(σb, κ) =
√

2πσbκ e
−σ2

bκ
2

Im−λ(σ2
bκ

2) (66)

Here we used the amplitudes for the potential (10), but
this relation holds also for the realistic potential (40),
since factors

∑
Ai/αi cancel in the considered limit.

Our idea behind the introduction of the function R is
that it would manifest how the scattering result varies
with changing the target size from a point-like atom to
an infinitely large target. Several examples are given in
Figure 3. Moreover, with this ratio we can explore the
process sensitivity to the incident electron OAM value.

So far we used the Gaussian distribution (30) to model
the mesoscopic target. Alternatively, we can use the uni-
form distribution on a finite interval:∣∣∣F (meso)

m,λ,λ′ (p,p′, 0)
∣∣∣2 =

∫
Sb

d2b |F (p,p′,b)|2 1

πR2
b

(67)

where Rb is a radius of the circular target and Sb is its
area. In terms of the number of events, we have the
following:

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

=

∫
Sb

d2b
1

πR2
b

(
dν

dΩ

)(single)

, (68)

Eq. (49) can be used for the single atom target in the
limit β → 0, then for Eq. (68) we find:

(
dν

dΩ

)(meso)

=

∫
Sb

d2b
1

πR2
b

J2
m−λ(κb)L(TW )

(
dσ

dΩ

)(PW )

.

(69)

This integral can be evaluated numerically, and the re-
sults are shown in Figure 4, where we plot (dν/dΩ)/L,
with L ≡ L(TW ) · (dσ/dΩ)(PW ), for the Gaussian meso-
scopic (57), the uniform mesoscopic and the macroscopic
targets, all in the relativistic limit of small β.



9

0.1 1 10 100 1000 104 105

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

�

Σb �nm�
0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

�

Σb �nm�
0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

�

Σb �nm�

m=1/2 
m=3/2 
m=11/2 
m=51/2 
m=501/2 
m=2001/2

Figure 3. The ratio of the numbers of events Rm−λ = (dν/dΩ)(meso) / (dν/dΩ)(macro) from Eq. (66) for different TAM
projections m. Parameters: ε = 5me, λ = 1/2. Left panel : θp = 0.001 deg, κ = 44 eV; middle panel : θp = 0.1 deg, κ = 4.4
keV; right panel : θp = 1 deg, κ = 44 keV.
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Figure 4. Comparison of the number of scattering events
functions for the Gaussian mesoscopic (blue solid line), the
uniform mesoscopic (red dashed line), and the macroscopic
(green dot dashed line) targets. Parameters: m− λ = 1 (top
panel) and m − λ = 10 (bottom panel), the uniform target

radius Rb = 2
√

2/πσb, see before Eq. (65).

IV. RESULTS

First, we would like to numerically motivate an approx-
imation used in the previous section, i.e. that for the rela-
tivistic regime one can assume the transverse momentum
κ to be small relative to total linear momentum of the
incident electron. We start with determining the opening
angle θp value from the typical scale of the incident wave
beam. In our framework we can define the characteris-
tic beam width rbeam either from the half-width radius
of the squared wave function for the zero-order beam or
from matching the first maximum for the higher-order

modes (first maximum of Jn(z) is situated at z ≈ n):

κ ≈


1/rbeam, if m− λ = 0

m− λ
rbeam

, otherwise
(70)

For an angle between the total linear momentum and the
propagation axis that gives:

θp ≈


arcsin

(
1

rbeam
√
ε2 −m2

e

)
, if m− λ = 0

arcsin

(
m− λ

rbeam
√
ε2 −m2

e

)
, otherwise.

(71)

In Table II we assemble our estimations for κ and θp for
various widths rbeam after setting ε = 2me. Such beam
widths are currently obtainable for the electron vortices
[35, 36]. We can see that small values of θp (. 1 deg)
are typical for a rather wide range of beam parameters,
thus justifying the approximation made in the previous
section. In case of larger incident energy ε and other
parameters fixed, θp tends to become even smaller, as
θp ∝ ε−1 for large ε. For example, for ε = 10me, m−λ =
1 and rbeam = 1 nm we have θp = 1.15 × 10−3 deg. We
remark, though, that large θp values are not uncommon
for some energies, see for instance the analysis of [15] for
the non-relativistic incident electron.

Let us now go back to the figures that were introduced
earlier in the paper. In Figure 1 the results for differential
cross-section for incident relativistic (ε/me = 2, 5, 20)
twisted electron scattered by a macroscopic iron target
are presented. The position of the peak corresponds to
the value of the opening angle for the twisted electron
θ′ = θp; determining θ′ from the scattering and knowing
the electron energy from beforehand – one can easily cal-
culate the transverse momentum κ. However, this peak is
distinguishable only for values of κ & 10 keV. This sets a
threshold for measuring the κ with the described method.
In Figure 2 we take a golden macroscopic target and elec-
trons with ultra-relativistic energies (ε/me = 100, 1000)
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Table II. The values of the transverse momentum κ (eV) and the angle θp (deg) with ε = 2me and different wave beam width.

κ (eV) (θp (deg))
m− λ rbeam = 1 Å rbeam = 1 nm rbeam = 10 nm rbeam = 1 µm

1 2×103 (1.3×10−1) 2×102 (1.3×10−2) 2×10 (1.3×10−3) 2×10−1 (1.3×10−5)
5 1×104 (6.6×10−1) 1×103 (6.6×10−2) 1×102 (6.6×10−3) 1 (6.6×10−5)
10 2×104 (1.3) 2×103 (1.3×10−1) 2×102 (1.3×10−2) 2 (1.3×10−4)
100 2×105 (1.3×10) 2×104 (1.3) 2×103 (1.3×10−1) 2×10 (1.3×10−3)
1000 – 2×105 (1.3×10) 2×104 (1.3) 2×102 (1.3×10−3)

and observe a similar picture. In fact, the scattering
picture does not alter substantially with the change of
the element – for higher values of Z the cross-section in-
creases in general, but the peak becomes less pronounced,
as can be seen in Figure 5 for iron, copper, silver, and
gold targets.

0.10 0.50 1

2× 109

5× 109

1× 1010

2× 1010

5× 1010

dσ
dΩ (barn/sr)

θ' (deg)

Fe

Cu

Ag

Au

Figure 5. The cross-section for the macroscopic target made
of different elements – iron, copper, silver and gold. Parame-
ters: ε = 5me, θp = 0.3◦ (κ = 13.1 keV).

The scattering by a macroscopic target is at a disad-
vantage because it can not provide information about the
electron OAM, whereas the scattering by a single atom
target or by a mesoscopic target can. We reproduce here
the formula for the single atom scattering amplitude (48)
and find its approximation for small angle θp (49). In the
relativistic regime, the amplitude of this process can be
found analytically.

For the scattering by a mesoscopic target, we obtain
an analytical solution for the amplitude when the target
is centered (b0 = 0) and the angle θp is small. This ap-
proach was studied in [18] for the non-relativistic regime,
where the Gaussian distribution was also used for mod-
eling the mesoscopic target. We show that for the limit
of small or large target size σb, this amplitude reduces to
the single atom (44) or the macroscopic (64) scattering
amplitudes, respectively. By comparing the mesoscopic
and the macroscopic amplitudes, we explore the transi-
tion between the mesoscopic and the macroscopic target
scattering behavior and observe how the sensitivity to
the angular momentum disappears. This phenomenon
can be used to estimate the twisted electron orbital an-

gular momentum in experiment.
In Figure 3 we plot the ratio (66) as a function of the

target size σb for different transverse momentum κ of the
incident electron. The curve corresponding to m−λ = 0
is different from the others because the zero-order Bessel
function behaves distinctly. Since Jm−λ(0) = δm−λ,0,
the wave function with the zero OAM interacts with a
small target in its center, while for non-zero values of
the OAM, the target “goes through” the wave beam cen-
ter without overlapping its probability density. In (66)
this can also be seen directly because the modified Bessel
function with small argument behaves similarly when in
it has zero index.

In Figure 3, for every curve we can observe an evolu-
tion from left (small target size) to right (wide target) as
an electron beam goes from the “single atom” scattering
scenario, through the mesoscopic scattering and, finally,
to the macroscopic scattering scenario. It can be seen
from the single atom scattering (49) that, for m− λ 6= 0
and when the target is on the propagation axis (impact
parameter b0 = 0), the scattering amplitude is equal to
zero, that explains the smaller values on the left-side of
the curves. For the macroscopic target, there is no de-
pendence on the orbital angular momentum m−λ, so all
curves converge to unity in the right part of this figure.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have shown how the scattering by a
screened Coulomb potential can be used to analyze the
properties of the twisted relativistic electron beams. The
scattering by a macroscopic target allows one to measure
the transverse momentum κ (and the beam cone angle
θp), under a condition that κ has values of at least 10
keV. The electrons with such high transverse momenta
can in principle be generated via scattering processes at
accelerator facilities, especially when employing the gen-
eralized measurement technique [22].

Moreover, we have demonstrated how a target of a fi-
nite size (mesoscopic) can be used to retrieve information
about the twisted electron orbital angular momentum
m − λ. Our method allows one to estimate the electron
OAM by taking targets of different sizes σb and analyz-
ing the ratio Rm−λ(σb, κ) of the number of events for
mesoscopic and macroscopic targets, assuming the elec-
tron transverse momentum κ is known. For κ ∼ 40 eV,
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the OAM of any value can be retrieved for realistic tar-
gets wider than 1 nm. In contrast, for higher values of
κ, the scattering process is sensitive only to higher val-
ues of the OAM for such targets – e.g., for κ = 4.4 keV,
one can distinguish m − λ starting from 50 and higher.
For κ = 44 keV, the lowest retrievable value of OAM is
m− λ = 500. In general, for high enough transverse mo-
mentum (κ & 1 keV) there is a restrictive bottom bound
in the range of measurable OAM values for the realistic
target sizes (& 1 nm). Increasing κ leads to a rise of this
bottom bound value. On the other hand, the proposed
method does not in principle impose an upper bound on
the OAM value we can possibly measure.

To conclude, we estimate the sensitivity of the pro-
posed OAM measurement method. Let us consider two
values of the OAM m2 − λ2 and m1 − λ1, which we wish
to distinguish, and introduce the following relations

δ =
(m2 − λ2)− (m1 − λ1)

m2 − λ2
, (72)

D = max
σb,κ∈R+

(Rm2−λ2
(σb, κ)−Rm1−λ1

(σb, κ)) , (73)

where m2 − λ2 > m1 − λ1. The relation δ character-
izes the OAM detuning and the function D quantifies the
necessary accuracy in the scattering amplitude measure-
ment. If there is a two times difference between the OAM
values (δ = 0.5) we have D ≈ 0.45. For closer OAM val-
ues (smaller δ), D also decreases: for δ ≈ 0.08 we have
D ≈ 0.064, and for δ ≈ 0.01 we have D ≈ 0.007. For
example, to distinguish m1 − λ1 = 11 and m2 − λ2 = 12
(detuning δ = 0.083) one must have experimental setup
resolution better than D = 0.064. We notice that D and
δ are of the same order of magnitude. One can use this
fact at a preliminary stage of experiment planning.
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Appendix A: Normalization of wave functions

The plane wave normalization is introduced as follows

ψPW = NPWupλe
ipx. (A1)

The wave function should obey a normalization condition
on ρ = j0,

∫
V

d3r ρ(r) = 1. That results in

NPW =
1√
2εV

. (A2)

Let us follow the same steps to find the normalization
constant of the twisted wave function,

ψκmpzλ(r) = NTW

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

aκm(p⊥)ψpλ, (A3)

Using
R∫
0

J2
n(κr)κrdr = R

π ([30]), we find

NTW =

√
π

2εRLz
. (A4)

We could also regularize the twisted wave func-
tion density employing the Gaussian distribution
exp
{
−1/2(r/σ)2

}
. Then we have

κ

R∫
0

J2
n(κr)e−

1
2 ( rσ )

2

rdr = 2πσ2κe−σ
2κ2

In(σ2κ2) (A5)

For a large value of σ there is a limit (see Eq. (60))
for the Bessel function reducing the expression above to√

2πσ. In this case the normalization constant is

NTW,reg =

√
1

2ε
√

2πσLz
(A6)

Therefore, we can interpret R in (A4) as a Bessel beam
width.

Appendix B: Evaluation of the integrals with
method of stationary phase

For small κb, the integral (20) can be easily evaluated
numerically. However, for large κb the integral becomes
highly oscillatory making the calculation much harder.
On the other hand, the method of stationary phase [28,
29] is applicable in this limit. This method is used to
evaluate integrals of the following form:

F (λ) =

b∫
a

f(x) exp[iλS(x)]dx, (B1)

where λ � 1 is a large parameter. The point x0 where
S′(x) = 0 is called a stationary point. If (S′′(x0) 6= 0),
we have the following approximation

F (λ;x0) =

√
2π

λ|S′′(x0)|
[
f(x0) +O(λ−1)

]
× exp

[
iλS(x0) +

iπ

4
sign S′′(x0)

] (B2)
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Let us see how this method can be applied to the in-
tegral (20) (in principle, it also can be used for (53)).
In terms of (B1) the parameters are λ = κb, x = φ. If
n� κb, then we can take

S(x) = − cos (φ+ ϕ′ − ϕb), (B3)

f(x) =
1

2π

einφ

α− β cosφ
(B4)

Here S′(x) = sin (φ+ ϕ′ − ϕb) and it equals to zero
if φ = ϕb − ϕ′ or φ = ϕb − ϕ′ + π, thus we have two
stationary points. Using (B2), we find the stationary
phase approximation for Eq. (20):

In(α, β,b) ≈√
1

2πκb

[
ein(ϕb−ϕ

′)e−i(κb−
π
4 )

α− β cos (ϕb − ϕ′)
− ein(ϕb−ϕ

′)ei(κb−
π
4 )

α+ β cos (ϕb − ϕ′)

]
(B5)
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Figure 6. The number of events for the hydrogen single atom
target. ε = 2me, θp = 10◦ (κ = 154 keV), b = 1 nm, m =
3/2, λ = 1/2. Blue solid line: numerical calculation, orange
dashed line: method of stationary phase.

In Figure 6 we compare a straightforward numerical
calculation and the stationary phase approximation for
the calculation of the number of events for a single atom
target (48). We see, that the curves coincide everywhere
except the regions where the function becomes too small.
The accuracy of the method can be roughly estimated as
(κb)−1. To obtain higher accuracy one can take the next
terms in approximation series, see, for example, [28].

If n ∼ κb, then einφ also oscillates fast, so we should
take the following relations instead:

S(x) =
n

κb
− cos (φ+ ϕ′ − ϕb), (B6)

f(x) =
1

2π

1

α− β cosφ
(B7)

The next steps are obvious. Note, however, the points
where S′′(x) = 0 in which another formula for the
method of stationary phase should be used (see [28, 29]).
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Abstract. We revisit the growth of curvature perturbations in non-minimal curvaton sce-
nario with a non-trivial field metric λ(φ) where φ is an inflaton field, and incorporate the
effect from the non-uniform onset of curvaton’s oscillation in terms of an axion-like potential.
The field metric λ(φ) plays a central role in the enhancement of curvaton field perturbation
δχ, serving as an effective friction term which can be either positive or negative, depending
on the shape of λ(φ), namely the first derivative λ,φ. Our analysis reveals that δχ undergoes
the superhorizon growth when the condition ηeff ≡ −2

√
2εMPl

λ,φ
λ < −3 is satisfied. This is

analogous to the mechanism responsible for the amplification of curvature perturbations in
the context of ultra-slow-roll inflation, namely the growing modes dominate curvature per-
turbations. As a case study, we examine the impact of a Gaussian dip in λ(φ) and conduct
a thorough investigation of both the analytical and numerical aspects of the inflationary dy-
namics. Our findings indicate that the behavior of the curvaton perturbation during inflation
is not solely determined by the depth of the dip in λ(φ). Rather, the shape of the dip also
plays a significant role, a feature that has not been previously highlighted in the literature.
Utilizing the δN formalism, we derive analytical expressions for both the final curvature
power spectrum and the non-linear parameter fNL in terms of an axion-like curvaton’s poten-
tial leading to the non-uniform curvaton’s oscillation. Additionally, the resulting primordial
black hole abundance and scalar-induced gravitational waves are calculated, which provide
observational windows for PBHs.

Keywords: non-minimal curvaton, inflation, primordial black holes, scalar-induced gravita-
tional waves
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1 Introduction

The cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB) experiments have already confirmed that
the primordial curvature perturbation ζ is nearly scale-invariant and Gaussian on large scales
(around the pivot scale kpivot = 0.05 Mpc−1), with the amplitude of its power spectrum
Pζ ∼ 10−9 [1]. However, the small-scale primordial curvature perturbations are free from the
current observational constraints (see Fig. 7), and tremendous efforts have been dedicated
to the theoretical and phenomenological studies of the potential growth of the small-scale
primordial curvature perturbations in past decades. One of the most promising phenomena
is the formation of primordial black holes (PBHs) through the direct gravitational collapse
of overdense regions in the early Universe [2–4]. The fact that PBHs can exist with different
masses and result in various astrophysical and cosmological phenomena, has captured consid-
erable research interest. For example, detecting Hawking radiation may be possible using light
PBHs with a mass of less than 10−17M�

1 [5–9]. Heavy PBHs with a mass of around 105M�
could serve as seed black holes for supermassive black holes [10–13]. Moreover, the medium-
sized PBHs with a mass in the tens of solar masses could be candidates for LIGO/Virgo GW
events [14–16]. It is worth noting that the possibility of PBHs serving as a candidate for
dark matter has been a topic of discussion for several decades. However, tighter experimental
constraints increasingly challenge their ability to account for dark matter [17–19].

Extensive theoretical research has been dedicated to studying PBH formation in vast
models of the early Universe, especially in the context of the inflationary models (refer to
comprehensive reviews [15, 19] for the summary of PBH formation models). In this paper, we
revisit the growth of curvature perturbations in a non-minimal curvaton scenario proposed
recently by Ref. [20] and studied further by the following Ref. [21] with three specific forms
of field metric, including the Gaussian-like, rectangular and oscillating dips. However, some

1M� ' 2× 1033 g is the solar mass.
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discrepancies were observed in the curvaton power spectrum at the end of inflation, for which
the underlying reason is unclear. Our paper aims to investigate the details of curvaton field
perturbations during inflation, regarding a non-trivial field metric identified as an effective
friction term [cf. Eq. (2.16)]. The growth of curvaton field perturbations occurs when this
effective friction term becomes negative enough [cf. Eq. (2.19)], which is essentially the
same case for the ultra-slow-roll (USR) inflation [22–25]. Hence, the superhorizon growth
of curvaton field perturbations in the non-minimal curvaton scenario also exists, which is
confirmed by our numerical calculations for a concrete Gaussian-like field metric. Besides a
universal dip observed in the curvaton power spectrum, which arises from the cancellation
between the constant mode and the “decaying” mode, a second dip exists due to the positively
large effective friction term for the Gaussian-like field metric. With detailed theoretical and
numerical analyses, we demonstrate that the growth of curvaton field perturbations during
inflation is not merely determined by the depth of the dip but also strongly affected by its
shape.

In addition, we employ the axion-like curvaton model, where the curvaton is treated as
a pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson of a broken U(1) symmetry, exhibiting a periodic potential
[26] [cf. Eq. (2.2)]. Reference [27] for the first time found that the supersymmetry-based
axion-like curvaton model can generate an extremely blue spectrum of isocurvature pertur-
bations, in which the curvaton is identified with the phase direction of a complex scalar field.
Subsequently, Ref. [28] successfully realized the PBH formation based on this type of axion-
like curvaton, and other works had utilized this model to account for LIGO/Virgo events
[29, 30] or NANOGrav results [31, 32].

In the standard curvaton scenario [33–35], the curvaton is a speculative light scalar field
χ that existed during inflation, which solely contributes to the primordial perturbations and
has no effect on the inflationary background dynamics due to its negligible energy density
(ρχ � ρφ) during inflation. After inflation, the inflaton completely decays into radiation when
the Hubble parameter H equals the decay rate of the inflaton Γφ. The Hubble parameter
then decreases, and the curvaton begins to oscillate when Hosc is around mχ. During this
oscillation phase, the curvaton behaves like dust, with its energy density scaling as ρ̄χ ∝ a−3,
becoming more dominant than radiation, with its energy density scaling as ρ̄r ∝ a−4, until
the curvaton decays at a time tdec when H = Γχ. For simplicity, we adopt the “sudden-decay
approximation” such that the curvaton decays instantaneously into radiation2. After tdec,
there is only radiation, and curvature perturbations thus remain conserved until it reenters
the horizon.

Following the comprehensive analysis and formalism presented in Ref. [38], we con-
sider the non-linear evolution of the curvaton field in the post-inflation dynamics, which
has been demonstrated to have a significant impact on perturbation power spectrum and
non-Gaussianity, consequently, the PBH abundance. We present complete expressions of the
curvature power spectrum and non-Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay. At last, the PBH
abundance and the SIGWs are calculated as well.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we first review the full dynamics of the
background and perturbations during inflation used for numerical calculations. Then, we
identify a generic field metric as an effective friction term for curvaton field perturbations and
find that the normal “decaying” mode starts growing on superhorizon scales when the total
friction term becomes negative. The shape of the field metric also plays an essential role in

2It has been turned out in Refs. [36, 37] that this approximation fits well to the full numerical result that
includes the energy transfers in the whole post-inflation phase under the appropriate parameter choice.
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the growth of curvaton field perturbations during inflation. For a case study, we consider a
Gaussian-like dip in the field metric, and our numerical results confirm the above conclusions.
For the post-inflation dynamics, we apply the δN formalism to derive the analytic formalisms
for the curvature power spectrum and the non-Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay. Numerical
calculations are also performed. In Sec. 3, the PBH abundance and SIGW energy spectrum
are derived numerically. We summarize the results in Sec. 4.

2 Growth of perturbations in non-minimal curvaton scenario

2.1 Inflationary dynamics

2.1.1 Master perturbation equations

We consider the following action governing the dynamics of inflaton φ and curvaton χ during
inflation,

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

2
∇µφ∇µφ−

1

2
λ2(φ)∇µχ∇µχ− V (φ, χ)

]
(2.1)

with an non-trivial field metric λ2(φ) that may arise in UV-completion theories [39–41]. Here
MPl is the reduced Planck mass, and R is the Ricci scalar. For simplicity, we consider the
minimal coupling between the inflaton and curvaton so that combined potential is separa-
ble, namely V (φ, χ) = Vinf(φ) + Vcur(χ). The inflation’s potential Vinf(φ) is required to be
consistent with the standard slow-roll inflation, while the axion-like curvaton is written as

Vcur(χ) = f2
am

2
χ

(
1− cos

χ

fa

)
, (2.2)

where mχ is the mass of χ and fa is its symmetry breaking scale. For the small-field limit
χ � fa, the leading term in (2.2) gives the quadratic potential, namely Vcur(χ) ' 1

2m
2
χχ

2,
which is studied in Refs. [20, 21]. The homogeneous EoMs derived from the action (2.1) with
the spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker metric, ds2 = −dt2+a2(t)δijdx

idxj ,
are given by

3M2
PlH

2 =

[
1

2
˙̄φ2 +

λ2(φ̄)

2
˙̄χ2 + V (φ̄, χ̄)

]
' Vinf(φ̄) , (2.3)

¨̄φ+ 3H ˙̄φ+ V,φ = λλ,φ ˙̄χ2 ' 0 , (2.4)

¨̄χ+

(
3H + 2

λ,φ
λ

˙̄φ

)
˙̄χ+

V,χ
λ2

= 0 , (2.5)

where V,χ = fam
2
χ sin χ

fa
for the axion-like potential (2.2) and the overhead bar represents the

homogeneous background. Given the explicit form of field metric λ(φ) [cf. Eq. (2.20)], the
above three equations form a closed system and can be solved numerically. The approximation
in Eqs. (2.3) and (2.4) are based on the assumption that the curvaton has a negligible effect
on the dynamics of inflation.

The scalar fields can be separated into a homogeneous background and a first-order
perturbation, namely φ(t,x) = φ̄(t) + δφ(t,x) and χ(t,x) = χ̄(t) + δχ(t,x). By incorporating
metric perturbations, the dynamics of the field perturbations can be derived. The metric
perturbation in the Newtonian gauge is written as,

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + a(t)2

[
(1− 2Φ)δij +

1

2
hij

]
dxidxj , (2.6)
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where the first-order scalar metric perturbations are described by a single variable Φ, i.e., we
ignore the anisotropic stress at the linear order, and hij represents the second-order transverse-
traceless tensor perturbations. By employing the equations of first-order perturbation Φ, we
can express the field perturbation equations in a closed form [42],

Q̈φ + 3HQ̇φ − 2λλ,φ ˙̄χQ̇χ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cφφ

)
Qφ + CφχQχ = 0 , (2.7)

Q̈χ + 3HQ̇χ + 2
λ,φ
λ

˙̄φQ̇χ + 2
λ,φ
λ

˙̄χQ̇φ +

(
k2

a2
+ Cχχ

)
Qχ + CχφQφ = 0 , (2.8)

where we introduce the gauge-invariant Mukhanov-Sasaki variables, Qφ ≡ δφφ +
˙̄φ
HΦ and

Qχ ≡ δφχ +
˙̄φ
HΦ, which correspond to δφ and δχ in the spatially-flat gauge Φ = 0. The

background-dependent coefficients are defined as follows:

Cφφ = −2(λ,φ)2 ˙̄χ2 +
3 ˙̄φ2

M2
pl
− λ2 ˙̄φ2 ˙̄χ2

2M4
plH

2
−

˙̄φ4

2M4
plH

2
+
[
(λ,φ)2 − λλ,φφ

]
˙̄χ2 +

2 ˙̄φV,φ
M2

plH
+ V,φφ ,

(2.9)

Cφχ =
3λ2 ˙̄φ ˙̄χ

M2
pl
− λ4 ˙̄φ ˙̄χ3

2M4
plH

2
− λ2 ˙̄φ3 ˙̄χ

2M4
plH

2
+

˙̄φV,χ
M2

plH
+
λ2 ˙̄χV,φ
M2

plH
+ V,φχ , (2.10)

Cχχ =
3λ2 ˙̄χ2

M2
pl
− λ4 ˙̄χ4

2M4
plH

2
− λ2 ˙̄φ2 ˙̄χ2

2M4
plH

2
+

2 ˙̄χV,χ
M2

plH
+
V,χχ
λ2

, (2.11)

Cχφ =
3 ˙̄φ ˙̄χ

M2
pl
− λ2 ˙̄φ ˙̄χ3

2M4
plH

2
−

˙̄φ3 ˙̄χ

2M4
plH

2
+ 2

λ,φφλ− (λ,φ)2

λ2
˙̄φ ˙̄χ− 2

λ,φ
λ3
V,χ +

˙̄φV,χ
M2

plHλ
2

+
˙̄χV,φ
M2

plH
+
V,φχ
λ2

,

(2.12)

The physical observables of interest are gauge-invariant curvature and isocurvature pertur-
bations, defined as R ≡ Φ + H

˙̄φδφ+ ˙̄χδχ
˙̄φ2+ ˙̄χ2

and F ≡ − ˙̄χδφ+ ˙̄φδχ√
˙̄φ2+ ˙̄χ2

, respectively. For notational

simplicity, we drop overhead bars of background quantities without ambiguity in the follow-
ing discussions.

2.1.2 Enhancement from a non-trivial field metric

Although the dynamics of inflaton and curvaton perturbations during inflation are quite
complicated [cf. Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8)], a reasonable estimate of curvaton evolution can be
made [20]. During inflation, the curvaton is subdominant (ρχ � ρφ) and light (mχ � Hinf).
As a result, χ is nearly frozen on its potential (2.2) due to the strong Hubble friction term.
Thus, we can neglect the terms involving χ̇ and temporarily ignore the coupling with the
inflaton perturbation δφ in Eq. (2.8), which gives us:

δχ̈k +

(
3 + 2

λ,φ
λ

φ̇

H

)
Hδχ̇k +

(
k2

a2
+
V,χχ
λ2

)
δχk ' 0 , (2.13)

where V,χχ
λ2

=
m2
χ

λ2
cos χ

fa
for the axion-like potential (2.2). The background (2.5) and pertur-

bation (2.13) equations do not share the same form as the case for the quadratic curvaton’s
potential [20, 21], and one cannot apply the fixed ratio δχ/χ to simplify the analysis except
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for the small-field limit χ� fa. Deep inside the horizon k � aH, the Bunch-Davies vacuum
can be utilized to establish the initial condition for δχk,

δχk(t) '
1√

2ka(t)λ(φ(t))
exp

(
−ik

∫
dt

a(t)

)
. (2.14)

At the horizon crossing k = aH, the power spectrum of δχk is simply approximated as

Pδχ(k) ≡ k3

2π2
|δχk|2 '

(
Hinf

2πλ(φ)

)2

. (2.15)

Naively, the dip in the field metric λ(φ) can enhance certain modes (around the scale that
exits the horizon as φ passes the dip) of curvaton perturbations and lead to the large curvature
spectrum after the curvaton’s decay [20, 21]. However, there are some discrepancies in the
curvaton power spectrum at the end of inflation reported in Refs. [20, 21], and the physical
explanation of the enhancement is also missing. In what follows, we shall show that the
enhancement of δχ arising from the non-trivial field metric λ(φ) has essentially the same
physical reason with the case of the USR inflation [23, 24], and the estimate of curvaton
power spectrum (2.15) does not involve the superhorizon growth of curvaton perturbations.

The perturbation equation (2.13) clearly shows that the field metric λ(φ) plays a role as
an effective friction term that is also well known in non-canonical inflation models for decades
[43–45]. Crucially, the effective friction term 2

λ,φ
λ φ̇ in Eq. (2.13) depends not only on the

depth of the dip (i.e., the value of λ) but also on its shape (i.e., the first derivative λ,φ). It is
physically transparent to define

ηeff ≡ −2
√

2εMPl
λ,φ
λ

, (2.16)

where ε ≡ −Ḣ/H2 = 1
2M2

Pl
(φ̇/H)2 is the slow-roll parameter of inflationary background. One

can rewrite Eq. (2.13) under the superhorizon limit k → 0 and ignore the effective mass term
which is insignificant in our case,

δχ̈k + (3 + ηeff)Hδχ̇k +
k2

a2
δχk ' 0 , (2.17)

which is the same as the case for superhorizon comoving curvature perturbations, and there
exists a constant mode and a time-evolving mode in its solution [23],

δχk(t) ' Ck +Dk

∫ t dt̃

a3(t̃)εeff
, (2.18)

where Ck and Dk are functions only of k, and the effective slow-roll parameter εeff is normally
defined and related to ηeff as ηeff = ε̇eff

Hεeff
. One can clearly see the physical relevance between

Eq. (2.17) and USR inflation [23, 24]. The total friction term (3 + ηeff)H is negative when

ηeff < −3 , (2.19)

and the second term in Eq. (2.18) will become a growing mode and can dominate the solution
at a later time. The curvaton perturbation will grow on superhorizon scales and enhance the
curvaton perturbation power spectrum at the end of inflation. Hence, the curvaton spectrum
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at the end of inflation must differ from Eq. (2.15), which is only valid if the curvaton pertur-
bations were frozen after the horizon exit. Moreover, the canonicalized curvaton perturbation
is not simply λ(φ)δχ (which is also a hidden assumption of Eq. (2.15)) especially for the
enhanced modes, due to the corresponding non-negligible derivatives λ,φ, see the right panel
of Fig. 1. In summary, the dynamics of curvaton perturbation during inflation is not solely
determined by the depth of the dip (namely the value λ) but also strongly affected by its shape
(namely the first derivative λ,φ).

2.1.3 Case study: the Gaussian-like dip

To further elaborate on the aforementioned points, we shall examine a Gaussian-like dip in
λ(φ) as Ref. [21],

λ(φ) = λc

{
1−A exp

[
−

(φ− φdip)2

2σ2
λ

]}
, (2.20)

where the overall amplitude is governed by λc = 1, the depth of the dip at φdip is determined
by A and the width is controlled by σλ. The choice of the value of λc, which is close to the
canonical case (A = 0), is based on the premise that we are solely concerned with the physical
impact generated by its dip, namely the enhancement of δχ near φdip as we will show later.
It is worth noting that when A = 1, the kinetic term of χ in the action (2.1) vanishes at
φdip, resulting in the deactivation of χ’s dynamics. Hence, χ swiftly approaches the ground
state χ = 0 and remains there permanently. Consequently, the standard curvaton scenario is
absent in the post-inflation period, which is not our interest in this paper. For A > 1, two
zero points and one local maximum exist in λ2(φ). However, the curvaton will be trapped as
it encounters the first dip. Moreover, if A is negative, then the global minimum of λ2(φ) is
unity, as illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 1. In order to consider the growth of curvaton
perturbation δχ, we will focus on the range 0 < A < 1 in the subsequent discussion.

A=0.9
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Figure 1. Left panel: An illustration of the field metric λ2(φ) in terms of three typical values of
A: 0.9 (blue), 2.2 (orange) and −0.2 (green), with the same width σλ = 0.1. This work only focuses
on the first case 0 < A < 1. Right panel: The numerical results of 3 + ηeff during the Starobinsky
inflation for σλ = (0.01, 0.1, 0.2) shown by the blue, orange and green curves, respectively. The
parameters are taken as: mχ/MPl = 10−8, φini/MPl = 5.5, φdip/MPl = 4.8, A = 0.995, σλ = 0.01 and
Λ4/M4

Pl ' 2× 10−14.
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After numerically solving the master perturbation equations (2.7) and (2.8) in the

Starobinsky inflation Vinf(φ) = Λ4
[
1− exp

(
−
√

2
3

φ
MPl

)]2

, which has been demonstrated to
be in good agreement with Planck’s observations [1], we yield the power spectra for infla-
ton (green) and curvaton (blue) at the end of inflation3 for the axion-like potential (2.2), as
shown in the left panel in Fig. 2, respectively4. Here, we set the initial inflaton field value as
φini/MPl = 5.5. Reference [21] also reported a similar curvaton spectrum as our numerical
result, which is distinct from the approximation (2.15) (orange) adopted by Ref. [20]. The
peak of Pδχ(te, k) predicted by Eq. (2.15) is about three orders of magnitude smaller than
ours and much narrower as well. As discussed previously, the omission of the enhancement
effect arising from the shape of λ(φ) is the cause for these significant deviations. The nu-
merical results for the comoving curvature spectrum PR(te, k) (blue) and entropy spectrum
PF (te, k) (red) are shown in the right panel of Fig. 2. Since the curvaton is assumed to be
light during inflation, the inflationary trajectory is along the φ-direction. The curvature and
entropy perturbations are decoupled and dominated by δφ and δχ, respectively. Hence, both
PR(te, k) and PF (te, k) share the similar shape with Pδφ(te, k) and Pδχ(te, k), respectively.
The slow-roll parameter ε increases when φ approaches the end of inflation, as shown in the
bottom-left panel of Fig. 3, δφ is thus not frozen on superhorizon scales and causes Pδφ(te, k)
to be larger than (around three orders of magnitude) the standard amplitude (Hinf/2π)2 for a
light scalar field during inflation5, as displayed in the left panel of Fig. 2 and the bottom-right
panel of Fig. 3.

The left panel of Fig. 2 displays three manifest features of Pδχ(te, k): two dips and one
peak in between. First, a pronounced dip appears prior to the growth of Pδχ(te, k), which is
essentially the same as USR inflation as discussed earlier, such that the decaying mode cancels
with the constant mode in the solution (2.18) to some extent6, signalling the superhorizon
growth of this “decaying mode” (which is a growing mode now) and results in the following
growth of Pδχ(te, k). For small-k modes shown by the first group of ks in the top-left panel
of Fig. 3, they exit the horizon at earlier times (i.e., around the turning points displayed in
this plot), and the decaying mode has already decreased to an extremely small value before
the total friction term becomes negative, so that the constant mode always dominate δχ even
though the “decaying mode” constantly grows during ηeff < −3 on superhorizon scales. Thus,
one can easily realize the nearly scale-invariant spectrum on large scales as long as the inflaton
starts at a position (namely the pivot scale kpivot exits the horizon) not too close to the dip
position φdip. It is evident in the top-left panel of Fig. 3 that these scale-invariant modes
behave the same as BD vacuum modes, which decay as |δχk(t)| ∼ 1/a(t) on subhorizon scales
revealed by Eq. (2.14).

Second, the growth of curvaton perturbation occurs within a certain k range, which is
caused by the negative total friction term in Eq. (2.17), namely ηeff < −3, when the inflaton
approaches the dip position φdip from the right side in the left panel of Fig. 1. And ηeff is

3For the purpose of numerical calculations, the moment at which the slow-roll parameter ε reaches unity
is considered as the end of inflation.

4Note that the energy scale Λ4 of Starobinsky inflation in our case is lower than the typical value ∼ 10−10

in the single-field case [1], since there exits additional contribution from δχ in the post-inflation epoch, as we
will discuss later.

5The value of Hubble parameter Hinf ' Λ2 in our numerical calculation is taken to normalize the spectrum
Pδχ(te, k) to be (Hinf/2π)2 on large scales, and the benchmark Pζ(tdec, kpivot) ' 2.1 × 10−9 in Eq. (2.35) as
well.

6These two modes can cancel with each other exactly for USR inflation (ηeff = −6), see Refs. [23, 24] for
the detailed discussions.
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Eq. (2.15)
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Figure 2. Left panel: The comparison between our numerical result (the blue curve) and the
approximation (2.15) adopted by Ref. [20] (the orange dashed curve), for the curvaton power spectrum
Pδχ(te, k). The inflaton power spectrum Pδφ(te, k) is shown by the green curve. Right panel: The
numerical results of the comoving curvature spectrum PR(te, k) (blue) and entropy spectrum PF (te, k)
(red) at the end of inflation, which are normalized by PR(te, kpivot). The parameters are taken as:
mχ/MPl = 10−8, φini/MPl = 5.5, φdip/MPl = 4.8, A = 0.995, σλ = 0.01 and Λ4/M4

Pl ' 2× 10−14.

negative only when φ > φdip for the Gaussian dip (2.20). The k range of the enhancement
approximately corresponds to the horizon-crossing modes when ηeff < −3, illustrated in the
middle-left panel of Fig. 3, whose final values (at the e-folding number N = 60) are higher
than the scale-invariant modes (the cyan dashed line) shown in the top-left panel of Fig. 3.
Moreover, the spectrum Pδχ(te, k) drops after it reaches the crown since the total friction
returns to zero and then becomes positively large as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

Last but not least, there exists a second dip in the spectrum Pδχ(te, k) after it stops
falling, since the total friction term becomes positively large (see the right panel of Fig. 1)
when the inflaton passes over the dip position φdip. It is evident in the middle-right panel
of Fig. 3 that certain modes |δχk| drop more rapidly after their growth, the slopes of which
are larger than the normal BD vacuum modes |δχk(t)| ∼ 1/a(t). Reference [21] reported the
first dip without explanation and did not mention the presence of the second dip, as we show
here. The first and second dips may be weakened in the final curvature power spectrum since
it will be compensated by the nearly scale-invariant Pδφ(te, k), see Eq. (2.35) and the curves
shown in Fig. 7.

Moreover, it is necessary to clarify the parameter dependence of the features mentioned
above, and we will see that the shape of the dip plays an essential role in each case. Examining
the axion-like potential (2.2) and the Gaussian dip (2.20), the free parameters in our model
are given by (mχ, fa, A, φdip, σλ)7. In the following discussions, we fix fa, which is somewhat
irrelevant to the inflationary dynamics since it only changes the normalization of χ (which
is nearly frozen during inflation due to the smallness of mχ)8 and can be absorbed into its
mass mχ in the axion-like potential (2.2). The dip position φdip determines the peak of the
curvaton perturbation spectrum Pδχ(te, k) (or equivalently, the peak of the final curvature

7These free parameters receive constraints from the curvature power spectrum as shown in Fig. 7.
8However, fa is crucial for the enhancement of the final curvature perturbation at the curvaton’s decay,

since the first derivative N,χe is inversely proportional to fa or χe, see Eqs. (2.32) and (2.35).
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Figure 3. The numerical results of time evolutions of |δχk| and |δφk| during the 60-efolding Starobin-
sky inflation with the same parameters as Fig. 2. In each panel, later start times correspond to larger
k modes. The upper four panels display different k ranges corresponding to the scale-invariant,
first/second dip and peak regimes of Pδχ(te, k) as shown in Fig. 2. The bottom-right panel clearly
shows the superhorizon growth of |δφk| in the presence of an increasing slow-roll parameter ε of
Starobinsky inflation shown in the bottom-left panel. The cyan dashed horizontal line refers to the
value Hinf/

√
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spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) shown in Fig. 7), so that we mainly focus on the discussion about A and
σλ for the moment.

For a fixed σλ, a larger A refers to a dip with a steeper slope, or equivalently, ηeff defined
in Eq. (2.16) is enlarged, which results in a more significant enhancement. This trend can
be identified from the comparisons among cases A = (0.995, 0.9, 0.5) as illustrated in the left
panel of Fig. 4. These peak amplitudes are not simply proportional to [λ(φdip)]−2 = (1−A)−2

as suggested by the approximation (2.15), which demonstrates again that the enhancement
is also affected by the shape of λ. For a smaller A case, the peak and two dips become
insignificant, as expected.
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Figure 4. Left panel: The curvaton power spectra Pδχ(te, k) in terms of various values A =
(0.995, 0.9, 0.5) for a fixed value σλ = 0.01. Right panel: The curvaton power spectra Pδχ(te, k)
in terms of various values σλ = (0.01, 0.1, 0.2) for a fixed value A = 0.995. All other parameters are
the same as Fig. 2.

For a fixed A, an enlarged σλ refers to a dip with a more gentle slope, the enhancement
effect from its shape λ,φ becomes weaker. The maximum of the total friction is less than
that of a smaller σλ (see the evolution of the total friction as shown in the right panel of
Fig. 1), which therefore leads to a less enhancement of peak displayed in the right panel of
Fig. 4. For a wide dip with σλ = 0.2, the peak amplitude of Pδχ(te, k) is comparable with
the approximation (2.15) shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. However, the shapes of Pδχ(te, k)
are still distinct, due to the effect arising from λ,φ. We notice that the first dip prior to the
growth becomes shallower (σλ = 0.1) or even disappears for a wider dip (σλ = 0.2). This
trend results from the fact that the condition (2.19) occurs at an earlier time for a larger
σλ (see the right panel of Fig. 1), which results in the growth of “decaying mode” in δχ. It
dominates over the constant mode at an earlier time (corresponding to a smaller k). This
fact can also be observed from the slopes of Pδχ(te, k) in the small-k region for σλ = 0.1 and
σλ = 0.2, such that the growth of Pδχ(te, k) becomes earlier. Additionally, both cases display
a broader second dip, which is caused by the fact that the positively large total friction term
with a larger σλ lasts for a longer time, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.

2.2 Post-inflation dynamics

In what follows, we shall examine the dynamics during the post-inflation phase, namely from
the end of inflationH = Γφ to the curvaton’s decayH = Γχ. Here, we adopt the sudden-decay
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approximation for simplicity, such that the energy transfer between the radiation and curvaton
is negligible until H = Γχ, such that χ decays to radiation completely and instantly (on the
total uniform density hypersurface). To systematically deal with the non-linear evolutions
of curvaton perturbation δχ, we apply the δN formalism [46–49] to analytical estimates and
numerical calculations of the superhorizon curvature perturbations in the post-inflation phase.

2.2.1 δN formalism

The δN formalism is a powerful tool that enables us to analytically calculate the nonlinear
evolutions of scalar perturbations on large scales by solely solving the background equations
without any knowledge of complicated perturbation dynamics. This formalism establishes a
connection between the superhorzion curvature perturbation on the uniform-density hypersur-
face and the perturbation in e-folding number between the initial spatially-flat hypersurface
Σs(ti) and the final uniform-density hypersurface Σu(tf ), namely

ζ(tf ,x) = N(ti, tf ;x)− N̄(ti, tf ) , (2.21)

where N̄ measures the homogeneous expansion from Σs(ti) to Σs(tf ), while N refers to the
local expansion from Σs(ti) to Σu(tf ). The non-linear definition of ζ without imposing δρ = 0

is given by [48], ζ ≡ −ψ + 1
3

∫ ρ(t,x)
ρ̄(t)

dρ̃
ρ̃+P (ρ̃) along with the parametrization of the full spatial

metric gij(t,x) = a2(t)e2ψ(t,x)γij , where ψ is the non-linear generalization of the linear metric
perturbation Φ shown in Eq. (2.6). In the δN formalism (2.21), the final time tf should
be chosen as a moment such that our Universe has already reached the adiabatic limit, i.e.,
ζ is time-independent afterward. Hence, we choose tf as the curvaton’s decay since ζ is
conserved after tdec with a single matter component (radiation) existing in the Universe. For
the initial time ti, we choose it to be the end of inflation te instead of the horizon-crossing
usually adopted in other literature (e.g., [28, 32, 38, 50–52]), since all the scales of interest are
well outside the horizon at te and the curvaton field χ has the non-trivial evolution between
the horizon-crossing to the end of inflation for non-quadratic potentials [38]. The underlying
reason that one can choose the initial time to start the δN calculation “at will” is due to
the intriguing property of the δN formalism (2.21), such that it is independent of the initial
hypersurface. More importantly, the δN formalism states that one can write the Taylor
expansion of the final superhorizon curvature perturbation on Σs(ti) as

ζ(x) = N,φaδφ
a +

1

2
N,φaφb

[
δφaδφb − 〈δφaδφb〉

]
+O(δφ3) , (2.22)

where the summation is implied with repeated indices of φa. For notational simplicity, we
drop the time arguments on both sides, and one should keep in mind that all the derivatives
and field perturbations are evaluated on the initial hypersurface Σs(ti). On the other hand,
the local non-Gaussianity of curvature perturbations is described in the following form,

ζ(x) = ζg(x) +
3

5
fNL

[
ζ2
g (x)− 〈ζ2

g (x)〉
]

+O(ζ3
g ) , (2.23)

where ζg(x) is the Gaussian part of ζ(x) satisfying the ensemble average 〈ζg〉 = 0. Hence,
matching Eq. (2.23) with Eq. (2.22), one immediately obtains the following relations,

Pζ = (N,φ)2 Pδφ + (N,χ)2 Pδχ , (2.24)

fNL =
5

6

(N,φ)2N,φφ + (N,χ)2N,χχ[
(N,φ)2 + (N,χ)2

]2 . (2.25)
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In the above steps, δφ and δχ are assumed to be uncorrelated random fields at the time of
interest. In the following calculations, we also assume that the curvaton field perturbation
δχe ≡ δχ(te) is Gaussian, which is reasonable since χ is assumed to be a light field during
inflation, and its field perturbation δχ should be scale-invariant and Gaussian during inflation
[53].

In what follows, we shall apply the formalism developed in Ref. [38] to our mixed
scenario, which is suitable for a general curvaton’s potential. The most crucial conclusion
presented in Ref. [38] is that the statistical properties of curvature perturbations receive the
potentially significant correction from the non-uniform onset of curvaton’s oscillation, that
typically arises in non-quadratic potentials. The onset of the curvaton’s oscillation is naturally
defined as a moment when the time scale of the curvaton rolling becomes comparable to the
Hubble time [38], namely Hosc ≡ |χ̇/χ|, instead of the usual uniform one Hosc = mχ for a
quadratic potential. In the period (te, tosc), the radiation is still dominant, and the Hubble
friction term is much stronger than the curvaton’s mass term, so that one can use the slow-roll
approximation to the curvaton’s evolution in this period [38],

5Hχ̇ ' −V,χ , (2.26)

which is subject to the condition |V,χχ/5H2| � 1 that holds during the period (te, tosc) and
Ḣ/H2 = −2 during the radiation-dominated era. With above preparations, the Hubble
parameter at tosc is identified as a unique function of χosc,

H2
osc '

V,χ(χosc)

5χosc
=

1

5χosc
fam

2
χ sin

(
χosc
fa

)
, (2.27)

which is consistent with H2
osc ' m2

χ in the small-field limit χosc � fa for the axion-like
potential (2.2). Integrating Eq. (2.26), one can obtain the non-linear evolution of the curvaton
field in the period (te, tosc),

∂χosc
∂χe

=
1

1− Y (χosc)

V,χ(χosc)

V,χ(χe)
, (2.28)

where Y (χosc) ≡ 1
4

(
χoscV,χχ(χosc)
V,χ(χosc)

− 1
)

= χosc cot(χosc/fa)−fa
4fa

, and we solve Eq. (2.28) as

ln

∣∣∣∣tan(θosc/2)

tan(θe/2)

∣∣∣∣ = − θosc
4 sin θosc

, (2.29)

which is shown by the solid blue curve in the left panel of Fig. 5, and its asymptotic behavior
can be written as

θosc ' θe − 0.286θ2
e + 0.086θ4

e − 0.012θ6
e + 0.0006θ8

e , (2.30)

where θ ≡ χ/fa. Note that this asymptotic expansion is consistent with the fact that the
non-linear evolution disappears in the small-field limit θe → 0, namely θosc → θe, in contrast
to the approximation used in Ref. [38]. The asymptotic expansion (2.30) performs better
compared to our numerical results of the power spectrum and non-Gaussianity (see the solid
blue curve shown in Fig. 6).

In order to calculate the statistical properties of the final curvature perturbation using
the δN formalism (2.24), we need to know the total homogeneous e-folding number from te
to tdec, namely N ≡ ln adec

ae
, and it is divided into two parts,

N = Nosc +Ndec , (2.31)
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Figure 5. Left panel: The curvaton field value θosc as a function of θe for the axion-like potential
(the solid blue curve) and for the quadratic potential (the red dashed curve), respectively. Right
panel: The function F (θe, θosc) (the solid blue curve), defined in Eq. (2.37), describes the deviation of
curvaton power spectrum from the quadratic potential (the red dashed line) in terms of the non-linear
evolution of χ shown in the left panel.

where Nosc = ln aosc
ae

= 1
4 ln ρer

ρoscr
and Ndec = ln adec

aosc
= 1

4 ln ρoscr
ρdecr

. Using the Friedmann equation
3M2

PlH
2
osc = ρoscr at the onset of the curvaton oscillation and ρdecχ = ρoscχ e−3Ndec , along with

Eqs. (2.27) and (2.28), one can calculate the first and second derivatives of the total e-folding
number N as

N,χe =
α

3faθosc

sin θosc (4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)

sin θe (5 sin θosc − θosc cos θosc)
, (2.32)

N,χeχe =
α

9f2
a

(4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)
2 sin2 θosc

θ2
osc sin2 θe(−5 sin θosc + θosc cos θosc)2

×

{
(1− α)(α+ 3) +

1

3 + 4θosc cot θosc2 − 3θosc

[
− 3θosc csc θosc cos θe (5− θosc cot θosc)

+ 12θosc cot θosc + 12θosc
cot θosc − θosc csc2 θosc

5− θosc cot θosc

+
3
(
−2θ2

osc − 8θ2
osc cos θosc + 3 cos(2θosc)− 3

)
csc θosc

2 sec θosc
2

4θosc + 3 sin θosc + θosc cos θosc

]}
, (2.33)

where we defined

α ≡ 3ρχ
3ρχ + 4ρr

∣∣∣
dec

(2.34)

to characterize the relative density fraction of curvaton at its decay, and manifestly 0 ≤ α ≤ 1.
It is straightforward to check that if we set the uniform-oscillation condition, namely ρoscχ =
m2
χχ

2
osc and Hosc = mχ, the above expressions (2.32) and (2.33) reduce to the results found

in Ref. [50]: N,χe = 2αg,χe/(3g) and N,χeχe = 2α/9
[(

3− 4α− 2α2
)

(g,χe/g)2 + 3g,χeχe/g
]
.

Note that the g function here can characterize the non-linear evolution of χ from te to tosc,
which is the case for a non-quadratic potential as we have seen in the left panel of Fig. 5.
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Finally, we derive the final curvature power spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) and the non-linear
parameter fNL at tdec using Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25), respectively,

Pζ(tdec, k) = Pδφ(te, k) + (N,χe)
2Pδχ(te, k)

= Pδφ(te, k) +

[
2α

3faθosc
F (θe, θosc)

]2

Pδχ(te, k) , (2.35)

fNL =
5

6

N,χχ

(N,χ)2 , (2.36)

where
F (θe, θosc) ≡

sin θosc (4θosc + θosc cos θosc + 3 sin θosc)

2 sin θe (5 sin θosc − θosc cos θosc)
(2.37)

is defined to describe the deviation from the quadratic potential in terms of the non-linear
evolution of χ during the period (te, tosc) for the axion-like potential (2.2). This deviation
becomes larger when χe approaches the hilltop of the axion-like potential [38], as shown by
the solid blue curve in the right panel of Fig. 5. Since the curvaton oscillation epoch will be
significantly delayed, causing more contribution to N,χe and N,χeχe . From the left and right
panels of Fig. 6, our analytic results (solid blue curves) are comparable to the numerical results
(the numerical method will be presented later) and perform better than the analytic formulas
used in Ref. [52]. Meanwhile, to satisfy the constraint on fNL, namely fNL = −0.9 ± 5.1
(Planck 68% confidence level) [54], χe must be away from πfa. It follows from the right panel
of Fig. 6 that the curvaton field value at the end of inflation lies in the range 0 < θe . 3
for α → 1. It is also known that fNL would be significantly enhanced if the curvaton is still
subdominant when it decays [38]. Hence, the current constraint on fNL favors α→ 1, namely
the curvaton already dominates when it decays. In addition, the perturbativity condition also
suggests the smallness of fNL [55, 56]. For the above considerations and simplicity, we do not
consider the non-Gaussianity in our model, and the curvaton field value is thus determined
from the right panel of Fig. 6 such that θe ' 2. Consequently, there is a slight difference in
the peak amplitude of Pζ(tdec, k) for the axion-like and quadratic curvaton potentials, see the
right panel of Fig. 5 and the left panel of Fig. 6.

It follows from the left panel of Fig. 6 and the expression (2.35), the peak of the final
curvature spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) is thus approximately enhanced by a factor 10−1(MPl/fa)

2

compared to the peak of Pδχ(te, k) shown in Fig. 2. The left panel of Fig. 2 also implies
that Pζ(tdec, k) on large scales will be dominated by δχ if 10−1(MPl/fa)

2 > 103, namely
fa < 10−2MPl, which is favored by the concrete particle models [32, 52]. Hence, we focus
on this parameter region in this paper, namely the final curvature power spectrum on all
scales are dominated by the contribution from the curvaton, and consequently, two dips of
Pδχ(te, k) shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 4 also display to some extent in the final curvature spectra
Pζ(tdec, k) as shown in Fig. 7.

2.2.2 Numerics of post-inflation dynamics

Employing the sudden-decay approximation, the full background equations are written as

3M2
PlH

2 = ρr + ρχ , (2.38)

ρχ =
1

2
χ̇2 + Vcur(χ) , (2.39)

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0 , (2.40)
χ̈+ 3Hχ̇+ Vcur,χ = 0 . (2.41)
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Figure 6. Left panel: The first derivative of e-folding number (N,θe)
2 as a function of θe. Right

panel: The non-linear parameter fNL in terms of θe and the shadowed region arises from the Planck
constraint fNL = −0.9±5.1 [54]. In both panels, The black/blue solid and red dashed curves represent
our numerical results, analytic formulas based on (2.32) and (2.33) and analytic formulas for the
quadratic potential, respectively.

Taking the change of variables, namely N = ln a(t) and x ≡ mχt, we obtain two independent
equations [57],

N ′ =

{
Ae−4N +B

[
1

2
(θ′)2 + Ṽ (θ)

]}1/2

, (2.42)

θ′′ + 3N ′θ′ +
dṼ (θ)

dθ
= 0 , (2.43)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to x, and Ṽ (θ) ≡ Vcur(χ)/(f2
am

2
χ) =

1− cos θ, A ≡ ρr,e
3M2

Plm
2
χ
and B ≡ f2a

3M2
Pl
. Here ρr,e is the radiation energy density at the end of

inflation. The numerical results of N,θe and fNL are shown by black thick solid curves in Fig.
6. Then, we derive the final curvature spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) as shown in Fig. 7, in terms of four
sets of parameters: {φdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.01} (the blue curve); {φdip/MPl = 4.5, σλ = 0.01}
(the black curve); {φdip/MPl = 5.0, σλ = 0.01} (the purple curve); {φdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.1}
(the green curve), and the rest parameters are the same with Fig. 2.

The spectral index ns − 1 ≡ d lnPζ/d ln k of Pζ(tdec, k) can also derived from the δN
formalism [38, 52],

ns − 1 ' 2

3

V,χeχe(χe)

H2
inf

+ 2
Ḣinf

H2
inf

=
2

3

m2
χ

H2
inf

cos θe + 2
Ḣinf

H2
inf

. (2.44)

where we have used the slow-roll approximation during inflation, namely d ln k/dt ' Hinf at
the horizon crossing k = aH and 3Hinfχ̇e ' −V,χe(χe) at the end of inflation. Since curvaton
is light (typically mχ/MPl = 10−8 in our model), the first term in the right-hand side of
Eq. (2.44) is thus negligible on CMB scales compared to the second term contributed by
Starobinsky inflaton. Hence, our curvaton model is free from the constraint on ns provided
by CMB experiments.
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Figure 7. The numerical results of final curvature power spectrum Pζ(tdec, k) at the curva-
ton’s decay in terms of four set of parameters: {φdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.01} (the blue curve);
{φdip/MPl = 4.5, σλ = 0.01} (the black curve); {φdip/MPl = 5.0, σλ = 0.01} (the purple curve);
{φdip/MPl = 4.8, σλ = 0.1} (the green curve), and the rest parameters are the same with Fig. 2.
The current constraints on PR(k) from Planck [1], Lyman-α [58], FIRAS [59] and PTA [23] are shown
by the shadowed regions, while the grey dashed line refers to PR ∼ 10−2 in order to produce an
abundance of PBHs.

3 Primordial black holes and scalar-induced gravitational waves

3.1 PBH formation

The above section shows that the small-scale curvature perturbations can be enhanced in the
non-minimal curvaton scenario. These large curvature perturbations give rise to overdense
regions δ ≡ δρ/ρ during the radiation-dominated era (after the curvaton’s decay), leading to
gravitationally collapse into PBHs if their sizes are larger than the Jeans scale, or the density
perturbation exceeds the threshold δc of the collapse which is taken as 0.51 in this paper (it
is suggested by Ref. [60] that 0.4 . δc . 0.7). According to the first-order cosmological
perturbation theory, the density perturbation is related to the curvature perturbation on
superhorizon scales as

δk ' −
4

9

(
k

aH

)2

ζk , (3.1)

The initial PBH mass function β(M) at the formation epoch is defined as
∫
β(M)d lnM ≡

ρPBH/ρc, where ρPBH and ρc are energy densities of PBHs and radiation background at
the PBH formation epoch, respectively. It is customary to estimate β(M) using the Press-
Schechter formalism [61],

β(M) = 2

∫ ∞
δc

P (δR)dδR = erfc
[

δc√
2σR

]
, (3.2)

where erfc is the complementary error function, and we apply the Gaussian distribution
function of density fluctuations P (δR) = 1√

2πσR
exp

(
−δ2

R/(2σ
2
R)
)
in the above equation (3.2).

δR refers to the smoothed density field, namely δR(x) ≡
∫

d3yW (x−y;R)δ(y), whereW (x−
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x′;R) is a window function with a smoothing comoving scale R and the mass enclosed by this
smoothing volume reads M ≡ 4π

3 ρc(aR)3. In the context of PBH formation, the comoving
smoothing scale is customarily chosen as the comoving Hubble radius, namely R = (aH)−1.
The PBH formation mass is related to the Horizon-crossing k mode of density perturbation,
M 'M�

(
k/1.9× 106 Mpc−1

)−2 [62]. In this paper, we choose the real-space top-hat window
function:

W (kR) =
1

(2π)3/2

3 [sin(kR)− kR cos(kR)]

(kR)3
. (3.3)

The variance of the smoothed density field is calculated as σ2
R = 1

(2π)3

∫
d ln kW (kR)2Pδ(k),

where Pδ(k) = 16
81

(
k
aH

)4 Pζ(k) by using Eq. (3.1). Assuming the adiabatic background
expansion after PBH formation, one can relate β(M) to the current energy fraction [62] as
below,

fPBH(M) ' 2.7× 108

(
M

M�

)−1/2

β(M) . (3.4)

We plot fPBH(M) in Fig. 8 in terms of three spectra (blue, black and purple curves) shown
in Fig. 7, and the power spectrum shown by the green curve only produce small fraction of
PBHs that is not shown in Fig. 8. Note that the produced PBH fraction shown by the black
curve is able to account for the whole dark matter.
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Figure 8. The current PBH abundance fPBH in terms of three sets of parameters corresponding to
the spectra (the black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7, with various constraints on fPBH
adopted from Ref. [6].

3.2 Scalar-induced gravitational waves

Besides the PBHs potentially produced from these enhanced small-scale curvature pertur-
bations, another important physical phenomenon is the generation of sizable GWs, namely
the SIGWs. According to the second-order cosmological perturbation theory [63, 64], the
second-order tensor modes (i.e., hij defined in Eq. (2.6)) are inevitably induced through the
non-linear coupling between different modes of the first-order scalar modes (i.e., Φ defined in
Eq. (2.6)). SIGWs have been attracting numerous attention in the context of PBH formation

– 17 –



(see the comprehensive reviews [19, 62, 65]), which open a promising GW observational win-
dow for detecting PBHs along with the currently operating and forthcoming GW experiments
including, for example, NANOGrav [66], LISA [67], SKA [68], Taiji [69], DECIGO [70] and
BBO [71].

The dynamics of SIGWs are given by the second-order perturbative Einstein’s field
equation,

hλ′′k (τ) + 2Hhλ′k (τ) + k2hλk(τ) = Sλk(τ) , (3.5)

where the source term Sλk(τ) during the radiation domination is given by

Sλk(τ) = 4

∫
d3p

(2π)3/2
eλ(k,p)

[
3Φp(τ)Φk−p(τ) +H−2Φ′p(τ)Φ′k−p(τ)

+H−1Φ′p(τ)Φk−p(τ) +H−1Φp(τ)Φ′k−p(τ)
]
,

(3.6)

where eλ(k,p) ≡ eλlm(k)plpm. Applying the Green function method, namely hλk(τ) =
∫ τ

dτ ′gk(τ, τ
′)Sλk(τ ′),

to Eq. (3.5), one yields the total power spectrum for SIGWs including two polarizations,

Ph(τ, k) =

∫ ∞
0

dv

∫ |1+v|

|1−v|
du

[
4v2 − (1 + v2 − u2)2

4uv

]2

I2(v, u, x)Pζ(ku)Pζ(kv) . (3.7)

where u ≡ |k−p|/k, v ≡ p/k and x ≡ kτ . The kernel function I2(v, u, x) describes the source
evolution and is calculated at the large-x limit [72, 73],

I2(v, u, x→∞) =4

(
3(u2 + v2 − 3)

4u3v3x

)2 [(
− 4uv + (u2 + v2 − 3) ln

∣∣∣∣3− (u+ v)2

3− (u− v)2

∣∣∣∣ )2

+ π2(u2 + v2 − 3)2Θ(v + u−
√

3)

]
,

(3.8)

where the overline denotes the time average. With the canonical definition of GW’s energy
density [74–78], namely ρGW(τ,x) =

M2
pl

16a2(τ)
〈h′ij(τ,x)hij ′(τ,x)〉9, the GW energy spectrum is

written in the following form,

ΩGW(τ, k) =
1

48

(
k

aH

)2

Ph(τ, k) . (3.9)

The GW energy density starts to decay relative to matter after the radiation-matter equality
τeq, the GW spectrum observed today is given by [79]

ΩGW(τ0, f)h2 ' 1.6× 10−5
( g∗,s

106.75

)−1/3
(

Ωr,0h
2

4.1× 10−5

)
ΩGW(τeq, f) , (3.10)

where ΩGW(τeq, f) can be calculated by Eq. (3.9) at the radiation-matter equality, with the
physical frequency f = k/(2πa0) ' 1.5× 10−9(k/1 pc−1) Hz. Since the scalar perturbations
damp quickly inside the subhorizon during radiation, a majority of SIGWs is produced just
after the source reenters the horizon [73]. ΩGW(τ0, f) predicted in our model along with
various GW sensitivity curves are shown in Fig. 9, in terms of three curvature power spectra
(the black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7.

9Note that the prefactor 1/2 in the metric perturbations (2.6) is also counted in the total GW energy.
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Figure 9. The current energy spectra ΩGW(τ0, f) corresponding to three curvature spectra (the
black, blue and purple curves) shown in Fig. 7, along with various GW experiments shown in Ref.
[80].

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we revisit the growth of comoving curvature perturbations in non-minimal
curvaton scenario. With the detailed analytical and numerical calculations, we identify the
role of the non-trivial field metric as an effective friction term (i.e., Eq. (2.16)) for curvaton
field perturbations, such that the curvaton field perturbations will grow during inflation when
the condition (2.19) is satisfied, with the same reason of the enhancement in USR inflation.
Besides the superhorizon growth and a dip prior to this growth in the curvaton perturbation
spectrum, we also observed a second dip following the enhancement, which arises from the
positively large effective friction term. We thus conclude that the growth of curvaton field
perturbations during inflation is not merely determined by the depth of the dip but also
strongly affected by its shape. For a case study, we consider a Gaussian-like dip in the field
metric. After performing the numerical calculations regarding various depths and widths of
the field metric, we confirmed the above conclusion.

Following the formalism presented in Ref. [38], we investigate the post-inflation dynamics
in detail and derive the analytical formalism of the curvature power spectrum and non-
Gaussianity at the curvaton’s decay in terms of the axion-like curvaton potential. Also, we
perform the full numerical calculations for both inflationary and post-inflation dynamics to
derive the final curvature spectrum and non-Gaussianity. The current PBH abundance in this
model is large enough to explain the whole dark matter. The concomitant SIGW signals are
detectable by current and forthcoming GW experiments, which serve as a promising approach
for detecting PBHs.
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Background: The structure and dynamics of many-body systems are the result of a delicate interplay between
underlying interactions. Fermionic pairing, for example, plays a central role in various physical systems, ranging
from condensed matter to nuclear systems, where it can lead to collective phenomena such as superconductivity
and superfluidity. In atomic nuclei, the interplay between pairing and particle-hole interactions leads to a high
degree of complexity and intricate entanglement structures. Despite this apparent complexity, symmetries emerge
and manifest themselves in observable regular patterns. These symmetries and their breakings have long been
used to determine relevant degrees of freedom and simplify classical descriptions of many-body systems.
Purpose: This work explores the potential utility of quantum computers with arrays of qudits in simulating
interacting fermionic systems, when the qudits can naturally map the relevant degrees of freedom determined by
an underlying symmetry group.
Method: The Agassi model of fermions interacting via particle-hole and pairing interactions is based on an
underlying so(5) algebra. Such systems can intuitively be partitioned into pairs of modes with five basis states,
which thus naturally map to arrays of d = 5 qudits (qu5its). Classical noiseless simulations of the time evolution
of systems with up to twelve qu5its are performed, by implementing quantum circuits that are developed herein,
using python codes invoking Google’s cirq software. The resource requirements of the qu5it circuits are analyzed
and compared with two different mappings to qubit systems, a physics-aware Jordan-Wigner mapping requiring
four qubits per mode-pair and a state-to-state mapping requiring three qubits per mode-pair.
Results: While the dimensionality of Hilbert spaces in mappings to qu5it systems are less than those for the
corresponding qubit systems, the number of entangling operations, depending on the available hardware, can
either be greater or smaller than for the physics-aware Jordan-Wigner mapping. The state-to-state mapping,
while having a smaller Hilbert space than Jordan-Wigner mappings, appears to be the least efficient in gate
counts. Further, a previously unknown sign problem has been identified from Trotterization errors in time
evolving high-energy excitations.
Conclusions: There appear to be advantages in employing quantum computers with arrays of qudits to perform
simulations of many-body dynamics that exploit the role of underlying symmetries, specifically in lowering the
required quantum resources and in reducing anticipated errors that take the simulation out of the physical space.
If the necessary entangling gates are not directly supported by the hardware, physics-aware mappings to qubits
may, however, be advantageous for other aspects.

I. INTRODUCTION

Pairing of fermionic particles plays a special role in
the structure and dynamics of quantum many-body sys-
tems of physical importance in our everyday lives. This
phenomenon provides the underlying mechanism respon-
sible for superconductivity and superfluidity [1–3], and
it is crucial to the description of exotic materials [4–
7], structure, reaction and decay properties of nuclei [8],
and matter at extreme densities [9]. Such systems are
typically challenging to simulate with classical comput-
ers due to their fundamentally quantum nature, and the
role that entanglement and quantum correlations play
in their structure, see, for example, Ref. [10]. From
a nuclear physics perspective, there is growing interest

∗ marcilla@uw.edu
† crobin@physik.uni-bielefeld.de
‡ mjs5@uw.edu; On leave from the Institute for Nuclear Theory.

in better understanding the entanglement structure of
hadrons and nuclei [11–40], with the potential to ad-
vance our ability to compute the properties and dynam-
ics of nuclear many-body systems through entanglement
re-organization [25, 38]. This is driven, in part, by the
emergence of early quantum computers and simulators,
and their accessibility to domain scientists who, in co-
design partnership with quantum information scientists,
are progressing toward understanding the capabilities,
algorithms, and software required to establish a quan-
tum advantage for scientific applications. The capabili-
ties that quantum computers offer beyond classical com-
puting is the control of entanglement and coherence, the
same elements that limit classical simulations of quantum
many-body systems, including those involving fermionic
pairing.

Various quantum algorithms aiming at solving
fermionic pairing Hamiltonians have been proposed
in symmetry-breaking plus restoration frameworks and
particle-number preserving approaches at zero [41–45]
and finite temperature [46]. In addition to pairing phe-
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nomena, nuclei also display important particle-hole cor-
relations. The Agassi model [47], which we have cho-
sen to study in this work, is an exactly solvable model
which, in part, reveals the interplay between the pair-
ing force and particle-hole interactions of the monopole-
monopole type. This model constitutes an extension of
the Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick (LMG) model [48], which was
initially formulated in the context of nuclear physics stud-
ies. The LMG model can be considered to be a system of
spin- 1

2 particles distributed on a simplex in the presence
of a background magnetic field and with equal strength
interactions that create and annihilate even numbers of
particle-hole pairs. The occupation of each mode is fixed,
and particles can be promoted or demoted within a mode
by the action of the interactions. The LMG model has
also been the subject of a large number of studies in
condensed matter, as it was subsequently found to be
relevant for describing the Josephson effect [49] and two-
mode Bose-Einstein condensates [50]. Further, a more
general class of LMG models are known to provide a
means to prepare spin-squeezed states [51] through time-
evolution away from a tensor-product state, of utility in
quantum sensing [52–54]. These many features have mo-
tivated intense work aiming at investigating the entangle-
ment properties of the LMG model, in particular the en-
tanglement and quantum correlations of the ground state
near the phase transitions, see, e.g., Refs. [55–62], as well
as the dynamics of entanglement measures [50]. Given
that the building blocks of the model are SU(2) spins,
it has been the focus of recent studies using currently
available simulators and quantum computers to deter-
mine ground-state energies using the variational quan-
tum eigensolver (VQE) [63, 64], or ADAPT-VQE [65]
with different wave-function ansätze. Recently, we have
shown [38] that the LMG model can be efficiently im-
plemented throughout much of the Hilbert space via re-
arrangement of entanglement induced by global SU(2)
rotations. The rotation angle can be learned in the VQE
process of determining the ground state, with the Hamil-
tonian Learning-VQE (HL-VQE) that we introduced in
Ref. [38], for a given truncation of the model space.
Exponential convergence was demonstrated throughout
large fractions of the Hilbert space [38]. Further, recent
work used the quantum equation of motion (qEOM) algo-
rithm [66], a modification of VQE, to determine excited
states in the LMG model [67].

The importance of pairing in nuclear physics, and other
areas, motivated an extension to the LMG model by the
inclusion of a pairing term, known as the Agassi model.
In this model, pairs of particles from mode pairs, can
scatter by changing both their states within the mode-
pair, or can scatter into pairs of unoccupied states in
other mode pairs. As a result, this model has a more
interesting phase diagram than the LMG model. Specifi-
cally, with two dimensionless parameters, this model has
a phase diagram that exhibits a spherical phase, a de-
formed phase and a superfluid Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) phase [68, 69]. The nature of the pairing in-

teraction is such that the number of particles is pre-
served throughout time evolution, and a five dimensional
Hilbert space is required for an even number of parti-
cles in two modes, forming the fundamental representa-
tion of an SO(5) symmetry in the absence of interactions.
Generally speaking, models exhibiting an SO(5) symme-
try are ubiquitous in quantum many-body physics, e.g.,
Ref. [5, 70].

Having recognized the potential role of future quantum
simulations in advancing our understanding of, and es-
tablishing predictive capabilities for, such pairing models,
the first pioneering works on simulating the dynamics of
the Agassi model for small systems have recently been
performed [71, 72]. In those works, a Jordan-Wigner
(JW) mapping was used to simulate systems with two
and four modes using one qubit per site to define its
occupation, without appealing to their inherent SO(5)
symmetries. In the present work, we find advantages in
making use of the SO(5) symmetry in mapping pairs of
modes (4 sites) to five dimensional qudits (which we call
qu5its), to enable more efficient quantum simulations of
such systems. While qubits form the quantum registers
of many digital quantum computers that are presently
available, significant progress is being made toward qu-
dit quantum registers, particularly using superconduct-
ing radio frequency (SRF) cavities [73, 74], superconduct-
ing qudit devices [75–82], nitrogen vacancy (NV) centers
in diamond [83–85] and most recently trapped ion quan-
tum computers [86–89]. There are well-known motiva-
tions for advancing beyond qubits to qudits, including in
computation [90–95], and cryptography [96, 97]. We ex-
pect that early arrays of qu5its will become available in
the near future, at which point simulations of the Agassi
model can be performed using qu5its. In another arena,
the utility of qudit systems in simulating (non-)Abelian
lattice gauge theories, including lattice QCD, is being ex-
plored, see, e.g., Refs. [98–102], where the qudits provide
a commensurate Hilbert space for each truncated gauge
link space. Further, the LMG model, which described
the dynamics of systems of coupled spin- 1

2 particles or
spins, simulated with arrays of qubits, has been general-
ized to systems of coupled spin-d particles or spins sim-
ulated with arrays of qudits [103].

We note that the Agassi model, or pairing-plus-
monopole model, is one physical interpretation of the
so(5) (sp(4)) algebra. As is well known, there are at
least two other interpretations of this algebra, which
lead to other models of interest for nuclear physics, see,
e.g., Refs. [70, 104, 105]. These include the charge-
independent pairing model [106, 107] describing like-
particle and proton-neutron pairing coupled to total
isospin T = 1, and the vibration-rotation model in two
dimensions. In each of these models the Hamiltonian is
described by a subset of the generators of SO(5), and dif-
ferent sub-algebras correspond to the limits of the model.
Although in this work we restrict ourselves to the Agassi
model, the techniques developed here can also be ap-
plied to these other interpretations of the SO(5) symme-
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FIG. 1. The lowest-energy non-interacting (0p-0h) configura-
tion of a system of Ω particles in the LMG model.

try group.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the main

aspects of the Agassi model are reviewed. In Sec. III,
quantum circuits for preparing initial states on a qu5it
register, and for a subsequent Trotterized time evolu-
tion [108], are constructed. Results obtained from clas-
sical simulations of the time evolution of systems up
to 24 modes, using Mathematica, Julia, and python
code built on cirq’s qudit capabilities, are presented.
In Sec. IV, the complexity of the quantum circuits for
qu5its are compared to those of circuits using mappings
onto qubits.

II. THE AGASSI MODEL:
LIPKIN-MESHKOV-GLICK HAMILTONIAN,

PAIRING INTERACTIONS, AND SO(5)
SYMMETRY.

In this section, we review the Agassi model, starting from
the limit without pairing, which constitutes the LMG
model. The low-lying energy spectra of the Agassi model
are examined for selected sets of Hamiltonian couplings,
given in Table IV, to establish the inputs for quantum
simulations with both qubits and qu5its.

A. The Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick Model

In its original formulation, the LMG model [48] describes
a system of N = Ω fermions, each distributed on two
levels with energy ±ε/2, as shown in Fig. 1. We denote
the single-particle states (“sites”) by (k, σ), where σ = ↑, ↓
refers to the upper and lower level, respectively, and k =
±1,±2, . . . ,±Ω/2 denotes the modes. The Hamiltonian1

governing the system is

Ĥ =
ε

2

∑

k

(
ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↑ − ĉ

†
k,↓ĉk,↓

)

− V

2

∑

k,k′

(
ĉ†k,↑ĉ

†
k′,↑ĉk′,↓ĉk,↓ + ĉ†k,↓ĉ

†
k′,↓ĉk′,↑ĉk,↑

)
, (1)

where the operators ĉ†k,σ and ĉk,σ create and destroy a
particle in level σ of state k, respectively. The first term

1 The LMG Hamiltonian in principle also contains a “swap” term
that can lower a particle from (k, ↑) to (k, ↓) while exciting an-
other from (k′, ↓) to (k′, ↑). We do not include this term as it
does not appear in the Agassi model [47].

accounts for the single-particle energies, while the inter-
action term scatters particles from the lower to the up-
per level, or vice versa, within the same modes. Each of
the particles interact with equal strength with the oth-
ers [50, 56]. This is illustrated in Fig. 1, which shows the
lowest-energy, or “zero-particle-zero-hole (0p-0h)”, non-
interacting configuration of the system.

The LMG model can be mapped into a system of N
interacting spins in a background magnetic field by in-
troducing the collective spin operators

Ŝz =
1

2

Ω/2∑

k=−Ω/2

(
ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↑ − ĉ

†
k,↓ĉk,↓

)
=

Ω/2∑

k=−Ω/2

Ŝk,z ,

Ŝ+ =

Ω/2∑

k=−Ω/2

ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↓ =

Ω/2∑

k=−Ω/2

Ŝk,+ ,

Ŝ− = (Ŝ+)† , (2)

transforming in the adjoint representation of SU(2). The
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) can then be written as

Ĥ = εŜz −
V

2

(
Ŝ2

+ + Ŝ2
−
)
. (3)

B. The Agassi Model and SO(5) Symmetry

The Agassi model [47] adds a pairing interaction to the
previous LMG model, with a Hamiltonian of the form

Ĥ = ε Ŝz −
V

2

(
Ŝ2

+ + Ŝ2
−
)
− gB̂†B̂ . (4)

It is convenient to write the collective operators in Eq. (4)
in terms of operators acting on pairs of modes (k,−k),

Ŝα =

Ω/2∑

k=1

T̂k,α , B̂ =

Ω/2∑

k=1

(b̂k,↑ + b̂k,↓) , (5)

with

T̂k,+ = ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↓ + ĉ†−k,↑ĉ−k,↓ , T̂k,− = T̂ †k,+ ,

T̂k,z =
1

2
(ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↑ + ĉ†−k,↑ĉ−k,↑ − ĉ

†
k,↓ĉk,↓ − ĉ

†
−k,↓ĉ−k,↓) ,

b̂k,↑ = ĉ−k,↑ĉk,↑ , b̂k,↓ = ĉ−k,↓ĉk,↓ ,

b̂k,z =
1√
2

(ĉ−k,↑ĉk,↓ + ĉ−k,↓ĉk,↑) ,

N̂k = ĉ†k,↑ĉk,↑ + ĉ†−k,↑ĉ−k,↑ + ĉ†k,↓ĉk,↓ + ĉ†−k,↓ĉ−k,↓ ,
(6)

which, along with b̂†k,↑, b̂
†
k,↓ and b̂†k,z, constitute a set

of 10 generators of SO(5) (see Appendix A). The ad-
ditional pairing term, with coupling constant g, fur-
nishes interactions such as ĉk,↓ĉ−k,↓ (ĉq,↓ĉ−q,↓)

† and
ĉk,↑ĉ−k,↑ (ĉk′,↓ĉ−k′,↓)

†, which, unlike the LMG model,
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FIG. 2. Basis states for a wavefunction of one pair of modes
(k,−k), as defined in Eq. (7).

can change the occupation number of a given mode. As
in the LMG model, the Agassi model has all modes inter-
acting with equal strength, and hence there is no intrinsic
concept of distance.

A five dimensional set of basis states supporting a
wavefunction on one pair of modes (k,−k), can be de-
fined in terms of single particle occupation numbers as

|nk↓, nk↑, n−k↓, n−k↑〉

∈ { |0000〉 , |1010〉 , 1√
2

(|0110〉+ |1001〉) ,

|0101〉 , |1111〉 }
= { |0〉, |1〉, |2〉, |3〉, |4〉 } , (7)

which form a fundamental representation of SO(5)
generated by the operators in Eq. (6). The basis states
in Eq. (7) are schematically represented in Fig. 2. Each
of them has a well defined particle number (0, 2, 2, 2, 4),
pair number (0, 1, 0, 1, 2), third component of spin
(0,−1, 0, 1, 0), and parity (1, 1,−1, 1, 1).

The phase diagram of the Agassi model is in-
teresting, and has been previously investigated via
mean-field calculations of the ground state in the N = Ω
sector, see, for example, Refs. [68, 69]. The hierarchies
in the parameters ε, V and g define the three phases of
the system: a symmetric phase, for which a spherical
mean-field description is adapted, and two symmetry-
broken phases, a deformed phase (parity-broken) and a
superfluid BCS phase. It has been found helpful to form
dimensionless parameters when discussing the structure
of the theory,

v̄ =
(Ω− 1)V

ε
,

ḡ =
(Ω− 1)g

ε
, ḡ0 = ḡ +

V

ε
. (8)

In the large-Ω limit, the mean-field analysis has
shown [68] that for v̄ < 1 and ḡ0 < 1, the system is in
the symmetric phase (spherical non-superfluid), and the
ground state gapped below the excited states. For v̄ > 1

and ḡ0 < v̄, the system is in a deformed phase, with a
doubly degenerate ground state of mixed parity, which
are gapped to the excited states. Finally, for v̄ < ḡ0,
ḡ0 > 1, the system is in a BCS phase, with degener-
ate states (having different particle numbers) that are
gapped to excited states.

For the small- and modest-Ω systems that are solved
exactly in this work, the structure of the systems are
found to approach those of the large-Ω limit, modified
by finite-size effects. For v̄, ḡ0 . 1, as is the case in the
large-Ω limit, the system has an isolated even-parity
ground state that is gapped below excited states, with
the wavefunction dominated by a single configuration
with all N particles in the lower spin state, |1〉. For
v̄ & ḡ0 & 1, there are two low-lying states of oppo-
site parity that are gapped to higher excited states,
with wavefunctions dominated by configurations where
the particles occupy states |1〉, |2〉, |3〉. Finally, for
v̄ . ḡ0, ḡ0 & 1, there are two low-lying states of even
parity that are gapped to excited states, with wave-
functions dominated by configurations with different
particle numbers, where particles occupy states |0〉,
|1〉, |3〉 and |4〉. This phase structure has also been
investigated in terms of the quantum discord in Ref. [60].

In the quantum simulations performed in the
next sections, we select, for demonstrative purposes, the
following numerical values of the couplings:

(ε, V, g) : set-0 = (1.0, 0.0, 0.0) ,

: set-1 = (1.0, 0.5, 0.5) ,

: set-2 = (1.0, 1.5, 0.5) ,

: set-3 = (1.0, 0.5, 1.5) ,

: set-4 = (1.0, 1.5, 1.5) . (9)

Set-0 corresponds the non-interacting symmetric case.
Set-1, set-3 and set-4, lead to a superfluid phase for
N = Ω > 2, while set-2 corresponds to a deformed
phase for N = Ω > 2. As mentioned in, e.g., Ref. [71],
the case Ω = 2 has only one symmetry-broken phase
(see also Sec. IIIA). In that case, the system is in the
symmetry-broken phase with parameters set-2, set-3 and
set-4, and at the critical point with set-1. In Table IV of
Appendix B we show the lowest-lying energies of systems
(specifically, the average energy per mode, Ei = Ei/Ω)
obtained with the aforementioned sets of couplings, for
Ω = 2, 4, 6, 8, in different particle-number sectors.

III. QUANTUM SIMULATIONS USING QU5ITS
(D=5 QUDITS)

In the first pioneering quantum simulation of the Agassi
model [71], a JW mapping to qubits was employed to
define the occupation of each site in the Hilbert space of
a four-site (one-mode-pair) system. This simulation was
able to describe a two particle system evolving through-
out the 24 dimensional Hilbert space, and was later ex-
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panded to four particles using eight qubits [72]. With
such a mapping, systems with 2Ω sites, i.e., Ω/2 mode-
pairs, would be embedded into a 22Ω dimensional space.

The basis for each pair of modes in Eq. (7) naturally
embeds into a five-dimensional (d = 5) qudit — a “qu5it”.
With the expectation that qudit quantum computers
become accessible in the near future, particularly, those
that support qu5its, we develop the quantum circuits
required for qu5it simulations and compare with equiva-
lent circuits for qubit systems. In developing quantum
circuits for state preparation and time evolution, it is
most convenient to work with Givens rotations between
states within a qu5it, and tensor-products of Givens
rotations for entangling operations between qu5its. As
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) is quadratic in operations
between SO(5) irreps, establishing the quantum circuits
for systems of one- and two-mode-pair (qu5its) systems
is sufficient for generalizing to systems with arbitrary
numbers of mode-pairs.

Consequently, in this section we present qu5it
circuits for the preparation of arbitrary initial states
and implementation of their time evolution, for one- and
two-mode-pair systems. The generalization to higher
number of mode pairs is discussed and implemented
onto simulators of arrays of qu5its, with comparison
to exact time evolution. For the numerical simulations
performed using a qu5it simulator, as well as exact
matrix exponentiations, two tensor-product initial states
(that can be straightforwardly prepared) are employed.
These are

|ψ(0)〉A = |1〉⊗Ω/2 ,

|ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗Ω/4 ⊗ |0〉⊗Ω/4 . (10)

Both of these states correspond to half-filled configura-
tions, meaning that the number of particles N equals
the number of modes Ω, which equals twice the number
of qu5its Nq5. State |ψ(0)〉A is the ground state of the
non-interacting systems, where all of the particles are in
the spin-↓ single-particle state. State |ψ(0)〉B , on the
other hand, is the state in which all of the particles are
concentrated into half of the mode pairs only, i.e., they
occupy single-particle states (k, σ) with |k| = 1 → Ω/4
and σ = {↑, ↓}. |ψ(0)〉B energetically lies far above the
non-interacting ground state.

A. One Mode-Pair (One Qu5it)

The Hamiltonian for a single mode pair (Ω = 2) in the
basis in Eq. (7) is given by

Ĥ1 = εT̂z − (V + g)X̂13 − gN̂pairs , (11)

where T̂z is given in Appendix A, N̂pairs is the operator
that counts the number of pairs [(1, σ), (−1, σ)],

Npairs =




0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 2


 , (12)

and the Givens operator X̂13 is

X13 =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 . (13)

The indices of Xij are defined by the labels of the states
in Eq. (7), i, j,∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}.

1. State Preparation of One Qu5it

Preparing an initial state on a single qu5it is straight-
forward. Arbitrary transformations among the states of
a qu5it can be accomplished with SU(5) unitary opera-
tions, with the associated 24 generators. For the SO(5)
transformations relevant for the LMG and Agassi mod-
els, this number is reduced to 10. However, to prepare
a real wavefunction from a given initial state of a qu5it,
only 4 parameters are required to establish the 5 real
numbers, one for each state in the Hilbert space, subject
to the probability constraint. Therefore, the transfor-
mation matrices produced by the Givens operators X̂01,
X̂12, X̂23, X̂34, given in Appendix C, or any other span-
ning set, are sufficient to prepare any real initial state of
a qu5it from, say, |1〉,

|ψ〉 = e−iθ3X̂34 e−iθ2X̂23 e−iθ1X̂12 e−iθ0X̂01 |1〉 . (14)

This same wavefunction parameterization of the single
qu5it can be used in finding the ground-state wavefunc-
tion, using, for instance, VQE [109, 110] or variants
thereof [66, 111–118], by minimizing the ground-state
energy with respect to the θ0,1,2,3. The expression in
Eq. (14) is a general form for initializing a state, and it
can be simplified by utilizing symmetries. The number of
particles is preserved in the time evolution of the system,
and as such, if the device can be prepared in a state of
the target particle number, then the number of required
rotation angles can be reduced. For example, the states
|0〉 and |4〉 are the ground states of the N = 0 and N = 4
sectors of one qu5it.

2. Time Evolution of One Qu5it

As is well known, the time evolution of a state prepared
on a qu5it can be evolved forward in time by application
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FIG. 3. The exact time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2
and (b) 〈Ŝz〉 for a system with Ω = 2 starting in the initial
state |ψ(0)〉A = |1〉, for four sets of couplings, set-1 to set-4,
given in Eq. (9).

of the evolution operator Û(t) = e−itĤ . For the system
we are considering, the Hamiltonian is given in Eq. (11),
and involves contributions from two diagonal phase op-
erators and one Givens operator, X̂13. This evolution
operator can be determined exactly,

U(t) =




1 0 0 0 0
0 eigt (a(t) + ib(t)) 0 ieigtc(t) 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 ieigtc(t) 0 eigt (a(t)− ib(t)) 0
0 0 0 0 ei2gt


 , (15)

with

a(t) = cosαt , b(t) = β sinαt , c(t) = γ sinαt ,

α =
√
ε2 + (g + V )2 , β =

ε

α
, γ =

g + V

α
. (16)

The exact time evolution of 〈Ŝz〉 and the amplitude for
survival of the ground state of one qu5it, prepared ini-
tially in state |1〉 (corresponding to |ψ(0)〉A in Eq. (10)),
and obtained with the parameter sets defined in Eq. (9),
are shown in Fig. 3. The Hamiltonian is such that state
|1〉 only couples to state |3〉 under time evolution, ren-
dering the number of pairs to be time independent in the
Ω = 2 system. It is clear from Eqs. (11) and (15) that the
structure and dynamics of systems on a single mode-pair
are governed by one dimensionless parameter (g + V )/ε.
Such systems thus only present two phases: a symmetric
phase for g + V < ε and a symmetry-broken phase for
g + V > ε. The sets of parameters set-2 and set-3 are
thus equivalent, and the set-1 corresponds to the critical
point of phase transition.

Trotterization [108] of the evolution operator does not
exactly recover the form given in Eq. (15) because, al-
though [X̂13, N̂pairs] = [T̂z, N̂pairs] = 0, the operators X̂13

and T̂z do not commute. More precisely,
[
εT̂z − gN̂pairs,−(g + V )X̂13

]
= i2(g + V )ε Ŷ13 ,

Y13 = i




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 . (17)

As such, there will be Trotter errors in digitized time
evolution performed using quantum circuits, for which a

leading-order (LO) Trotterization can take the form,

Û(t) '
[
Û(∆t)

]nTrot
,

Û(∆t) ' ei∆t(g+V )X̂13 e−i∆tεT̂z ei∆tgN̂pairs , (18)

where ∆t is the Trotter time step and nTrot = t/∆t is
the number of steps.

B. Two Mode-Pairs (Two Qu5its)

Systems with two or more mode-pairs allow for the possi-
bility of moving pairs of particles between modes, and for
the possibility of breaking pairs (through the monopole
interaction V ) while conserving the total number of par-
ticles. This introduces a richness that is not present for
a single mode pair. Because there is an even number of
fermions per mode-pair, mappings to systems with more
that one qu5it are effectively bosonic, without potential
negative signs associated with operators acting on sepa-
rated qu5its. For two mode pairs (Ω = 4), the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (4) reduces to

Ĥ2 = ε
(
T̂1,z + T̂2,z

)

− V
(
T̂ 2

1,+ + T̂ 2
2,+ + T̂ 2

1,− + T̂ 2
2,−

+ {T̂1,+, T̂2,+}+ {T̂1,−, T̂2,−}
)

− g
[
(b̂1,↑ + b̂1,↓)

†(b̂1,↑ + b̂1,↓) + (b̂2,↑ + b̂2,↓)
†(b̂2,↑ + b̂2,↓)

+ (b̂1,↑ + b̂1,↓)
†(b̂2,↑ + b̂2,↓) + (b̂2,↑ + b̂2,↓)

†(b̂1,↑ + b̂1,↓)
]
,

(19)

which, after reduction to Givens operators, becomes2

Ĥ2 =
[
εT̂z − (V + g)X̂13 − gN̂pairs

]
⊗ Î5

+ Î5 ⊗
[
εT̂z − (V + g)X̂13 − gN̂pairs

]

− V
∑

r,s∈{(12),(23)}

(
X̂r ⊗ X̂s − Ŷr ⊗ Ŷs

)

− g

2

∑

r,s∈{(01),(03),
−(14),−(34)}

(
X̂r ⊗ X̂s + Ŷr ⊗ Ŷs

)
, (21)

where the negative signs in the second summation in-
dices mean that the operator with the corresponding in-
dex has an additional minus sign. The energy densities
of the two-qu5it systems, for the parameter sets defined

2 The notation of the summations is such that, for example,∑
r,s∈{(12),(23)}

fr,s = f12,12 + f12,23 + f23,12 + f23,23 . (20)
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|0⟩ V5(θ
(0,0)
l ) m

|0⟩ V5(θ
(1,m)
l )

FIG. 4. A quantum circuit that prepares an arbitrary real
wavefunction on two qu5its from an initial state |0〉 ⊗ |0〉.
Four angles, θ(0,0)l are required to define the wavefunction
on the first qu5it, and 20 angles, θ(1,m)

l , are required in the
controlled rotation operator to define the four states of the
second qu5it for each of the five states of the first qu5it (where
m = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 and l = 0, 1, 2, 3). The decomposition of the
controlled-rotation operator is given in Fig. 5.

m

V̂5(θ
(1,m)
l )

=

0 1 2 3 4

V̂5(θ
(1,0)
l ) V̂5(θ

(1,1)
l ) V̂5(θ

(1,2)
l ) V̂5(θ

(1,3)
l ) V̂5(θ

(1,4)
l )

FIG. 5. The explicit construction of the controlled rotation
operator shown in Fig. 4 in terms of projectors on the first
qu5it.

in Eq. (9), are given in Table IV. While the ground state
energy density is somewhat larger for N = 4 compared
with N = 2, the energy densities of the excited states are
substantially different.

The extreme case V � g approaches the LMG
model, in which the particles are distributed on mode
pairs in states {|1〉, |2〉, |3〉}. On the contrary, the case
V � g approaches the result of the two-level pairing
model with particles being distributed among the states
{|0〉, |1〉, |3〉, |4〉} (states with paired spins).

1. State Preparation on Two Qu5its

Preparing an arbitrary real wavefunction on the two-
qu5it system is a straightforward extension of prepar-
ing such a state on two qubits, as can be found, e.g., in
Ref. [119]. A quantum circuit for preparing a state on
two qu5its is shown in Fig. 4, and is given in terms of
single-qu5it rotations V̂5(θ

(0,0)
l )⊗ Î5 and controlled rota-

tions, Λ̂(m) ⊗ V̂5(θ
(1,m)
l ), where Λ̂(m) are projectors onto

the mth state in the qu5it Hilbert space. The form of the
controlled rotation operator in terms of projectors on the
first qu5it is given in Fig. 5. With 25 states in the Hilbert
space, 24 angles are required to prepare a real wavefunc-
tion from some default state. With the quantum circuit
shown in Fig. 4, we see that qu5it-0 (top qu5it in the
figure) can be prepared with 4 angles (defining the corre-
sponding 5 amplitudes), while preparing qu5it-1 (bottom
qu5it in Fig. 4) requires 4 angles per qu5it-0 state, hence
a total of 20 angles, which provides the requisite 24 an-
gles. Correspondingly, variational algorithms employed
to establish the ground state (or excited states) of this
system will, in the absence of further assumptions, re-

quire 24 angles.
The qu5it rotation operators V̂5 have the same form as

Eq. (14). For example,

V̂5(θ
(1,3)
l ) = e−iθ

(1,3)
3 X̂34 e−iθ

(1,3)
2 X̂23

× e−iθ
(1,3)
1 X̂12 e−iθ

(1,3)
0 X̂01 , (22)

that enables the preparation of arbitrary real amplitudes
on qu5it-1 from an initial state |0〉 (and with angles as-
sociated with a projection onto state |3〉 of qu5it-0).

2. Time Evolution of Two Qu5its

The time evolution of the two-qu5it system is determined
by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (21). As in the case of one
qu5it, it contains non-commuting terms so that Trotter-
ization will only approximate the time evolution. The
resulting errors can, however, be systematically reduced
by decreasing the time step ∆t, or by using higher-order
formulas. Considering the LO Trotterization of the evo-
lution operator Û(∆t), with one- and two-body contri-
butions from the different interaction terms, gives

Û(∆t) = Û2(∆t) Û1(∆t) . (23)

where

Û1(∆t) = Û
(T̂z)
1 (∆t) Û

(X̂13)
1 (∆t) Û

(N̂pair)
1 (∆t) ,

Û
(T̂z)
1 (∆t) =

∏

j=1,2

e−i∆tεT̂z,j ,

Û
(X̂13)
1 (∆t) =

∏

j=1,2

e+i∆t(V+g)X̂13,j ,

Û
(N̂pair)
1 (∆t) =

∏

j=1,2

e+i∆tgN̂pair,j , (24)

and

Û2(∆t) = Û
(g)
2 (∆t) Û

(V )
2 (∆t) ,

Û
(V )
2 (∆t) =

∏

r,s∈{(12),(23)}
e+iV∆tX̂r,1⊗X̂s,2 e−iV∆tŶr,1⊗Ŷs,2 ,

Û
(g)
2 (∆t) =

∏

r,s∈{(01),(03),
−(14),−(34)}

e+i 12 g∆tX̂r,1⊗X̂s,2 e+i 12 g∆tŶr,1⊗Ŷs,2 ,

(25)

As these expressions are LO in the Trotter expansion,
the presented order of operators in Eqs. (23), (24), and
(25) has been chosen at random. In principle, all pos-
sible sequences of operator products could be explored
in order to minimize Trotter errors in observables of
interest for a given Trotter time step.

While the one-body terms can be implemented
with phase operators and Givens rotations as discussed
previously, the two-body entangling interactions are
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more complex. We discuss two possible implemen-
tations, based on gates that are available on current
devices. One possibility is that qudit systems are
able to perform two-qudit Givens rotation gates, as,
for example, Mølmer-Sørensen gates in trapped-ion
systems [120]. The other possibility is that generalized
CNOT gates are available, such as in transmon-qudit
systems [121, 122]. This latter approach was studied
in Ref. [98] for a qutrit-based system, and here we
generalize it to higher-dimension qudits.

The quantum circuits require rotations on one of the
qu5its controlled by the state of the other qu5it. These
can be implemented via controlled X̂ab and Ŷab gates,
with

X̂ab = |a〉〈b|+ |b〉〈a| +
∑

c6={a,b}
|c〉〈c| , (26a)

Ŷab = i(|a〉〈b| − |b〉〈a|) +
∑

c6={a,b}
|c〉〈c| . (26b)

To be concrete, consider the action of an X̂14 gate acting
on qu5it-1 controlled by qu5it-0, which is implemented
when qu5it-0 is in the state |2〉. This operation takes the
form

[
CX̂

]2
14

= Λ̂(2) ⊗ X̂14 +
∑

l 6=2

Λ̂(l) ⊗ Î5 . (27)

The generalization to multiple control states is straight-
forward. For example, X̂23 controlled by the states
|0〉, |1〉, |4〉 reads
[
CX̂

]0,1,4
23

=
∑

l={0,1,4}
Λ̂(l) ⊗ X̂23 +

∑

l 6={0,1,4}
Λ̂(l) ⊗ Î5

=
[
CX̂

]0
23

[
CX̂

]1
23

[
CX̂

]4
23

. (28)

The two types of required two-qu5it gates are
e−iαX̂ab⊗X̂mn and e−iαŶab⊗Ŷmn , which can be imple-
mented using the quantum circuits shown in Fig. 6.
These one- and two-body operators are sufficient to
evolve a prepared state forward in time.

C. Arbitrary Numbers of Mode-Pairs

State preparation requires quantum circuits with a num-
ber of control operators that scales with the number of
qu5its. Without the concept of a distance between qu5its
in this model, i.e., the all-to-all nature of the interactions,
designs of localized circuits [123] with exponentially-
converging circuit truncations are not obvious. The high-
degree of symmetry in the Hamiltonian and the fact that
the model is exactly solvable suggests, however, that sim-
plifications in the state-preparation circuit and relations
between the angles of the controlled operators seem likely.
Re-organization of entanglement structures via applica-
tion of, for example, the HL-VQE algorithm [38] could

(a)

X̂ab
c c X̂ab

X̂amX̂bn
a Ŷab GX̂

ab(
α
2 ) Ŷab GX̂

ab(
α
2 )

a X̂bnX̂am

(b)

Ŷab c c Ŷab

X̂amX̂bn
a X̂ab GŶ

ab(
α
2 ) X̂ab GŶ

ab(
α
2 )

a X̂bnX̂am

FIG. 6. Circuits required for the two-qu5it entangling gates,
with (a) implementing GX̂ X̂abmn(α) = e−iαX̂ab⊗X̂mn , and (b)
implementing GŶŶabmn(α) = e−iαŶab⊗Ŷmn . The index c on the
controlled gates runs over the complement states of a and b (in
a similar fashion to Fig. 5), and the Givens rotation GX̂ab(α2 )

is defined as e−i
α
2
X̂ab (similarly for GŶab(

α
2

)).

also potentially allow for efficient simulations of trun-
cated systems, with exponential convergence towards the
exact solution, as was obtained in the case of the LMG
model. On the other hand, due to the quadratic form of
the Agassi model Hamiltonian, only one- and two-body
interactions are required in evolving the quantum state
of an arbitrary number of modes forward in time. Thus,
if the entangled states of interest can be reached from
a tensor-product initial state, the one- and two-body
circuits used to evolve two mode-pair systems forward,
when implemented between all pairs of modes, are suffi-
cient.

The required number of circuit elements per Trotter
step can be determined for a system with Ω/2 mode pairs.
The number of one-body operators, assuming that the
phase gates and Givens rotation can be implemented as
fundamental gates, is n1mode−pair = 3. Counting gates
in the quantum circuits shown in Fig. 6 (to implement
the two-body operators) reveals that the total number of
gates required is

nΩ
2 mode−pairs

=
Ω

2

[
1 GX̂ , 2 Phase

]
+

1

2

Ω

2

(
Ω

2
− 1

)

×
[
160 CX̂, 160 CŶ , 40 GX̂ , 40 GŶ , 72 X̂

]
, (29)

scaling, as expected, quadratically with the number
of qu5its, and with sizable coefficients. This equa-
tion should be read as 20Ω (Ω− 2) controlled-X̂ gates,
10Ω (Ω− 2) single-qu5it Givens rotations, etc. The re-
quirements are reduced significantly if two-qu5it Givens
rotations are available, becoming

nΩ
2 mode−pairs

=
Ω

2

[
1 GX̂ , 2 Phase

]
+

1

2

Ω

2

(
Ω

2
− 1

)

×
[
20 GX̂ X̂ , 20 GŶŶ

]
. (30)

For modest-size systems, the time dependence of an ini-
tial state can be determined exactly by matrix exponen-
tiation. As an example, in Fig. 7, the exact time depen-
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FIG. 7. The exact time dependence of (a,d) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2,
(b,e) number of pairs, and (c,f) 〈Ŝz〉 for a system with N =
Ω = 8 particles for four sets of couplings, set-1 to set-4, given
in Eq. (9). The left column is associated with the initial
state |ψ(0)〉A, while the right column with |ψ(0)〉B , as given
in Eq. (10).

dence of vacuum-to-vacuum survival amplitude, number
of pairs, and 〈Ŝz〉 from four sets of couplings, set-1 to
set-4,3 are displayed in the Ω = 8 system, for quenches
from the two different tensor-product initial states given
in Eq. (10): |ψ(0)〉A = |1〉⊗4 and |ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗2⊗|0〉⊗2.
However, exact time evolution soon becomes unwieldy
with increasing system size, and quantum simulations are
required to extend to larger systems. A quantum simu-
lation of this system can be accomplished with Ω/2 = 4
qu5its (corresponding to a 625 dimensional Hilbert space)
with quantum circuits implementing Trotter evolution, or
variants thereof. If performed with previous JW qubit
mappings [71, 72], the analogous quantum simulation
would require 4Ω/2 = 16 qubits (corresponding to a
65,536 dimensional Hilbert space).

It is informative to consider the exact time evolution
over longer time intervals, beyond those shown in Fig. 7,
as displayed in Appendix D. Observables evolving from
|ψ(0)〉A are found to continue to rapidly oscillate at later
times, while those from |ψ(0)〉B tend to fall more slowly
toward their average long-time values, about which they
slowly oscillate with amplitudes that decrease with in-
creasing interaction strength. This behavior is consis-
tent with |ψ(0)〉A being a spin-stretched ground state of
the non-interacting Hamiltonian, with dominant overlap
only onto a small number of states, as shown in Fig. 8a.
These are effectively scar states for this quenched sys-
tem [124]. In contrast, the evolution from |ψ(0)〉B , the
initial state with energy that is in the middle of the ex-
citation spectrum, is consistent with comparable over-
lap onto a large number of states, as shown in Fig. 8b,

3 The set-0 is not displayed since it leads to a trivial time evolution.

10−5

10−3

10−1

(a) |ψ(0)〉A

set-1 set-2 set-3 set-4

0 10 20 30 40
i

10−5

10−3

10−1

(b) |ψ(0)〉B

|〈ψ
(i

)
H
|ψ

(0
)〉|

2

FIG. 8. Sorted non-zero overlaps between the initial state
|ψ(0)〉A/B and the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian |ψ(i)

H 〉 for
a system with N = Ω = 8 particles and for the four sets of
couplings. Top panel (a) shows |ψ(0)〉A, and bottom panel
(b) shows |ψ(0)〉B .

giving multiple coherent contributions in time evolution.
The exact wavefunctions for both initial configurations
confirm these described structures. Interestingly, these
different overlap structures suggest that they will incur
different systematic errors in Trotterized time-evolution
when simulated with quantum computers and simulators.
With multiple states contributing to time evolution, the
errors from the system initially in |ψ(0)〉B are expected
to be significantly larger than from starting in |ψ(0)〉A,
because of a “sign problem” in the form of incomplete
cancellations between multiple amplitudes, as opposed
to a few, in the unitary evolution. As we will show in
subsequent sections, this is indeed the situation.

D. Quantum Simulations using cirq-based Classical
Simulation

With the developments presented in the previous sec-
tions, quantum simulations of these fundamentally five-
dimensional systems can be implemented on quantum
simulators of arrays of qu5its.4 Without access to a qu5it
quantum computer at present, we have used Google’s
cirq software [125] to perform classical noiseless simula-
tions for a selection of parameter sets and system sizes.
The qudit capabilities of cirq form the foundation of a
python-based [126] simulation code that furnishes single-
thread5 single-CPU-node instances for qudit systems.

For the purposes of demonstration, we present results
for the observables discussed above in selection of sys-
tem sizes for a range of LO Trotterizations of the evo-
lution operators. In the simulations, we have employed
1000 shots per run using the set-3 Hamiltonian couplings
given in Eq. (9) and the two different initial states from
Eq. (10), for systems of size {Nq5 = 8, N = Ω = 16},

4 In principle, they can also be straightforwardly implemented on
devices with qudits with d > 5.

5 The multi-threaded high-performance version of cirq, qsim [127],
is still a qubit-based simulator, and does not support qudits (as
of this writing).
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FIG. 9. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 16 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉A = |1〉⊗8. The different colors indicate different
numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the results
of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system with 103

shots. The icon denoting classical computation is defined in
Ref. [119].

{Nq5 = 10, N = Ω = 20}, corresponding to 16 and
20 particles distributed among 8 and 10 qu5its, respec-
tively. These are compared with the time evolution of
the full state-vector computed via exact exponentiation
of the Hamiltonian, using the Expokit [128] package in
Julia [129].6 The results obtained for the Ω = 16 system
are shown in Figs. 9 and 10, and those for Ω = 20 are
shown in Figs. 11 and 12. We have also performed the
simulation for the {Nq5 = 12,Ω = 24} system, shown in
Figs. 13 and 14. For this case, a comparison with the
exact time evolution could not be accomplished using a

6 For the Ω = 20 system, the Hamiltonian was projected to the
N = 20 sector before exact exponentiation, reducing the dimen-
sion of the Hamiltonian matrix from 9,765,625 to 1,936,881.

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

|〈ψ
(t

)|ψ
(0

)〉|
2

(a)

Nq5 = 8, Ω = 16, |ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗4 ⊗ |0〉⊗4

nTrot = 1

nTrot = 2

nTrot = 4

nTrot = 8

nTrot = 16

nTrot = 32

Exact

6.5

7.0

7.5

8.0

〈N̂
p

a
ir

s〉

(b)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

t

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

〈Ŝ
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FIG. 10. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 16 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗4 ⊗ |0〉⊗4. The different colors indicate
different numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the
results of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system
with 103 shots.

single node, as it requires exponentiating 108 × 108 ma-
trices. Simulations of larger systems (Ω > 24) were not
possible using the cirq-based python code on a single
compute node of Hyak (mox) due to memory limitations.

As expected, the Trotterized evolution curves for ob-
servables converge to the expected values as the number
of Trotter steps becomes large over the explored time in-
tervals. However, the convergence is faster for the initial
state in which all the spin-↓ states are occupied, |ψ(0)〉A.
This can be understood to arise from Trotter errors being
larger for the systems starting in |ψ(0)〉B than |ψ(0)〉A
due to the larger number of comparable contributions
to the unitary evolution (see Fig. 8), because of being
higher in the energy spectrum, and the more substantial
sign problem in forming their sum, as mentioned above.
This is discussed in more detail in Appendix F. A poten-
tial way to improve the convergence of the Trotterization
may be found by examining the breaking of symmetries.
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FIG. 11. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 20 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉A = |1〉⊗10. The different colors indicate different
numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the results
of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system with 103

shots.

One of those is the exchange symmetry, since, for the
original Hamiltonian Ĥ, [e−itĤ , P̂ij ] = 0, with P̂ij be-
ing the exchange operator of mode-pairs i and j, but
with the LO Trotterized operator Û(t), as in Eq. (23),
[Û(t), P̂ij ] 6= 0. Similar issues have been found in other
systems. For example, the Hamiltonian governing the
evolution of dense coherent neutrino systems exhibits
a similar exchange symmetry, and while Trotterization
might break the symmetry, it can be recovered [130]. A
similar situation arises in simulations of 1+1-dimensional
SU(3) lattice gauge theory [131] with nf flavors of quarks,
where Trotterization breaks global SU(3) symmetry.

Regarding the performance of the qudit simulator, Ta-
ble I shows the time-to-solution (TtS) values for the dif-
ferent system sizes and number of Trotter steps consid-
ered in this work. The TtS is found to scale linearly with
the number of Trotter steps, as expected, since the circuit
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FIG. 12. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 20 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗5 ⊗ |0〉⊗5. The different colors indicate
different numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the
results of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system
with 103 shots.

depth increases linearly with nTrot. For a fixed number
of Trotter steps, when the system size is changed, we
observe two different behaviors. For Ω . 16, the TtS
scales better than 5Ω/2, while for Ω & 16, it scales ap-
proximately as 5Ω/2. As the Hilbert space dimension-

nTrot Ω = 8 Ω = 12 Ω = 16 Ω = 20 Ω = 24
1 2 7 58 1921 66255
2 4 14 135 4803 166384
4 9 28 285 10448 364871
8 18 56 657 24005 759583
16 36 113 1347 43953 1539031
32 71 228 2683 89047 -

TABLE I. Time-to-solution (TtS) values (in seconds) for the
qudit simulator for different system sizes (Ω) and Trotter steps
(nTrot). The code was executed on the University of Washing-
ton cluster Hyak (mox) on a single node and a single thread.
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FIG. 13. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 24 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉A = |1〉⊗12. The different colors indicate different
numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the results
of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system with 103

shots.

ality of a 22-qu5it system is approximately that of a
50-qubit system, one anticipates that a quantum advan-
tage may become accessible in systems with more than
approximately 22 qu5its for certain observables. Gate-
based classical simulations of systems approaching this
size are beyond the capability of a single-node simula-
tion code, and will require large-scale parallel computa-
tion, as has already been accomplished in classical simu-
lations of gate-based qubit systems [127, 132–144]. The
next step toward large-system simulations of qu5it sys-
tems is multi-node parallelization that utilizes multiple
GPUs per node.

IV. COMPARISON WITH QUBITS

As mentioned in the previous sections, the Agassi model
was first mapped to qubits in Refs. [71, 72]. In those
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FIG. 14. The time dependence of (a) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b)
number of pairs, and (c) 〈Ŝz〉, for set-3 of couplings (given
in Eq. (9)) in a system with N = 24 particles initially in the
state |ψ(0)〉B = |4〉⊗6 ⊗ |0〉⊗6. The different colors indicate
different numbers of Trotter steps (nTrot). The points are the
results of noiseless classical simulation of the qu5it system
with 103 shots.

works, a particular JW mapping assignment to qubits
was considered. In order to compare the resource re-
quirements for qubits with the requirements for qu5its,
given in Sec. III C, two different mappings are considered
here: (i) a physics-aware JW mapping (paJW) (that dif-
fers from that used in Refs. [71, 72]) and (ii) a mapping
using five levels of three qubits as a qu5it. In the paJW
mapping, we have utilized the bosonic nature of mode-
pairs from the occupation involving only an even num-
ber of fermions to minimize JW strings of Ẑ operators
between spins.

A. Physics-aware Jordan-Wigner Mapping to
Qubits

A system of Ω modes can be simulated with 2Ω qubits
using a JW mapping, in which an unoccupied state cor-
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responds to a spin-down qubit, while an occupied state
corresponds to a spin-up qubit. Such a mapping was
used in the works of Refs. [71, 72] to explore the one-
mode-pair and two-mode-pair systems. We have found
it convenient to implement a different ordering of states
than used in those works, where we localize states in the
same mode pair to be adjacent, in order to take better
advantage of the approximate SO(5) symmetry. As the
number of particles per mode-pair is always even, there
are no fermionic phases from operators moving across the
lattice. The paJW mapping we have employed naturally
encodes this feature, thereby minimizing the length of
Pauli strings between operators.

For the one mode-pair system, requiring four qubits,
the five states of the qu5it are mapped to the four qubits
in the paJW mapping as,7

|0〉 → |1111〉 , |1〉 → |0101〉 ,

|2〉 → 1√
2

[|0110〉+ |1001〉] ,

|3〉 → |1010〉 , |4〉 → |0000〉 . (31)

Figure 17 in Appendix E 1 a shows the quantum circuits
for one step of LO Trotterized time evolution for one
mode-pair, which are well-known from quantum chem-
istry and elsewhere [131, 145]. The resource requirements
of one Trotter step, in terms of number of Hadamard-
gates, RZ-gates and CNOT-gates, are

n1mode−pair = [2 H, 14 RZ , 14 CNOT] . (32)

The time-evolution circuits for two mode-pairs are given
in Appendix E 1 b. The resources required to implement
Trotterized time evolution from the terms in the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (21) that act only on one mode pair are
the same as given in the previous paragraph, and those
required to implement the fundamentally two-mode-pair
evolution are,

n2mode−pairs = [16 H, 64 RZ , 128 CNOT] . (33)

The resources for an arbitrary number, Ω/2, of mode
pairs follows straightforwardly,

nΩ
2 mode−pairs

=
Ω

2
[2 H, 14 RZ , 14 CNOT]

+
1

2

Ω

2

(
Ω

2
− 1

)
[16 H, 64 RZ , 128 CNOT] , (34)

which will be distributed across a quantum register with
2Ω qubits (four qubits per mode pair).

7 In this mapping, an unoccupied state corresponds to spin-down
which is identified as |1〉, while an occupied state is denoted by
spin-up, denoted by |0〉.

B. State-to-State Mapping to Qubits

The Hilbert space of a qudit can be mapped to the space
of multiple qubits, as is well known, in a state-to-state
(StS) map. In our case, specifically for d = 5, the five
states of a qu5it can be mapped onto five of the eight
states of three qubits. We have chosen the binary map-
ping,

|0〉 = |000〉 , |1〉 = |001〉 , |2〉 = |010〉 ,
|3〉 = |011〉 , |4〉 = |100〉 , (35)

which best suits our physical system (other mappings are
discussed in Appendix E 2).

The circuits required to perform time evolution of a
single mode pair are given in Appendix E 2 a, with the fol-
lowing number of Hadamard-gates, RZ-gates and CNOT-
gates,

n1mode−pair = [2 H, 9 RZ , 10 CNOT] . (36)

These gate requirements correspond to implementing one
Givens rotation and two phase rotations for a single
qu5it.

In the case of two mode pairs, the time-evolution cir-
cuits are given in Appendix E 2 b. The resource require-
ments in Table V show that this qubit mapping of two
mode-pairs requires a substantial number of CNOT-gates
per Trotter step, in addition to comparable numbers of
single qubit gates and rotations. From the discussions
above, particularly the need for only two mode-pair in-
teractions in a many-body system, the number of gates
is found to be

n2mode−pairs = [32 H, 512 RZ , 688 CNOT] , (37)

which is approximately a factor of five greater in the num-
ber of entangling gates than the paJW mapping. The to-
tal resource requirements to simulate Ω/2 pairs of modes
with this mapping are

nΩ
2 mode−pair

=
Ω

2
[2 H, 9 RZ , 10 CNOT]

+
1

2

Ω

2

(
Ω

2
− 1

)
[32 H, 512 RZ , 688 CNOT] . (38)

C. Comparison Between Qu5it and Qubit
Mappings

It is interesting to further compare the three mappings
considered in this work, especially the size of the Hilbert
space and number of entangling gates. Although we have
not considered the effect of noisy hardware, these com-
parisons indicate how prone the different mappings are
to errors.

Figure 15 shows the dimension of Hilbert space of dif-
ferent mappings as a function of the number of mode-
pairs Ω/2, as well as the total number of entangling gates,
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FIG. 15. A comparison of different mappings: qu5its (q5),
qubits with paJW (q2paJW) and qubits with StS (q2StS). (a)
Dimension of the Hilbert space as a function of the number
of mode-pairs. (b) Total number of entangling gates (for a
single Trotter step) as a function of the number of mode-pairs,
with CX̂-type or GX̂ X̂ -type for qu5its, and CNOTs for qubits.

with CNOTs for qubits and CX̂ + CŶ or GX̂ X̂ + GŶŶ

for qu5its. The reduced dimensionality of the Hilbert
space for qu5its compared to qubits, as clearly shown
in Fig. 15a, means that qu5its are much less suscep-
tible to errors taking the system to unwanted regions
of the Hilbert space, than are qubits. Importantly, all
of the states in the qu5its are physically-allowed states
(state-changing errors, the equivalent of bit-flip errors,
could move the state to a different particle number sec-
tor, which is still physically allowed, but prohibited due
to the symmetries of the Hamiltonian), while the num-
ber of unphysical states in both qubit mappings grows
exponentially with system size. Figure 15b displays the
number of entangling gates required for the simulation of
systems with increasing system size. If two-qu5it Givens
rotations of the type GX̂ X̂ are directly implemented on
the quantum device (plain yellow circles), the mapping to
qu5its is the most advantageous in all aspects. Interest-
ingly, if the two-qu5it Givens rotations are implemented
via generalized CX̂-type gates, the pa-JW mapping re-
quires fewer entangling gates than the mapping to qu5its.
In that case, there would be a trade-off to be made be-
tween the errors due to noise that take the system to
unwanted parts of the Hilbert space, and those due to
entangling gates of limited fidelity.

To quantify the impact of noise in the different simu-
lation configurations, a realistic noisy simulator of qudit
arrays [94, 100], in addition to the existing ones for qubit
systems, is required.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Pairing interactions between fermions in quantum many-
body systems play a central role in important physical
phenomena, ranging from structure of materials to the

stability and decay of nuclei. Building upon our previ-
ous work, and pioneering studies by other authors, we
have considered the quantum simulation of the Agassi
model, which is a model of quantum systems with pairing
and particle-hole interactions that extends the Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick model. The nature of the interactions is
such that systems involving even numbers of particles are
naturally embedded in an array of d = 5 qudits (qu5its)
that make manifest the underlying SO(5) symmetry. The
quantum circuits required to prepare entangled states
and for time evolution of these systems are developed.
They have been classically simulated using a code that we
have developed on top of Google’s cirq to examine the
time dependence of spin, pairing and persistance proba-
bilities, starting from two distinct initial tensor-product
states, one that is the non-interacting ground state, and
the other a highly excited configuration. The time evolu-
tions of these states were found to exhibit quite different
behaviors, originating from distinct decompositions onto
eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian.

A comparison between resource requirements for simu-
lations with qu5its and qubits is revealing. For the Agassi
model, and for the mappings we have identified, there
are advantages and disadvantages in choosing one over
the other. The nature of the pairing is such that each
mode-pair can be mapped to a qu5it, and with an even
number of fermions occupying each qu5it at all times,
the system can be considered to be a lattice simulation
of a collection of bosons. While the qu5it array has a sig-
nificantly smaller Hilbert space than for corresponding
systems of qubits, depending on the available entangling
gates, the number of such gates required for time evolu-
tion can be larger than for our paJW mapping onto four
qubits-per-mode-pair, but less than for a StS mapping
onto 3 qubits-per-mode-pair.

A simulation of the Agassi model with 20 mode-pairs
(for a single Trotter step) requires either 10 qu5its and
57.6K entangling gates (or 7.6K two-qu5it Givens rota-
tions), or 80 qubits and 24.6K entangling gates (paJW),
or 60 qubits and 130.9K entangling gates (StS). These re-
source requirements indicate that there is no “clear win-
ner” between qu5its and qubits for simulating the Agassi
model. If both types of quantum computers were avail-
able, the choice of which to utilize depends on the overall
performance of the hardware, which could be assessed
with a series of tests and benchmarks [146]. There have
been impressive recent advances in developing qudit sys-
tems across a number of platforms, e.g., trapped-ion, NV
centers, superconducting and SRF-cavity systems. It will
be interesting to assess the performance of emerging qu-
dit systems in simulations of the types of systems con-
sidered in this work. The advantages gained through
a greatly reduced Hilbert space in qu5it systems will
be partially off-set by the increased number of entan-
gling gates required for time evolution. Benchmarking
such devices with the Agassi model will establish another
co-design vector for improving available qudit hardware
(which is anticipated to mostly consist of improving the
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qudit entangling gates), to evolve and eventually outper-
form available qubit systems.

There is a clear need for improving classical simulation
capabilities of qudit systems, including in the number of
qudits that can be addressed, in the speed at which Trot-
ter evolution can be executed, and in the quality of the
noise models. With groups developing classical simula-
tion codes for qubit systems, the analogous capabilities
for qudit arrays is lagging, largely because the quantum
devices are not readily accessible, but this is expected to
change in the future. We intend to extend the perfor-
mance of our code to heterogeneous-node parallelization.

There is a more general lesson that can be learned from
our analysis of the time evolution starting from a low-
lying state compared to a high-lying one. The Trotter
errors associated with the high-lying state are larger be-
cause of the larger number of states making comparable
contributions to the evolution. In particular, at any given
time, there are contributions from multiple amplitudes,
with cancellations that are disturbed by the Trotter er-
rors. The more amplitudes with cancellations, the more
significant are such errors. More generally, such sign
problems will also manifest themselves as signal-to-noise
problems due to device noise. These sign problems will
be important in studies of, for example, high-energy frag-
mentation [147–150] in QCD, for which there are many
energetically accessible states, or coupled channels, that
will contribute with comparable amplitudes to the time
evolution.

Finally, while the present work has focused on the use
of symmetry considerations to guide mappings to qu-
dits, we have not attempted to investigate and optimize
the entanglement structures of the systems under study.
While a quantitative understanding of entanglement be-
tween systems of qubits is now well advanced and stud-
ies of entanglement between systems of qutrits continues
to develop, our work motivates further studies related
to the entanglement of qudit systems. Early pioneering
work on entanglement in fermionic paired systems [10]
has shown that pairing is not equivalent to entangle-
ment of the whole state, nor its two-particle reduced den-
sity matrix, but manifests as a different type of quan-
tum correlation. The model we have studied here and
mapped to systems of qu5its, provides an explicit quan-
tum system to further study such quantum correlations.
An optimization of the entanglement structure between
mode-pairs could potentially be achieved by developing
entanglement-driven algorithms, such as the HL-VQE al-
gorithm [38] which we plan to extend to qudit systems in
the near future. Such entanglement rearrangement, com-
bined with the symmetry-informed mappings developed
in this work, could further improve the efficiency of the
quantum simulations.

The results shown in figures can be found in a github
repository [151].
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Appendix A: Matrix Representation of the SO(5) Generators

The basis states defined in Eq. (7),

{ |0000〉 , |1010〉 , 1√
2

(|0110〉+ |1001〉) , |0101〉 , |1111〉 } = { |0〉, |1〉, |2〉, |3〉, |4〉 } , (A1)

are given in terms of the occupation of the two states per mode encapsulated in one qu5it, |nk↓, nk↑, n−k↓, n−k↑〉.
When written in terms of the action of fermionic creation operators, they have the form

|0〉 = |φ〉 , |1〉 = c†k,↓c
†
−k,↓|φ〉 , |2〉 =

1√
2

(
c†k,↑c

†
−k,↓ + c†k,↓c

†
−k,↑

)
|φ〉 ,

|3〉 = c†k,↑c
†
−k,↑|φ〉 , |4〉 = c†k,↓c

†
k,↑c
†
−k,↓c

†
−k,↑|φ〉 , (A2)

where |φ〉 denotes the vacuum state of the qu5it (all states are unoccupied). In this basis, the matrix representations
of the operators defined in Eq. (6) are (omitting the k-label)

T+ =
√

2




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , T− =

√
2




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , Tz =




0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

b↑ =




0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , b↓ =




0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0


 , bz =




0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

b†↑ =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0


 , b†↓ =




0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 0


 , b†z =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0


 ,

N =




0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 4


 , (A3)

which constitute a set of ten generators of SO(5). The commutation relations between these operators are given in
Table II. Some of the entries in Table II make use of the operators given in Eq. (A4),

T+ T− Tz b↑ b↓ bz b†↑ b†↓ b†z N

T+ 0 2Tz −T+ −
√

2bz 0 −
√

2b↓ 0
√

2b†z
√

2b†↑ 0
T− 0 T− 0 −

√
2bz −

√
2b↑

√
2b†z 0

√
2b†↓ 0

Tz 0 −b↑ b↓ 0 b†↑ −b†↓ 0 0
b↑ 0 0 0 −Ñ↑ 0 −T−/

√
2 2b↑

b↓ 0 0 0 −Ñ↓ −T+/
√

2 2b↓
bz 0 −T+/

√
2 −T−/

√
2 −Ñ 2bz

b†↑ 0 0 0 −2b†↑
b†↓ 0 0 −2b†↓
b†z 0 −2b†z
N 0

TABLE II. The commutation relations between the ten SO(5) generators with matrix representations given in Eq. (A3). The
commutator at the intersection of row(a) and column(b) is ordered as [row(a),column(b)].
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N̂↑ =
N̂

2
+ T̂z , N̂↓ =

N̂

2
− T̂z ,

Ñ↑ = N̂↑ −
Ω̂5

2
, Ñ↓ = N̂↓ −

Ω̂5

2
, Ñ =

1

2

(
Ñ↑ + Ñ↓

)
=

1

2

(
N̂ − Ω̂5

)
,

Ω̂5 =
1

5
Tr(N̂)Î5 . (A4)

Generators in their standard form, normalized to Tr(TaTb) = 2δab, are defined through linear combinations of the
generators in Eq. (A3),

T1 =
1

2
(T+ + T−) =

1√
2




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , T2 =

1

2i
(T+ − T−) =

i√
2




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 −1 0 1 0
0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

T3 = Tz =




0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

T4 =
1√
2

(b†↓ + b↓) =
1√
2




0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 −1 0


 , T5 =

1

i
√

2
(b†↓ − b↓) =

i√
2




0 1 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 1 0


 ,

T6 =
1√
2

(b†↑ + b↑) =
1√
2




0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0


 , T7 =

1

i
√

2
(b†↑ − b↑) =

i√
2




0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0


 ,

T8 =
1√
2

(b†z + bz) =
1√
2




0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0


 , T9 =

1

i
√

2
(b†z − bz) =

i√
2




0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0


 ,

T10 =
1

2
[N − Ω5] =




−1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1


 , (A5)

with their commutators given in Table III.
Further, a set of Lijs can be defined as linear combinations of the Tis,

T1 = L12 , T2 = L23 , T3 = L31 , T4 = − 1√
2

(L15 + L34) , T5 =
1√
2

(L14 − L35) ,

T6 =
1√
2

(L34 − L15) , T7 =
1√
2

(L14 + L35) , T8 = L24 , T9 = L25 , T10 = L54 , (A6)

such that (with Lij = −Lji),
[Lij , Lkl] = i (δjkLil + δilLjk − δjlLik − δikLjl) . (A7)

Appendix B: Spectrum of the Agassi Model

The energies of the lowest-lying states in the Agassi model for the sets of couplings in Eq. (9) and for a selection of
mode-pair number and occupancy are given in Table IV.



18

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10

T1 0 iT3 −iT2 iT9/
√

2 −iT8/
√

2 iT9/
√

2 −iT8/
√

2 i(T7 + T5)/
√

2 −i(T6 + T4)/
√

2 0
T2 0 iT1 −iT8/

√
2 −iT9/

√
2 iT8/

√
2 iT9/

√
2 i(T4 − T6)/

√
2 i(T5 − T7)/

√
2 0

T3 0 −iT5 iT4 iT7 −iT6 0 0 0
T4 0 iÑ↓ 0 0 −iT2/

√
2 iT1/

√
2 −iT5

T5 0 0 0 −iT1/
√

2 −iT2/
√

2 iT4

T6 0 iÑ↑ iT2/
√

2 iT1/
√

2 −iT7

T7 0 −iT1/
√

2 iT2/
√

2 iT6

T8 0 iT10 −iT9

T9 0 iT8

T10 0

TABLE III. The commutation relations between the ten SO(5) generators with matrix representations given in Eq. (A5). The
commutator at the intersection of row(a) and column(b) is ordered as [row(a),column(b)].

Appendix C: Matrix Representation of Single-Qu5it Givens Operators

The matrix representations of selected Xij Givens operators for a single qu5it are

X01 =




0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , X03 =




0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , X12 =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

X14 =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0


 , X23 =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , X34 =




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0


 , (C1)

and selected Yij Givens operators are

Y01 = i




0 −1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , Y03 = i




0 0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , Y12 = i




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 ,

Y14 = i




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0


 , Y23 = i




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 , Y34 = i




0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 1 0


 . (C2)

Appendix D: Long-Time Evolution

In this section, time evolution of modest-size systems are performed over longer time intervals. This is to look
for behaviors and periodicities that are not made apparent over shorter time intervals. Starting from |ψ(0)〉A, the
observables continue to oscillate at long times, even as the interaction terms increase in strength. In contrast, starting
from |ψ(0)〉B , the observables rapidly converge to their average late time values, with fluctuations that decrease with
increasing strength of interactions.

Appendix E: Circuits for the Qubit-Based Mappings
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Ω N Quantity set-0 set-1 set-2 set-3 set-4
2 0 E0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 2 E0 -0.500 -0.957 -1.368 -1.868 -2.331
2 2 E1 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 2 E2 0.500 0.457 0.868 0.368 0.831
2 4 E0 0.000 -0.500 -0.500 -1.500 -1.500
4 0 E0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 2 E0 -0.250 -0.701 -0.923 -1.660 -1.902
4 2 E1 -0.250 -0.280 -0.451 -0.280 -0.451
4 2 E2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 4 E0 -0.500 -1.125 -1.797 -2.495 -3.007
4 4 E1 -0.250 -0.684 -1.400 -1.166 -1.896
4 4 E2 -0.250 -0.376 -0.480 -0.858 -0.855
4 6 E0 -0.250 -0.951 -1.173 -2.410 -2.652
4 6 E1 -0.250 -0.530 -0.701 -1.030 -1.201
4 6 E2 0.000 -0.250 -0.250 -0.750 -0.750
4 8 E0 0.000 -0.500 -0.500 -1.500 -1.500
6 0 E0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
6 2 E0 -0.167 -0.623 -0.777 -1.600 -1.764
6 2 E1 -0.167 -0.186 -0.300 -0.186 -0.300
6 2 E2 -0.167 -0.186 -0.300 -0.186 -0.300
6 4 E0 -0.333 -1.068 -1.492 -2.672 -3.012
6 4 E1 -0.333 -0.615 -1.098 -1.268 -1.761
6 4 E2 -0.333 -0.607 -1.060 -1.183 -1.500
6 6 E0 -0.500 -1.325 -2.363 -3.201 -3.723
6 6 E1 -0.333 -1.052 -2.257 -1.934 -2.991
6 6 E2 -0.333 -0.766 -1.100 -1.607 -2.049
6 8 E0 -0.333 -1.234 -1.659 -3.171 -3.512
6 8 E1 -0.333 -0.782 -1.265 -1.768 -2.261
6 8 E2 -0.333 -0.773 -1.227 -1.683 -2.000
6 10 E0 -0.167 -0.956 -1.110 -2.600 -2.764
6 10 E1 -0.167 -0.520 -0.634 -1.186 -1.300
6 10 E2 -0.167 -0.520 -0.634 -1.186 -1.300
6 12 E0 0.000 -0.500 -0.500 -1.500 -1.500
8 0 E0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
8 2 E0 -0.125 -0.587 -0.705 -1.572 -1.696
8 2 E1 -0.125 -0.140 -0.225 -0.140 -0.225
8 2 E2 -0.125 -0.140 -0.225 -0.140 -0.225
8 4 E0 -0.250 -1.042 -1.350 -2.755 -3.010
8 4 E1 -0.250 -0.583 -0.948 -1.323 -1.694
8 4 E2 -0.250 -0.580 -0.901 -1.285 -1.515
8 6 E0 -0.375 -1.365 -2.057 -3.543 -3.936
8 6 E1 -0.375 -1.034 -1.919 -2.222 -3.000
8 6 E2 -0.375 -0.878 -1.688 -2.028 -2.400
8 8 E0 -0.500 -1.547 -3.041 -3.933 -4.456
8 8 E1 -0.375 -1.349 -3.017 -2.669 -3.900
8 8 E2 -0.375 -1.104 -1.735 -2.379 -3.168
8 10 E0 -0.375 -1.490 -2.182 -3.918 -4.311
8 10 E1 -0.375 -1.159 -2.044 -2.597 -3.375
8 10 E2 -0.375 -1.003 -1.813 -2.403 -2.775
8 12 E0 -0.250 -1.292 -1.600 -3.505 -3.760
8 12 E1 -0.250 -0.833 -1.198 -2.073 -2.444
8 12 E2 -0.250 -0.830 -1.151 -2.035 -2.265
8 14 E0 -0.125 -0.962 -1.080 -2.697 -2.821
8 14 E1 -0.125 -0.515 -0.600 -1.265 -1.350
8 14 E2 -0.125 -0.515 -0.600 -1.265 -1.350
8 16 E0 0.000 -0.500 -0.500 -1.500 -1.500

TABLE IV. The energy density, Ei = Ei/Ω (average energy per mode), of the ground state, first- and second-excited states
of the Agassi model for the sets of parameters defined in the text, (ε, V, g): set-0 = (1.0, 0.0, 0.0), set-1 = (1.0, 0.5, 0.5), set-2
= (1.0, 1.5, 0.5), set-3 = (1.0, 0.5, 1.5), set-4 = (1.0, 1.5, 1.5).
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FIG. 16. The exact time dependence of (a,d) |〈ψ(t)|ψ(0)〉|2, (b,e) number of pairs, and (c,f) 〈Ŝz〉 for a system with
N = Ω = 8 particles (rows 1-2), N = Ω = 12 particles (rows 3-4), and N = Ω = 16 particles (rows 5-6), for four sets of
couplings, set-1 to set-4, given in Eq. (9). For the different panels, (a-c) are associated with the initial state |ψ(0)〉A, while
(d-f) with |ψ(0)〉B , as given in Eq. (10).
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1. A Physics-Aware Jordan-Wigner Mapping

In this Appendix, we present a physics-aware JW mapping of the Agassi model to qubits, which requires four qubits
per mode-pair. The sz = ± 1

2 (σ = ↑, ↓) states of a given mode are arranged to be adjacent to minimize the length of
JW Z-strings. Specifically, for one mode, we set

ĉ0 = ĉ1,↓ , ĉ1 = ĉ1,↑ , ĉ2 = ĉ−1,↓ , ĉ3 = ĉ−1,↑ , (E1)

and the operators defined in Eq. (6) can be written in terms of spin operators via the JW transformation,

ĉn =
⊗

l<n

(−Ẑl)σ̂−n , ĉ†n =
⊗

l<n

(−Ẑl)σ̂+
n , (E2)

with σ̂± = (X̂ ± iŶ )/2. Therefore,

T̂1,+ = σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 + σ̂−2 σ̂

+
3 , T̂1,− = σ̂+

0 σ̂
−
1 + σ̂+

2 σ̂
−
3 , T̂1,z =

1

2
(Λ̂

(0)
1 + Λ̂

(0)
3 − Λ̂

(0)
0 − Λ̂

(0)
2 ) ,

b̂1,↑ = −σ̂−1 Ẑ2σ̂
−
3 , b̂1,↓ = −σ̂−0 Ẑ1σ̂

−
2 , b̂1,z =

1√
2

(σ̂−0 Ẑ1Ẑ2σ̂
−
3 + σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 ) , (E3)

with Λ̂
(0)/(1)
n = (1 ± Ẑn)/2. Throughout this appendix, subscripts are used to denote the target qubit, for example,

σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 means σ̂− ⊗ σ̂+ ⊗ Î ⊗ Î.

a. One Mode-Pair

The Hamiltonian for a single mode pair is given by

Ĥ1 =
ε

2
(Λ̂

(0)
1 + Λ̂

(0)
3 − Λ̂

(0)
0 − Λ̂

(0)
2 ) − (V + g)(σ̂−0 σ̂

+
1 σ̂
−
2 σ̂

+
3 + H.c.) − g(Λ̂

(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
2 + Λ̂

(0)
1 Λ̂

(0)
3 ) . (E4)

In order to implement the (Trotterized) time evolution operator for this Hamiltonian, the strategies from Refs. [131,
145] will be followed, which introduce the G operator that diagonalizes the (σ̂−0 σ̂

+
1 σ̂
−
2 σ̂

+
3 + H.c.) operators. For our

present purposes,

G =
H •

•
•

, (E5)

which leads to

G†(σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 σ̂
−
2 σ̂

+
3 + H.c.)G

=
1

8
G†(X̂0X̂1X̂2X̂3 + X̂0X̂1Ŷ2Ŷ3 − X̂0Ŷ1X̂2Ŷ3 + X̂0Ŷ1Ŷ2X̂3 + Ŷ0X̂1X̂2Ŷ3 − Ŷ0X̂1Ŷ2X̂3 + Ŷ0Ŷ1X̂2X̂3 + Ŷ0Ŷ1Ŷ2Ŷ3)G

=
1

8
(Î0Ẑ1Î2Î3 − Î0Ẑ1Ẑ2Î3 + Î0Ẑ1Î2Ẑ3 − Î0Ẑ1Ẑ2Ẑ3 − Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Î3 + Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Î3 − Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Ẑ3 + Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Ẑ3) . (E6)

Also, the ẐẐ terms in (Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
2 + Λ̂

(0)
1 Λ̂

(0)
3 ) become a single Ẑ operator,

G†(Ẑ0Î1Ẑ2Î3 + Î0Ẑ1Î2Ẑ3)G = Ẑ0Î1Î2Î3 + Î0Î1Î2Ẑ3 . (E7)

The quantum circuit required for one LO Trotter step is shown in Fig. 17. This circuit reproduces the desired evolution
up to an overall phase, e−igt/2.
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RZ(−α+ γ) • • RZ(γ)

RZ(α+ γ) • H RZ(β) RZ(−β) RZ(−β) RZ(β) RZ(β) RZ(−β) RZ(−β) RZ(β) H •
RZ(−α+ γ) • • • • • •
RZ(α+ γ) • • • RZ(γ) •

FIG. 17. A quantum circuit required for one LO Trotter step of time evolution for a single mode-pair using the paJW mapping
to four qubits, from the Hamiltonian given in Eq. (E4), with {α = tε/2, β = −t(V + g)/4, γ = −tg/2}.

b. Two Mode-Pairs

The paJW mapping that we have chosen, and the nature of the system, means that the required operator structure of
the Hamiltonian does not have any “dangling” Pauli strings between and across sites. For example, the operator c4,
in terms of spin operators, is σ̂−4 and not Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Ẑ3σ̂

−
4 (the spins between positions 0 to 3 will always be up or down

in even numbers). This greatly simplifies the form of the Hamiltonian. The terms of the Hamiltonian acting within
one mode pair are simply tensor-product operators, while the interactions acting across mode pairs can be compactly
written, leading to

Ĥ2 = Ĥ1 ⊗ Î⊗4 + Î⊗4 ⊗ Ĥ1 − 2V
[(
σ̂−0 σ̂

+
1 + σ̂−2 σ̂

+
3

) (
σ̂−4 σ̂

+
5 + σ̂−6 σ̂

+
7

)
+ H.c.

]

− g
[(
σ̂+

0 Ẑ1σ̂
+
2 + σ̂+

1 Ẑ2σ̂
+
3

)(
σ̂−4 Ẑ5σ̂

−
6 + σ̂−5 Ẑ6σ̂

−
7

)
+ H.c.

]
. (E8)

There are eight multi-qubit operators (and hermitian conjugates) required to time evolve the wavefunction beyond
the circuits required to evolve one mode-pair. The terms with coefficient 2V (four-qubit terms) use the same circuit
as the one shown in Fig. 17 with {α = 0, β = −tV/2, γ = 0}, and for the ones with coefficient g (six-qubit terms),
an example is shown in Fig. 18, where a similar operator as the one in Eq. (E5) is introduced to diagonalize the
(σ̂+

0 Ẑ1σ̂
+
2 σ̂
−
4 Ẑ5σ̂

−
6 + H.c.)-type operators. In this case,

G̃ =

H •
•

•

, (E9)

where the “idling qubits” (lines with no gates applied) have to match with the index n of the operator Ẑn. This leads
to

G̃†(σ̂+
0 Ẑ1σ̂

+
2 σ̂
−
4 Ẑ5σ̂

−
6 + H.c.)G̃

=
1

8
G̃†(X̂0Ẑ1X̂2X̂3Ẑ4X̂5 − X̂0Ẑ1X̂2Ŷ3Ẑ4Ŷ5 + X̂0Ẑ1Ŷ2X̂3Ẑ4Ŷ5 + X̂0Ẑ1Ŷ2Ŷ3Ẑ4X̂5 + Ŷ0Ẑ1X̂2X̂3Ẑ4Ŷ5

+ Ŷ0Ẑ1X̂2Ŷ3Ẑ4X̂5 − Ŷ0Ẑ1Ŷ2X̂3Ẑ4X̂5 + Ŷ0Ẑ1Ŷ2Ŷ3Ẑ4Ŷ5)G̃

=
1

8
(Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Î3Ẑ4Î5 + Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Ẑ3Ẑ4Î5 − Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Î3Ẑ4Î5 − Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Ẑ3Ẑ4Î5 − Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Î3Ẑ4Ẑ5

− Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Ẑ3Ẑ4Ẑ5 + Ẑ0Ẑ1Ẑ2Î3Ẑ4Ẑ5 + Ẑ0Ẑ1Î2Ẑ3Ẑ4Ẑ5) . (E10)

2. State-To-State Qubit-Qu5it Mapping

In this Appendix, we present the mapping of the Agassi model to qubits, with three qubits per mode-pair containing
the five dimensional Hilbert space. Using the basis defined in the main text in Eq. (35),

|0〉 = |000〉 , |1〉 = |001〉 , |2〉 = |010〉 , |3〉 = |011〉 , |4〉 = |100〉 , (E11)

the Hamiltonian and corresponding circuits to perform time evolution can be constructed. While other mappings
have also been pursued, the number of entangling gates is found to be minimized with this choice. For example, if
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• H RZ(λ) RZ(−λ) RZ(λ) RZ(−λ) RZ(λ) RZ(−λ) RZ(λ) RZ(−λ) H •
• •

• • • • • •
• •

• •
• • • •

FIG. 18. A quantum circuit required for one Trotter step of time evolution for two mode-pairs using the paJW mapping to
four qubits per mode, from the term exp [itg(σ̂+

0 Ẑ1σ̂
+
2 σ̂
−
4 Ẑ5σ̂

−
6 + H.c.)] in the Hamiltonian given in Eq. (E8), with λ = −tg/4

(the lines representing qubits 3 and 7 are omitted for clarity).

instead of its binary representation, identifying |4〉 = |101〉 leads to a reduced number (by 2) of CNOT gates for the
single mode-pair terms, but an increase for the two mode-pair terms (by 32). Another explored mapping is the Gray
encoding, which leads an increase in CNOT gates for both the single and two mode-pair terms.

The states in Eq. (E11) constitute the physical space, mapping to the five states of a mode-pair, while states
|101〉, |110〉, |111〉 are unphysical and only populated through errors in simulation. In this basis, the operators in
Eq. (6) take the following form,

T̂1,+ = Λ̂
(0)
0 (σ̂−1 σ̂

+
2 + Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂−2 ) , T̂1,− = Λ̂

(0)
0 (σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 + Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 ) , T̂z = Λ̂
(0)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(1)
2 ,

b̂1,↑ = Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂+

1 σ̂
+
2 − σ̂+

0 Λ̂
(0)
1 σ̂−2 , b̂1,↓ = Λ̂

(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂+

2 − σ̂+
0 σ̂
−
1 σ̂
−
2 . (E12)

a. One Mode-Pair

The single mode-pair Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) is reproduced by,

Ĥ1 = ε Λ̂
(0)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(1)
2 − (V + g) Λ̂

(0)
0 X̂1Λ̂

(1)
2 − g (Λ̂

(0)
0 Î1Λ̂

(1)
2 + 2Λ̂

(1)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 Λ̂

(0)
2 )

= ε Λ̂
(0)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(1)
2 − (V + g) Λ̂

(0)
0 X̂1Λ̂

(1)
2 − g

2
(Î0Î1Î2 − Ẑ0Î1Ẑ2 + 2Λ̂

(1)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(0)
2 ) , (E13)

and the (LO Trotterized) time evolution can be accomplished by,

Û2(t) ≈ e−it(εΛ̂
(0)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(1)
2 −gΛ̂

(1)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(0)
2 ) eit(V+g)Λ̂

(0)
0 X̂1Λ̂

(1)
2 eit

g
2 Ẑ0Î1Ẑ2 . (E14)

These terms can be implemented with the quantum circuits:

e−it(εΛ̂
(0)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(1)
2 −gΛ̂

(1)
0 Ẑ1Λ̂

(0)
2 ) :

• •
RZ(t

ε−g
2 ) RZ(t

−ε−g
2 ) RZ(t

−ε+g
2 ) RZ(t

ε+g
2 )

• •
, (E15a)

eit(V+g)Λ̂
(0)
0 X̂1Λ̂

(1)
2 :

• •
H RZ(t

V+g
2 ) RZ(−tV+g

2 ) RZ(−tV+g
2 ) RZ(t

V+g
2 ) H

• •
, (E15b)

eit
g
2 Ẑ0Î1Ẑ2 :

• •

RZ(−tg)
, (E15c)

where the global phase from the last term in Eq. (E13), Î0Î1Î2, is not included.
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b. Two Mode-Pairs

For two mode-pairs, the Hamiltonian becomes,

Ĥ2 = Ĥ1 ⊗ Î⊗4 + Î⊗4 ⊗ Ĥ1 − 2V
[
Λ̂

(0)
0 (σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 + Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 )Λ̂
(0)
3 (σ̂+

4 σ̂
−
5 + Λ̂

(1)
4 σ̂+

5 ) + H.c.
]

− g
{[

Λ̂
(0)
0 (σ̂−1 + Λ̂

(0)
1 )σ̂−2 − σ̂−0 (Λ̂

(0)
1 + σ̂+

1 )σ̂+
2

] [
Λ̂

(0)
3 (σ̂+

4 + Λ̂
(0)
4 )σ̂+

5 − σ̂+
3 (Λ̂

(0)
4 + σ̂−4 )σ̂−5

]
+ H.c.

}
. (E16)

Upon inspection, there are found to be four contributions from the 2V terms,

(a) Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. , (b) Λ̂

(0)
0 σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 Λ̂

(1)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. ,

(c) Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. , (d) Λ̂

(0)
0 Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 Λ̂

(1)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. , (E17)

with each term diagonalized by a different Gi operator,

G(a) = H •
•

•

, G(b) = H •
•

, G(c) =
H •

•
, G(d) = H • . (E18)

The circuits that implement the time evolution induced by each term are the following,

(a) : A A

•

A A

•

• H H •
• •

• •
• •

,

A =

• •
RZ(δ) RZ(−δ) RZ(−δ) RZ(δ) RZ(δ) RZ(−δ) RZ(−δ) RZ(δ)

• • • •
• •

, (E19a)

(b) : B+ B− B− B+

•

B+ B− B− B+

•

• H H •
• •

• • • •
• •

,

B± =

• •
RZ(±δ) RZ(∓δ) RZ(∓δ) RZ(±δ)

• •

, (E19b)

(c) : C+ C+ C− C−

•

C− C− C+ C+

•
• •

• H H •
• • • •

• •

,
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C± = RZ(±δ) RZ(∓δ) RZ(±δ)) RZ(∓δ)

• •
• •

, (E19c)

(d) : D+ D− D− D+ D− D+ D+ D−

•

D− D+ D+ D− D+ D− D− D+

•
• •

• H H •
• • • •

• • • • • • • •
,

D± = RZ(±δ) RZ(±δ)

• •

, (E19d)

with δ = −tV/8. The resources required to execute these circuits are shown in Table V, where the g terms are also
included, as they have a similar structure. There are two exceptions, since there are terms with five and six σ̂±. For
example,

eitg(Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 σ̂

+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 +H.c.) = E+ E−

•

E+ E−

•
• H H •

• •
• •

• •
,

E± =

RZ(±ζ) RZ(±ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(±ζ) RZ(±ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(∓ζ)
•

•
• •

• • • •

, (E20a)

eitg(σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 σ̂

+
2 σ̂

+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 +H.c.) =

• H

F+ F+ F− F−

H •
• • • •

• • • •
• •

• •
,

F± =

RZ(±ζ) RZ(±ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(∓ζ) RZ(±ζ) RZ(±ζ)

•
• •

• • • •

, (E20b)

with ζ = −tg/16. Note that these decompositions are not unique, as different definitions of the G operators are
possible, and other forms may be more efficient depending on the connectivity of the quantum computer.
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H RZ CNOT
Λ̂

(0)
0 σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂+

1 σ̂
−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 Λ̂

(1)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 44
Λ̂

(0)
0 Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 44

Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(1)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 Λ̂

(1)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 50
(*) Λ̂

(0)
0 σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
+
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

(*) Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 44
Λ̂

(0)
0 σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 σ̂

+
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂−5 + H.c. 2 32 42

Λ̂
(0)
0 σ̂−1 σ̂

−
2 σ̂

+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

(*) Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂−2 Λ̂

(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
+
5 + H.c. 2 32 44

(*) Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂−2 Λ̂

(0)
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 50
Λ̂

(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂−2 σ̂

+
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂−5 + H.c. 2 32 44

Λ̂
(0)
0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂−2 σ̂

+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 Λ̂
(0)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
+
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 Λ̂
(0)
1 σ̂+

2 Λ̂
(0)
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 44
σ̂−0 Λ̂

(0)
1 σ̂+

2 σ̂
+
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂−5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 Λ̂
(0)
1 σ̂+

2 σ̂
+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 σ̂

+
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 σ̂+

4 σ̂
+
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 σ̂

+
2 Λ̂

(0)
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂+

5 + H.c. 2 32 42
σ̂−0 σ̂

+
1 σ̂

+
2 σ̂

+
3 Λ̂

(0)
4 σ̂−5 + H.c. 2 32 42

σ̂−0 σ̂
+
1 σ̂

+
2 σ̂

+
3 σ̂
−
4 σ̂
−
5 + H.c. 2 32 42

Total 32 512 688

TABLE V. Resource requirements to perform one Trotter step of time evolution for each two-mode-pair term in the Hamiltonian
given in Eq. (E16). The “(*)” items from the g terms have the same structure as those from the 2V terms, and therefore can
be grouped together.

Appendix F: A Sign Problem in Quantum Simulations: Trotterized Time Evolution and Device Noise

By considering Trotterized time evolution, we have identified a potential sign problem in quantum simulations of
observables determined from many contributing states. Disturbances to cancellations between contributing amplitudes
results from a combination of device errors, which can be Pauli-twirled towards incoherence (contributing statistical
noise) [152], and systematic algorithmic errors, such as from Trotterization. In the case of statistical noise, this sign
problem will manifest as a signal-to-noise (StN) problem. Sign and StN problems plague classical lattice gauge theory
calculations of systems at finite density or with finite baryon number [153–163]. The hope continues to be that some
or all of these types of problems will be absent or mitigated in quantum simulations that will allow for progress to be
made that is not possible for classical lattice QCD, including ground- and excited-state preparation, as well as time-
evolution, of nuclei (even modestly sized nuclei). A similar hope is present for simulation of high-energy fragmentation
of hadrons and nuclei, as created experimentally in high-energy colliders, where a large number of interfering coupled
channels limits robust classical simulation capabilities.

In this appendix, the sign problem we have identified in Trotter evolution, which can be seen, for example, in
Fig. 12c, is dissected further in the system with Ω = N = 8 modes, and for the set-4 couplings. The panels (a,b)
of Fig. 19 show the sorted non-zero probability densities, |〈i|ψ〉|2 (with |i〉 being all the states in the computational
basis, which, in base-10, are {0, . . . , 5Ω/2 − 1}), associated with time-evolved states to t = 0.4, starting from |ψ(0)〉A
and |ψ(0)〉B . While somewhat different, as expected, the range of values are similar. The panels (c,d) show the sorted
non-zero z-component spin densities, 〈ψ|i〉〈i|Ŝz|ψ〉, which are markedly different for the two initial states. There is a
single large contribution when starting from |ψ(0)〉A that is not present when starting from |ψ(0)〉B . The mean value
and standard deviations of each element of 〈ψ|i〉〈i|Ŝz|ψ〉 are x̄A = −0.03 and σA = 0.13, providing an expectation
value of 〈Ŝz〉A = −1.4, and x̄B = −0.004 and σB = 0.011, giving 〈Ŝz〉B = −0.17.

Given that the range and magnitude of the probability densities in the wavefunction are comparable between
the two initial condition, systematic errors introduced by Trotter evolution, or whatever algorithm is used for time
evolution, and by the fidelity of the quantum device, in the probability distributions will be comparable. The same
is true for the z-component spin density. However, the order of magnitude difference between the two spin densities,
and particularly cancellations among contributions, means that spin densities from |ψ(0)〉B will be significantly more
impacted than those from |ψ(0)〉A by time-evolution inaccuracies. The differing relative impacts of Trotter errors on
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FIG. 19. (a,b) Sorted non-zero values of probability density, |〈i|ψ〉|2, for each basis state in the wavefunction evolved to
t = 0.4 with set-4 couplings (not all states |i〉 are shown, only those with non-zero contribution, labeled as ˜|i〉). (c,d) Sorted
non-zero values of z-component of spin density, 〈ψ|i〉〈i|Ŝz|ψ〉. The left panels (a,c) correspond to the |ψ(0)〉A initial state,
while the right panels (b,d) correspond to the |ψ(0)〉B initial state.

the spin densities can be seen clearly in the lower panels in Fig. 19, in particular, in the contrast between the lower-left
(c) and lower-right (d) panels. This effect is responsible for the differing convergence of the spin density (and other
observables) between |ψ(0)〉B and |ψ(0)〉A with decreasing Trotter step size that is seen in Fig. 12 and other such
figures.

The behavior of Trotter errors in simulations starting from different initial states have been previously considered
in the context of complexity bounds [164–167]. It was found that the general error bounds can be improved for time
evolution from states in the low-energy sector.

The identified sign problem is different in its nature to the StN problem in classical lattice QCD calculations at
finite baryon number. There, the spectrum resulting from spontaneous breaking of the global chiral symmetries
furnishes light pseudo-Goldstone bosons that contribute low-lying states to variance correlation functions associated
with (multi-)baryon correlation functions. In the present case, the cancellations between (small) amplitudes that
produce small expectation values are disturbed by simulation errors, either systematic algorithm errors or device
errors. In the context of quantum simulations, this sign problem requires more extensive study to estimate its impact
on observables of interest.
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Fast Partitioning of Pauli Strings into Commuting Families
for Optimal Expectation Value Measurements of Dense Operators

Ben Reggio, Nouman Butt, Andrew Lytle, and Patrick Draper

The Pauli strings appearing in the decomposition of an operator can be can be grouped into
commuting families, reducing the number of quantum circuits needed to measure the expectation
value of the operator. We detail an algorithm to completely partition the full set of Pauli strings
acting on any number of qubits into the minimal number of sets of commuting families, and we
provide python code to perform the partitioning. The partitioning method scales linearly with the
size of the set of Pauli strings and it naturally provides a fast method of diagonalizing the commuting
families with quantum gates. We provide a package that integrates the partitioning into Qiskit, and
use this to benchmark the algorithm with dense Hamiltonians, such as those that arise in matrix
quantum mechanics models, on IBM hardware. We demonstrate computational speedups close to
the theoretical limit of (3/2)m relative to qubit-wise commuting groupings, for m = 2, . . . , 6 qubits.

I. INTRODUCTION

The cost of a quantum computation depends on sev-
eral aspects of the computation, including the number of
required quantum circuits, the depth of the circuits, and
the number of times the same circuits have to be run in
order to achieve a level of confidence in the results. There
are also classical preprocessing costs that depend on the
algorithms used to generate circuits for execution on a
quantum device. For computations involving expecta-
tion value measurements, e.g. variational quantum eigen-
solver (VQE) problems, the näıve approach for a generic
operator produces of order 4m circuits for m qubits. In
the NISQ era, the capacity to share the computational
burden between classical and quantum computers in an
optimal way will be crucial.

In this paper we revisit the problem of partitioning
m-qubit Pauli strings into commuting families. This is
a classical problem, the solution of which can be used
to reduce the number of circuits needed to measure an
expectation value on a quantum device. Suppose, for
example, that one would like to optimally characterize
the density matrix describing an N = 2m-state system by
repeated measurements from an ensemble of identically
prepared states. The density matrix is specified by N2−1
real parameters and Pauli strings provide an expansion
basis. In the brute force approach one must then measure
all of the strings. Partitioning of the Paulis into N + 1
commuting sets of size N − 1 can reduce the required
number of measurements by a square root. Although the
scaling with the number of qubits is still exponential, in
the NISQ era such improvements can be of great value.

The problem of partitioning Pauli strings has an in-
teresting history. In terms of practical implementations
the idea has been developed and applied by a number of
authors (see, for example, [1–3] and references therein)
and has been shown to lead to considerable advantage for
quantum chemistry problems. From a theoretical per-
spective, the problem and its relatives have been solved
with different methods in the mathematics and QIS liter-
ature. An early characterization of the problem is known
in the literature as the construction of mutually unbi-

ased bases (MUBs) [4]. Wootters and Fields provide an
explicit construction of N + 1 MUBs for unique deter-
mination of the state through N + 1 measurements. An
optimal solution to the Pauli partitioning problem also
provides a solution for a complete set of MUBs. As de-
scribed above, this solution can be used to reduce the ex-
ponential scaling of näıve measurements by a square root,
and can be instrumental for state-tomography methods.
In the mathematical literature, the problem of Pauli par-
titioning is related to the orthogonal decomposition of Lie
alebgras of type An−1 [5] into a direct sum of Cartan sub-
algebras (CSA), where each CSA is pairwise orthogonal
with respect to the Killing form. An explicit construction
for sl(n, C) with n = 4 can be found in [6]. The orthog-
onal decomposition approach is equivalent to finding a
set of MUBs [7]. We also note that the construction of
MUBs has potential applications to quantum key distri-
bution protocols, where they provide increased tolerance
to noise and maximize the value of the secret key rate [8–
11].

Important prior theoretical work focused on Pauli
strings specifically includes [2, 12–14]. Ref. [2] uses
graph-theoretic methods to construct a partitioning.
This approach is particularly useful in problems involv-
ing expectation values of sparse observables, but for the
dense case a complete solution is essential. In Qiskit [15],
the AbelianGrouper routine uses a graph-theoretic ap-
proach to partition strings into O(N

3
2 ) families. Our

work shares the most in common with Ref. [12], which
has constructed solutions up to m = 24 qubits, and with
Refs. [13, 14], which proved the existence of an algo-
rithm to fully partition Pauli strings for any m using
Singer cycles and companion matrices.

The novel contribution of our work is a theoretical con-
struction for all m which is easily implemented in code.
We provide a complete algorithm to sort Pauli strings
into the minimum number of families, and we describe a
new publically-available Qiskit [15] module which gener-
ates a minimal partition and the corresponding unitaries
for measurement of each partition.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II we review basic properties of Pauli strings. Sec-
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tion III describes the considerations and tools needed to
construct a perfect solution, or a complete partitioning of
all strings into a minimal number of families, and Section
IV describes the solution-generating algorithm in detail.
In Section V we present benchmark results for the algo-
rithm on IBM quantum devices. In Section VI we apply
this to a physical model. Section VII describes the pub-
lic code packages using these methods, and section VIII
summarizes our results.

Additionally, Appendices describe the algorithm from
Sec. IV in more detail. Appendix A shows the matrix
algebra which proves the validity of the groupings, and
Appendix B describes how the change of basis circuits
are represented.

II. PROPERTIES OF PAULI STRINGS

In this section we discuss some of the basic properties
of Pauli strings and commuting families. These proper-
ties provide scaffolding for the subsequent development of
a constructive algorithm to sort strings into commuting
families.

A Pauli string is a tensor product of m factors of four
types of 2 × 2 matrices: the identity matrix and the
three Pauli matrices. It may be represented as a matrix,
a tensor product, or a string. For example, the tensor
product σx ⊗ I ⊗ σz in the string representation is XIZ,
and a matrix representation of the same string in the
standard basis is:

XIZ = σx⊗I⊗σz =



0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0


(1)

We denote the length of the string representation, by
m, which is the number of factors in the tensor product
and also the number of qubits. The size of the matrix is
N×N , where N = 2m. N and m will continue to refer to
these properties of the Pauli strings. Two Pauli strings of
the same length must either commute or anticommute,
since they are tensor products of Pauli matrices which
have the same property. They square to the identity for
the same reason.

A “family” is defined as a maximally populated set
of commuting strings. More formally we define a family
f as a set of strings such that every string commutes
with every other string, and there exist no outside strings
which commute with all members of the family. The
identity matrix could exist in every family, so we ignore
it until the rest of the strings are partitioned. We have
noted that a family is a Cartan subalgebra of the su(N)
algebra. It is known that these consist of N−1 elements.
We will show this at the end of the section.

We define a “generating set of strings” as a set of
strings (or “generators,” now that they are associated
with a generating set) that has the properties that no
generator is a product of the other generators, and all of
the generators commute. If [A,C] = [B,C] = 0, then

[AB,C] = [A,C]B +A[B,C] = 0 (2)

AB commutes with anything that commutes with A
and B, so all the elements of a family containing A and
B commute with AB, and AB must be included in the
family by definition. This excludes the identity, but is a
group associated with each family that includes the iden-
tity, which is closed under matrix multiplication. Every
product of the generators is unique and commuting. We
will show an inductive method to get a set of generators
from any family.

Suppose there is a set of k generating strings
{S1, . . . , Sk}. Construct a set of commuting strings gk
from the products of the generators, including the gener-
ators themselves. Assume that all B ∈ gk can be written

uniquely as B =
∏k
i=1 S

bi
i for a vector b ∈ Zk2 . There are

2k − 1 vectors in Zk2 , so the cardinality of gk is 2k − 1.
We are going to define a process that we call an ”ex-

tension” where we want to add a string into this set of
generating strings. When we add a commuting genera-
tor which is not in gk, there is a larger set gk+1 which
includes products of this new set of generators. This
new set should have cardinality 2k+1 − 1, and also have
the property that each product of generators is unique.
When we define this process, we can use induction to
show that all sets of generating strings produce sets of
commuting strings of length 2k − 1, where k is the num-
ber of generators.

If there is a string Sk+1 such that Sk+1 /∈ gk and
Sk+1 commutes with all the generators of gk, ∀i ≤ k :
[Sk+1, Si] = 0. Then we can prove by contradiction that

∀B ∈ gk : Sk+1B /∈ gk (3)

To do this, assume that

∃B ∈ gk : Sk+1B ∈ gk (4)

∃b ∈ Zk2 : B =

k∏
i=1

Sbii (5)

∃a ∈ Zk2 : Sk+1B =

k∏
i=1

Saii (6)

(Sk+1B)B = Sk+1 =

k∏
i=1

Sai+bii =

k∏
i=1

Scii , (7)

where addition of a and b is defined mod 2. Sk+1 can be

written as
∏k
i=1 S

ci
i where ci ∈ Zk2 , so Sk+1 ∈ gk. This

is a contradiction, so any product Sk+1B /∈ gk for all B
in gk. Since Pauli strings are invertible, each product is
unique for each unique B.
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The new set gk+1 = {gk, Sk+1, Sk+1gk} has cardinality
2k+1 − 1. gk+1 is generated by {S1, . . . , Sk+1}, i.e. all

elements can be written uniquely as
∏k+1
i=1 S

bi
i for bi ∈

Zk+1
2 . Since all the generators of the new set commute, all

of the elements of the new set gk+1 commute. Following
this induction, any commuting set gk with k generators
can be extended to another commuting set gk+1 with k+1
generators if there is a string outside gk which commutes
with all of the generators of gk. The induction may begin
with the set of a single string.

We may also use these properties to select, from any
family f , a set of m generators. First, select any string
S1 ∈ f . Define the set g1 = {S1}. g1 is generated by S1.
We will inductively extend g1 → g2, g2 → g3, etc. us-
ing the previous process until we find gm = f . Suppose
we have reached a point where gk ⊆ f has cardinality
2k − 1, and generators {S1, · · · , Sk}. Select any string
Sk+1 such that Sk+1 ∈ f \ gk. Extend gk to the set
gk+1 = {gk, Sk+1, Sk+1gk}. Any string in Sk+1gk is in f ,
since all such strings commute with every string in f , and
f is assumed to be maximal. The process of adding gen-
erators can be repeated until f = gm, and the generators
of gm provide a set of generators of f . The simplest ex-
ample of a family and a set of generators is the z family ,
which we will also refer to as the diagonal family , with
generators {I...IIZ, I...IZI, ...}. Any string which con-
tains an X or Y automatically does not commute with
the corresponding generator with a Z in that position, so
this family contains only strings with Z and I, of which
there are 2m − 1.

There is also a way to define a map between the
families using a string. Consider the transformation
Ui ≡ exp

(
iπ4Pi

)
, where Pi is a Pauli string. Any

Pauli string Pj transforms to another Pauli string un-

der Pj → UiPjU
†
i . Since it is a unitary transformation,

commutativity is preserved, so transforming a family pro-
duces another family. The transformation has the follow-
ing property:

UiPjU
†
i =

{
Pj if [Pi, Pj ] = 0

iPiPj if [Pi, Pj ] 6= 0

}
(8)

In Section IV, we use this transformation to show
that any family can be transformed into any other fam-
ily by finding an appropriate set of transforming strings
{Pi1 ...Pin}, so every family has the same cardinality as
the diagonal family. There are m generators for this fam-
ily defined above, and any tensor product of σz and I can
be written as a product of these generators. Every family
has cardinality 2m − 1.

We define a perfect solution to be a partitioning of all
4m − 1 Pauli strings on m qubits into 2m + 1 families.
In the next section we detail a constructive algorithm to
produce perfect solutions.

III. CONSTRUCTING PERFECT SOLUTIONS

A. Preliminaries

In this section, we begin the construction of perfect
solutions from product tables of strings and find certain
conditions on the construction. These conditions will
lead us to express families in terms of Z2 valued matrices.

We begin by selecting two arbitrary families. We
consider a canonical pair to be the diagonal z family,
{z1, z2, . . . , zN−1} which is the family which contains
strings of the characters I and Z, along with the x fam-
ily {x1, x2, . . . , xN−1} which is constructed similarly but
with the X character instead of Z.

IX XI XX

IZ IY XZ XY

ZI ZX Y I Y X

ZZ ZY YZ Y Y

TABLE I: Example of a solution table for m = 2. The x
and z families are used to build the inner columns and rows.
One family is boxed, one is underlined, and the third shown
in bold. Each family contains exactly one string from each
inner row and column.

Construct a table with the members of z in the far
left column, and the members of x in the top row. The
inner members of the table are the matrix products of the
member of z in their row and the member of x in their
column. For now, we may ignore phases that appear in
these products. Define the string in the ith row and the
jth column to be Si,j . An example of such a product
table is shown for 2 qubits in Table I.

There are 2N − 2 strings in the x and z families com-
bined, and (N − 1)2 = N2 − 2N + 1 strings represented
by Si,j , for a total of N2 − 1 labels. They are unique
because the product table of {I, Z} and {I,X} contains
each Pauli matrix and the identity exactly once. All of
the N2 − 1 strings appear exactly once in the product
table of the z and x families.

Each family in a perfect solution, apart from the x and
z families, contains exactly one string from each interior
row and column of the product table. If a family con-
tained two strings from the same row or column, then it
would also contain the product of the two. If the strings
Si,j and Si,k are in a family, the family would also contain

zixjzixk = ±xjzizixk = ±xjxk ∈ x (9)

The result is already in the x family (or the z family, if
two strings in the same column are in the same family).
This implies that the string is repeated and the solution
is not perfect. We conclude that no more than one string
can be picked from each row or column. There are N −1
rows and columns, and each family has N − 1 strings,
so each family in a perfect solution must contain exactly
one string from each row and column.
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1 2 3

2 3 1

3 1 2

→
IY Y I Y Y

XZ Y X ZY

XY ZX Y Z

TABLE II: Latin Square formulation of a perfect solution.
The Latin Square on the left corresponds to the solution on
the right. For each box on the left, take the z string corre-
sponding to the row, and multiply it by the x string corre-
sponding to the entry in that box. For the middle box, the
row is 2 and the entry is 3, so multiply z2 = ZI (think binary)
times x3 = XX to get Y X, which is seen in the same position
on the right, in the family XZ, Y X,ZY .

B. Latin Square Formulation

At this stage, it is natural to think of selecting a solu-
tion as analogous to filling out a Latin Square. A Latin
square is an (N−1)×(N−1) grid of numbers where each
number appears exactly once in each row or column. It is
a good exercise to try solving the problem this way. Use
the rows of the Latin square to indicate the families, the
columns to represent which string from the z family is
being multiplied, and the number in the grid to indicate
the string from the x family being multiplied. An exam-
ple of this is shown in Table II. It is clear that any perfect
solution will have an associated Latin Square, and follow-
ing this line of inquiry further will give us some insight
into how to construct perfect solutions, but we will see it
does not quite automate the task.

An obvious deficiency is there is no restriction in the
Latin Square which prevents non-commuting strings from
being placed in a family, so every time one places a num-
ber in the Latin Square, one must first check whether
the string corresponding to this number commutes with
the rest of the strings in the family. Since the families
are associated with a group closed under multiplication,
any products between old strings and new strings must
be filled in.

Upon filling in several squares with solutions, patterns
begin to emerge. First, it is always possible to begin with
a “canonical” family, which is the row of ordered integers
1,2,3... The rows may be organized canonically, so that
the first column also reads the ordered integers 1,2,3... If
the square is begun in this way, solutions correspond to
symmetric Latin squares. Also, every time a single num-
ber is placed in the Latin square, an entire block is filled
out using closure under multiplication and symmetry. It
becomes clear that only the generating rows and columns
need to be filled in, and the rest will follow because of
the extension defined in the previous section. This is a
first hint that there may be a more compact approach.

We have remarked above that commutation has to be
checked by hand. Another task for the solution builder
is to avoid contradictions in the Latin square. Contra-
dictions arise when filling in a block forces one to repeat
a number in a row or column. In some cases there are no
valid options for a position in the grid. It is unclear at

this stage if one can predict when such contradictions will
arise without explicitly working out the consequences of
adding a string to a family.

To resolve these issues, we will take a somewhat dif-
ferent approach which makes it more straightforward to
impose commutativity and the uniqueness of entries in
rows and columns.

C. Commutativity and a Binary Encoding

We first consider the issue of string commutativity and
rewrite it in a useful way as a problem in binary arith-
metic. We see in this section that encoding the strings
using vectors over Z2 allows for a convenient expression
of the commutativity condition between strings. Even-
tually, we will express the families in a solution in terms
of Z2-valued matrices, and the commutativity formula
obtained in this section is useful in the construction.

The commutator of two strings Si,j and Sk,l is

[zixj , zkxl] =

{
zizkxjxl − zkxlzixj , [zj , xk] = 0

−zizkxjxl − zkxlzixj , {zj , xk} = 0

}
(10)

Every string either commutes or anticommutes with ev-
ery other string, and these are the only two possibili-
ties. Then the total commutation of two strings Si,j and
Sk,l only depends on whether xi commutes with zl, and
whether xk commutes with zj . Define a map Com(xi, zj)
from an x string and a z string to {0, 1}, which maps to
0 if the strings don’t commute, and 1 if the strings do
commute. It is straightforward to check that Si,j and
Sk,l commute if Com(xk, zj) = Com(xi, zl):

[zixj , zkxl] =

{
0 Com(zk, xj) = Com(zi, xl)

−2zkxlzixj Com(zk, xj) 6= Com(zi, xl)

}
.

(11)

The way to evaluate the Com() map is to examine
the paired characters at each position of the two strings,
and for each time X and Z both appear in the same
position, the value of the commutator switches between
0 and the product of the two strings. This corresponds
to Z2 arithmetic.

It is now convenient to adopt a binary encoding of
the strings. Strings in the z family have only two pos-
sible characters for each of m positions, which can be
mapped to a binary representation. Let 0 correspond
to an I and 1 to an X or Z depending on the family.
Define the strings xi and zi, i = 1 . . . N − 1, by the
binary representation of the label i. For example, for
m = 4, x15 = XXXX and z3 = IIZZ. We also de-
fine m-dimensional vectors vi over Z2 corresponding to
the binary representation of the integer i: vi is created
by converting i to binary, and populating the vector el-
ement (vi)j with the jth digit of i. A consequence of
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this definition is that vi + vj = vi⊕j where ⊕ denotes
Z2 addition. The vector space contains the vectors vi for
0 < i < N and the zero vector. For example, in the space
corresponding to m = 3,

v5 + v6 =

1

0

1

+

1

1

0

 =

0

1

1

 = v3. (12)

As described above we can associate each vector vi
with a string in the x or z family. A computationally
valuable aspect of this encoding is that the commutation
function Com() acting on a z string and an x string can
be rewritten in terms of the corresponding v vectors:

Com(zi, xj) = f(i, j) ≡
∑
k

(vi)k(vj)k. (13)

The binary computation of the commutation function
will be convenient for developing the algorithm to con-
struct families. Cf. Eq. 11, the input to f is the v-vector
corresponding to the z-factor in the xz decomposition of
one string, and the v vector corresponding to the x-factor
of xz decomposition of the other string.

D. Generating Matrix

We have learned that a solution involves picking sets
of generators for the families. We can pick a canonical
set of generators for the z family corresponding to powers
of two, z2a . Along with this canonical set, for any fam-
ily, there is a corresponding set of generators from the x
family which can be used to build the family’s generators
by multiplying the x and z generators. The rest of the
strings in the family can be built from the products of
the generators. Interestingly, this process has an analog
in Z2 matrix multiplication. The linearity of the matrix
multiplication corresponds to the closure under multipli-
cation, since addition in Z2 corresponds to multiplication
of strings.

Each family in a perfect solution containing the z and
x families must contain exactly one string from each row
and column in the product table of the z and x fami-
lies, so perfect solutions of this type should be express-
ible as a certain permutation P (i) acting on the integers
i = 1 . . . N − 1. For a family F , with a corresponding
permutation P :

∀i, 0 ≤ i < N : zixP (i) ∈ F (14)

Since families are associated with groups closed under
multiplication, it is also true that the permutation is lin-
ear:

∃i, j, i 6= j : {zixP (i), zjxP (j)} ⊂ F (15)

(zixP (i)) · (zjxP (j))) ∈ F (16)

zi⊕jxP (i)⊕P (j) ∈ F (17)

P (i⊕ j) = P (i)⊕ P (j) (18)

This motivates a Z2-valued matrix definition of the per-
mutation:

Avi = vP (i). (19)

Therefore, associated with any family which may ap-
pear in a solution with the x and z families is an invertible
Z2 valued matrix A. (Since a permutation is invertible,
A is invertible.) Since A is invertible, it defines a map
from any complete basis in Zm2 to another complete ba-
sis. This corresponds to a map from a generating set of
x strings to another generating set of strings. This is
essentially what the Latin square does: it maps which
generating x strings go in which positions, and the rest
of the strings are placed based on the location of the gen-
erators. Similar to the Latin Square, extensions can be
used to find the rest of the strings.

In the previous section, we saw that the Latin square
approach did not automatically enforce commutativity,
and that one could encounter contradictions when filling
it in. It turns out that commutativity and avoidance of
contradictions can be enforced automatically by endow-
ing A with two more properties.

The first condition is that A must be symmetric. This
arises as follows. Suppose we have a permutation P act-
ing on the first N − 1 positive integers. We can iden-
tify a simple set of m generating strings among the ele-
ments xizP (i) of the product table. Consider the strings
z2axP (2a) and z2bxP (2b), with a 6= b and 0 ≤ a, b < m.

2a⊕2b = 2c is impossible, so these strings are generators.
If they commute, then the rest of the family commutes.
They commute if f(2a, P (2b)) = f(2b, P (2a)), and this
condition implies symmetry of the A matrix associated
with the permutation:

f(2a, P (2b)) =
∑
c

(v2a)c(vP (2b))c

=
∑
c

(v2a)c(Av2b)c

=
∑
c,d

(v2a)cAcd(v2b)d

=
∑
c,d

δacAcdδb,d

= Aab (20)

We have used (v2a)b = δab. The condition on commuta-
tion is the symmetry of A:

f(2a, P (2b)) = f(2b, P (2a))⇐⇒ Aab = Aba. (21)

The second constraint of a perfect solution is that no
two families contain the same string. If one family defined
by Ai and another family defined by Aj contain the same
string, then:

∃k : Aivk = Ajvk (22)

(Ai −Aj)vk = 0. (23)
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In this case Ai − Aj must not be invertible. If Ai −
Aj is invertible, then the two families do not share a
string. A perfect solution can then be expressed as a
set of N − 1,Z2 valued matrices {A1...AN−1} that are m
dimensional. They satisfy:

• Ai is symmetric

• Ai −Aj is invertible [14]

The solution so obtained also contains the canonical fam-
ilies, giving N + 1 total families.

To summarize, the two conditions listed above encode
the restrictions on the families that we set out to achieve.
The symmetry property enforces commutativity within
each family, and the invertibility property is associated
with the uniqueness of the rows and columns of the Latin
Square. We have specified that we are operating on
qubits, so we use the field Z2. There are more general
quantum systems using qudits, which have similar condi-
tions for fields which are larger prime integers. In these
cases, we refer to [14] for the conditions necessary to cre-
ate similar matrices in other finite fields.

IV. ALGORITHMIC CONSTRUCTION OF THE
GENERATING MATRIX AND SOLUTIONS

A. Symmetrizing Companion Matrices

We need a method to generate a set of A-matrices with
these symmetry and invertibility properties. There will
be a similar method for other general Zp for prime p,
but the method for Z2 is slightly different. This section
focuses specifically on qubit operators, so all matrices are
Z2 valued.

One suitable choice to fulfill the invertibility condition
is a m×m companion matrix (C), which was considered
by Jena [14]. (See Appendix A for the definition of a
companion matrix and details of results used in this sec-
tion.) The relevant property of C is that it generates a
permutation with one cycle and no fixed points. Such a
cycle must have a period of N − 1 points, and Ci +Cj is
always invertible for i− j 6= 0 mod (N − 1).

The set {C,C2...CN−1} fulfills the invertibility con-
dition, but not the symmetry condition. If there is an
invertible matrix B such that B−1CB = A is symmetric,
then Ai −Aj = B−1(Ci − Cj)B is invertible:

(Ai −Aj)−1 = B−1(Ci − Cj)−1B. (24)

There is an algorithm to construct the relevant similar-
ity transformation. First, one can construct a matrix D
such that DCT = CD [16]. Now suppose that D can
be written as D = BBT for some invertible B. Then
A = B−1CB must be symmetric:

CT = B−TB−1CBBT (25)

(B−1CB)T = B−1CB (26)

AT = A (27)

There is an algorithm to explicitly construct D and B.
For any matrix M with all diagonal elements equal to
unity, one can find an invertible matrix L so that LLT =
M , using this algorithm. It also assumes that the field
is Z2. There are similar algorithms for other finite fields.
We must first find a matrix Λ such that M ≡ ΛTDΛ
has diagonal elements equal to unity. This can be done
algorithmically and produces an invertible Λ. Then:

ΛTDΛ = M = LLT (28)

so

D = Λ−TLLTΛ−1

= (Λ−TL)(Λ−TL)T (29)

and

B = Λ−TL. (30)

Since Λ and L are invertible, so is B.
To recap, one chooses a suitable C and then constructs

D → Λ → M → L → B. The details of finding
these matrices can be found in Appendix A. Once B and
C are known, we construct B−1CB = A, and the set
{A,A2, A3, ...AN−1} provides a perfect solution.

One will find that any solution created this way will
contain the identity in the set {A,A2, A3, ...AN−1}. This
seems to indicate that there is a canonical set of solu-
tions. There are more solutions which are not of this
form. To find some of these solutions, take any invertible
matrix ∆, and any perfect solution {A,A2, A3, ...AN−1},
and construct {∆A∆T ,∆A2∆T ,∆A3∆T , ...∆AN−1∆T }.
These solutions are obviously symmetric. Their differ-
ences are also invertible:

(∆Aj∆T −∆Ak∆T )−1 = (∆(Aj −Ak)∆T )−1

= ∆−T (Aj −Ak)−1∆−1. (31)

More solutions can be found this way, but we will focus
on canonical solutions.

B. Family Lookup

Practically speaking, we also need a lookup algorithm
that takes a string as an input and returns the family that
contains that string. Fortunately there is a fast algorithm
which uses the permutation from Eq. (19). Each family
k has a permutation associated with it defined by:

P (k)(i) = P (P (P (...P (
k times

i)))) (32)

P (N−1) must be the identity permutation because CN−1

is the identity, so these permutation form a group. Find-
ing the family that the string Si,j belongs to is equivalent
to solving:

P (k)(i) = j (33)
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for k. Since each string exists in a family, this equation
has a solution for all 0 < i, j < N , making the set of
permutations transitive. An efficient way to solve this is
to define the permutation:

Q(k) = P (k)(1) (34)

We know that Q(k) is one-to-one in the domain 0 <
k < N , because the group is transitive, so it also has an
inverse permutation Q−1(k). This can be calculated once
quickly by applying the permutation P on 1 repeatedly,
and storing it in memory. (The choice of 1 is arbitrary.)

Now our equation can be solved using i = PQ
−1(i)(1).

P (k)(P (Q−1(i))(1)) = P (Q−1(j))(1) (35)

k +Q−1(i) = Q−1(j) mod (N − 1) (36)

This is a modular equation which is trivial to solve since
Q−1 is known.

C. Diagonalization

Once a suitable set of commuting Pauli strings is
found, it is necessary to simultaneously diagonalize the
family in order to measure the strings. There is a sur-
prising method to do this with canonical solutions, where
each family is diagonalized by the generating matrix of
what is typically a different family. Diagonalization can
be done by finding a unitary transformation which maps
the current family to the diagonal (z) family. In this
section we describe how to construct these unitary trans-
formations.

We begin by examining transformations of the form

U = exp

(
iπ

4
xk

)
. (37)

Acting on the strings of a family,

UzixP (i)U
† =

{
zixP (i) if f(i, k) = 0

−izixP (i)⊕k if f(i, k) = 1

}
= (−i)f̄(i,k)zixP (i)⊕(k·f̄(i,k)). (38)

Here f̄ is equal to a cast of f into the real numbers in
the obvious way. Now consider a more general transfor-
mation with some set K of x-strings:

U = exp

(
iπ

4

∑
k∈K

xk

)
(39)

UzixP (i)U
† =

(∏
k∈K

(−i)f̄(i,k)

)
zixP (i)⊕

∑
k k·f̄(i,k). (40)

In order to reach the z family we must have

P (i)⊕
∑
k∈K

k · f̄(i, k) = 0. (41)

This result gives a condition for the diagonalization. The
phase in (40) will need to be calculated later. First let
us rewrite the diagonalization condition (41) using the
binary vectors (recall that ⊕ refers to converting integers
into to Zm2 vectors and then performing addition mod 2).
Then (41) is equivalent to:∑

k∈K

vk

(∑
b

(vk)b(vi)b

)
= vP (i) (42)

or rearranging and expanding in components,∑
b

(∑
k∈K

(vk)a(vk)b

)
(vi)b =

(
vP (i)

)
a
. (43)

Comparing with Eq. (19), we see that (43) will be solved
if the set K is chosen such that∑

k∈K

(vk)a(vk)b = Aab. (44)

To find the set K and the relevant vk we proceed as fol-
lows. Let K be of order m and enumerate its elements as
ka, a = 1 . . .m. Then define a matrix Bab = (vka)b, such
that A =

∑
iBiaBib. If B is symmetric then A = B2.

Since the powers of A are cyclic due to the properties of
companion matrices, there is always a symmetric matrix
AN/2 which is equal to B:

A
N/2
ab = Bab = (vka)b. (45)

In this way, the x strings needed to perform the diag-
onalizing transformation can be extracted from the gen-
erating matrix. In general, we can diagonalize the family
defined by Ai by using (Ai)N/2. This is an efficient way
to diagonalize the family which can be faster than per-
forming a brute force diagonalization algorithm. (Ai)N/2

can be found via:

(Ai)N/2 =

{
Ai/2 if i mod 2 = 0

A
N+i−1

2 if i mod 2 = 1

}
. (46)

In fact the matrices on the right-hand side of Eq. (46) are
calculated already when generating the families, so the
most efficient method is to construct the measurement
bases at the same time as organizing the families. In
Appendix B we review the map from the diagonalizing
unitaries thus constructed to quantum circuits.

There are m rows of these matrices, so it takes m trans-
formations to get from a family in a perfect solution to
the z family. This is the minimum number of transfor-
mations to take a family to a new family with no shared
strings, because any string not in a commuting subgroup
commutes with exactly half of the strings in that sub-
group minus 1, since the subgroup is closed under multi-
plication, and doesn’t include the identity. Appendix B
shows that each of these transformations can be written
in 2m+ 1 gates, so the total circuit depth for the entire
family should scale as m2.
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To calculate the phase in (40), recall that if f(i, j) = 1,
then e(iπ4 xi)Pje

(−iπ4 xi) = Pj(−ixi), which means that
each transformation gives a right multiplication of −ixi.
When diagonalizing strings, a series of transformations
is used, so there will be a right multiplication of −ixk
for all strings xk∈K which don’t commute with the Pj
being diagonalized. To formalize this, for each Pj in
a family there will be a subset H ⊆ K such that
∀k ∈ H : [xk, Pj ] 6= 0. It is this set that transforms Pj
and contributes to the phase. Suppose Pj has the decom-
position Pj = eiθzaxb. The phase here is a power of i that
arises because of the fundamental relation σy = −iσzσx.
(The accumulated phase in a string from this decompo-
sition was mentioned previously in the discussion below
Table I but is neglected in the table; we must now ac-
count for it.) In other words, every time a Y appears in
a string, there is an additional factor of −i in the decom-
position. We define Y (a, b) as a function which returns
the number of Y s in Pj . Then:

UPjU
† = (−i)Y (a,b)zaxb

( ∏
k∈H

−ixk
)

(47)

The product of the x strings must be an xb, so the prod-
uct in each tensor space has the form:

UPjU
† = (−i)NH+Y (a,b)za (48)

where NH is the cardinality of H. Thus the net phase fac-
tor multiplying the resultant z string receives contribu-
tions both from the decomposition of the original string
and the rotation. Computing it requires counting the
commuting x strings in the transformation, and calcu-
lating the zx decomposition.

V. IMPLEMENTATION ON IBM HARDWARE
USING QISKIT

In principle, for fully dense Hamiltonians where all
Pauli strings contribute, our dense grouping algorithm
will give a quadratic improvement over naive evaluation
of each string individually. Because the dense group-
ing method is optimal in the sense that it generates
the fewest number of families which can partition all 4m

strings, it should also improve upon other available meth-
ods when applied to sufficiently dense, though not nec-
essarily fully dense, Hamiltonians or other observables
of interest. Such problems do arise in interesting physi-
cal models, and we consider an application to VQE on a
particular example of such a model in Sec. VI.

For real applications, there are different metrics rele-
vant for assessing the cost-benefit of dense grouping as
compared to other methods. These include the number of
shots required for achieving a target precision, the time
required for classical simulation, runtimes on quantum
hardware, and accuracy for fixed resource use.

To study these, we have integrated our Python pack-
age that generates the Pauli groupings into IBM’s Qiskit

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
n_qubits

1

10

100

<p
os

t-s
ta

te
 d

ep
th

>

ave(depth)
max(depth)
y=n_qubit^2

FIG. 1: Post-state circuit depths after transpilation, target-
ing the quantum hardware ibm oslo. The orange line shows
the increase in circuit depth for the family whose post-state
circuit rotation is deepest. The blue line gives depth increase
averaged over all 2m + 1 families. The dotted line shows that
the depth increase scales with qubit count nqubits = m ap-
proximately as m2.

framework, which can be used to run quantum circuits
on hardware from IBM and other vendors, and may
also be used for classical simulation of quantum devices.
Both the Python package and Qiskit integration we have
made open source. More information on implementation
details and usage of these are given in Sec. VII.

As a benchmark, in addition to naive evaluation,
in what follows we will compare results using the
dense grouping with the native Qiskit [15] grouping
of Pauli strings into families, based on a greedy graph
coloring algorithm over qubit-wise commuting (QWC)
Pauli strings. This functionality is provided by the
AbelianGrouper() class, and for a fully dense Hamil-
tonian (all 4m Pauli strings have non-zero coefficients)
results in a partition into 3m families.1

For the dense grouping strategy, the elements of the
families are generally commuting (GC), except for the
x, y, and z families which are QWC. The circuits re-
quired to transform a given family to the z family are
described in more detail in Appendix B. We call these
operations post-state rotations, because they are applied
at the end of the circuit which generates |ψ〉 for the ex-
pectation value of interest. Circuits for the evaluation
of GC families will have increased depth as compared to

1 The 3m scaling can be seen as follows. Consider the set of Pauli
strings which do not contain I in their string representation.
None of these strings qubit-wise commute with each other, so
any QWC set of families will necessarily need a family for each
of these strings, for a total of at least 3m families. Then, any
strings which do contain Is in their string representation qubit-
wise commute with the corresponding string where all of the Is
are replaced by Zs. These strings have already been sorted into
families, so no additional families are needed, establishing the
claim.
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QWC families, due to the non-trivial post-state rotations
required to bring them to the z family. The average and
maximal post-state circuit depth as a function of nqubits

is shown in Fig. 1. (In this and subsequent sections,
for ease of reading figures, we will use m and nqubits in-
terchangeably.) In contrast, circuits grouped into QWC
families have post-state rotation depth of 1.

As a practical matter, the increased circuit depth can
impact the efficacy of our method relative to QWC strate-
gies. Circuits for GC families will have increased runtime
which can modify scaling arguments based only on the
number of families, and for noisy devices increased depth
may affect the precision of results. We find however, as
discussed in more detail in the following two sections,
that the effects of increased state depth are relatively in-
significant for the ranges of nqubit studied here, so that
the algorithmic improvement of dense grouping is close
to that of scaling arguments based on the number of fam-
ilies.

A. Computational cost

Here we compare the integrated quantum circuit run-
time for evaluating expectation values using the abelian
and dense methods, allocating a fixed number of shots
per group/circuit. As a simple model for the runtime of
a single circuit, we take

τ = τover + τcirc(d) ; (49)

in τover we include all circuit overhead costs except
those for running the circuit, τover = τreset + τdelay +
τmeas [17], and τcirc(d) is the time to run a circuit of
depth d. We assume the runtime is approximately linear
in the transpiled state depth d. Let the state prepa-
ration circuit depth be D. We write the average post-
state depth over families as avef [dpost(f)] and define
a = avef [dpost(f)]/m2, to make the scaling of post-
state depth with m explicit. a itself will depend weakly
on m, and we tabulate values of a obtained using the
ibmq quito transpiler in Table III. The ratio of timings
for abelian and dense methods can then be modeled as

τabelian

τdense
=

3m
[
τover + τcirc(D + 1)

]
(2m + 1)

[
τover + τcirc(D + am2)

] . (50)

If the circuit overhead is much greater than the circuit
runtimes τcirc, or if D >> am2, the runtime improvement
should be close to (3/2)m. The same considerations hold
for τnaive with 3m → 4m in the numerator of (50). If
am2 & D, the accuracy of the expectation value could be
impacted for NISQ hardware or noisy simulators, relative
to a QWC strategy.

m a (transpiled) a (nominal)

2 1.30 0.8

3 1.23 0.75

4 1.23 0.77

5 1.54 0.77

TABLE III: Empirical a values, measured from post-state ro-
tation circuits transpiled with the ibmq quito backend. The
third column (nominal) gives values based on the circuit de-
scription in the text.

B. Runtimes on IBM hardware

We ran a series of tests on ibmq quito to compare
runtimes using the abelian and dense groupings. We pre-
pared the state using the EfficientSU2 ansatz circuit,
with randomly assigned phases for the parameters (these
were held fixed between runs). In order to distinguish
the different terms in Eq. (50), we varied the depth of
the state by increasing the reps argument to the ansatz
function, which appends multiple repetitions of the spec-
ified state circuit. We took reps from 1 to 5. Timings
were all obtained using 20k shots.

The results in Fig. 2 show that increased state depth
has a small effect on the time to complete calculating the
expectation value, of the order of a few percent. Instead,
the circuit overhead appears to be the largest contribut-
ing factor. As a result, the improvements obtained using
the dense grouping are near to the ideal result based on
counting families. Note that time required for mitigation
runs, common to both methods, are not included in these
timings.

At present, it is typical for quantum resources to
be priced on a per-shot basis—These costs range from
$0.0002 to $0.01 per shot depending on vendor and de-
vice [18]. With a fixed number of shots allocated per
group/circuit, the improvement provided by dense group-
ing is the ratio of the numbers of groups, provided accu-
racy is comparable between different methods (ignoring
any fixed overhead independent of method if mitigation
circuits are used). We study this in the next section and
show that expectation value results for the dense group-
ing compare well with naive and abelian methods with a
fixed number of shots per group.

C. EV accuracy

In general, one expects that the grouping method can
impact precision due to the correlation of shots data
across multiple operators in a family [2]. For the naive
grouping method, all Pauli strings are evaluated sepa-
rately, whereas for grouped strategies the same shots
data is used to evaluate contributions of all the opera-
tors in the group, which introduces correlations into the
expectation value. The structure of these correlations
will depend on both the grouping method and detailed
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FIG. 2: Circuits used to compute expectation values were cal-
culated on ibmq quito using both dense and abelian group-
ing methods for 3 to 5 qubits. The ratios of the calculation
times between different methods are shown here. The ideal
speedup factor is the ratio of the number of circuits, 3m

2m+1
shown by dotted lines. The states measured are constructed
using EfficientSU2, and the reps parameter is varied from 1
to 5 to show the effects of increased circuit depth. Note that
in two runs the time taken was much larger than expected,
leading to large error bars (determined by the standard de-
viation in a sample of three to five runs) around (25,7) and
(70,4.5). It is unclear the cause of this error.

form of the Hamiltonian and state, however it was shown
in [2] that without any prior on the state |ψ〉 the expected
value of the covariance between any two commuting Pauli
strings is zero.

In addition to covariance effects introduced by group-
ing, there is another effect specific to groupings contain-
ing generally commuting (as opposed to qubit-wise com-
muting) strings. For families of QWC strings, the post-
state rotation circuit to bring the family into the z family
will have depth 1. For GC families, the post-state circuit
depth will depend on family and will be greater than 1.
For the optimal dense groupings generated in this work,
this depth on average grows with qubit number like m2,
as discussed in Appendix B and shown in Fig. 1.

Here we investigate the accuracy of expectation val-
ues obtained using the dense grouping method and com-
pare these with the naive and abelian methods on the
IBM simulator FakeOslo. We present results for the
A+

1 (g) Hamiltonian, discussed in more detail in the fol-
lowing section. We have also carried out analogous stud-
ies with random dense Hamiltonians and find similar re-
sults, but working with a physical Hamiltonian has the
advantage that results can be directly compared while
varying nqubit = m.

We carry out repeated evaluations of the expectation
value of the Hamiltonian in the zero state, which we de-
note 〈0|A+

1 (g)|0〉. Note that here the zero state refers to
the product state of all qubits in the zero state, rather
than the ground state of the Hamiltonian, which is in gen-

2 3 4 5 6
n_qubits
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2.900
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2.950

2.975

3.000

<0
|A

1+
(g

)|0
>

g=0.80

g=0.85

naive
abelian
dense

FIG. 3: Expectation value measurements of the A+
1 (g) Hamil-

tonian, as a function of nqubits and for different grouping
strategies. The exact values of 〈0|A+

1 (g)|0〉 for g = 0.8 and
g = 0.85 are given by dashed lines indicated on the figure.
Results obtained using the FakeOslo simulator are shown for
naive (blue circles), abelian (red squares), and dense (green
triangles) grouping strategies. The values shown here are av-
eraged over 20 runs, with 20,000 shots on each run and using
CompleteMeasFitter error mitigation with 10,000 shots.

eral much more complicated because the Hamiltonian is
dense. Working with the zero state maximizes any im-
pact of post-state depth with respect to the naive and
abelian methods (i.e. to make the comparison conserva-
tive). We find that in the absence of error mitigation
techniques, biases can be present that skew the expecta-
tion values for all grouping methods, and moreover that
in each case these biases are effectively eliminated by
applying error mitigation. The results shown in Fig. 3
use the Qiskit function CompleteMeasFitter with 10k
shots to compute the mitigation matrices.

We compute 〈0|A+
1 (g)|0〉 for coupling values g =

0.8, 0.85 and m ∈ [2, 6] using 20k shots/circuit for each
of naive, abelian, and dense groupings (we omit naive
data for m = 6 because the computation time became
excessive on a laptop). In each case the computation is
repeated 20 times, and the average and standard devia-
tion of the results are plotted in Fig. 3. We find that all
grouping methods are able to accurately predict the true
expectation value in this state within errors, with the
occasional ≈ 1σ fluctuation. The uncertainties increase
with the number of qubits m, ranging from . 0.1% at
m = 2 to ≈ 0.5% at m = 6. The uncertainties are com-
mensurate across the three methods, with no method ob-
viously outperforming another. This indicates that the
effect of additional post-state depth incurred by the dense
grouping is mild up to m = 6, and that any of the meth-
ods can be used (with mitigation) to obtain accurate es-
timates. Note that the computational expense is least for
the dense grouping; if computational expense was fixed
the dense (and abelian) uncertainties would be reduced
relative to the naive grouping.
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VI. TESTING WITH VQE

The variational quantum eigensolver (VQE) algorithm
relies on repeated evaluations of expectation values of a
Hamiltonian H with a given parameterized ansatz state
to determine the minimum energy expectation and cor-
responding state over the ansatz manifold. For dense
Hamiltonians an optimal grouping into families may pro-
vide significant cost/resource benefits.

A. Femtouniverse

Here we investigate this using a matrix quantum me-
chanics model obtained by the dimensional reduction of
4D SU(2) gauge theory on a spatial 3-torus, the so-called
“femtouniverse” model [19–27]. This model is interesting
for isolating some of the nonperturbative low-energy dy-
namics of a confining gauge theory into a solvable quan-
tum mechanics model, and because matrix models are
thought to play a significant role in holographic theo-
ries of quantum gravity (albeit at large N .) The theory
is most compactly formulated on a gauge-invariant state
space, but constrained to such a space the Hamiltonian
is generally dense. We have recently studied quantum
simulations of the femtouniverse [28], and here we ex-
hibit the impact of adding Pauli grouping to the VQE
determination of the ground state.

We construct a truncated Hamiltonian in the zero-flux
sector (known as the A+

1 sector, for historical reasons).
We decompose the Hamiltonian into Pauli strings and
apply a cut to remove strings which have coefficients
with absolute values less than a given tolerance. The
numerical value of the cut was taken to be 0.0001 in
units of the inverse spatial torus size 1/L. We observe
that the number of Pauli strings remaining after the cut
is & 50% compared to the fully dense scenario (4m)
for the range studied m ∈ [2, 6], and that the number
of strings scales exponentially with m. We then group
the resulting Hamiltonian using the dense partitioning,
and we compare this with the grouping generated by the
AbelianGrouper class native to Qiskit. The results of
this are shown in Fig. 4, where we plot the resultant num-
ber of families vs m. For m = 2, both the abelian and
dense groupings generate 5 families, for m > 2 the dense
grouping outperforms. At m = 6 the dense grouping has
an approximate 6× improvement with 365 vs. 65 fami-
lies for the abelian and dense groupings respectively, and
based on observed scaling, for larger m the improvement
from the dense grouping will continue to increase. In
Fig. 5 we plot the time for 10 VQE iterations vs nqubits
and observe an improvement consistent with the gain pre-
dicted by ratio between number of families from abelian
grouping vs. dense grouping. Where the dense grouping
makes VQE computation tractable for higher number of
qubits, it doesn’t guarantee an improvement in the ac-
curacy of VQE results since they depend upon multiple
simulation parameters.

VII. DESCRIPTION OF PUBLIC CODE

Our public code is presented in two packages. The
first package is called psfam.py, and its purpose is to
partition strings, and to construct a unitary operator of
clifford gates which diagonalizes each family. The second
package is an extension of qiskit that integrates the
operator groupings provided by psfam into expectation
value measurements.
psfam presents the partitioning for any number of

qubits m. The following code prints the generating ma-
trix A from Eq. (19) and reports each family:

from psfam.pauli_organizer import *

m=2

PO = PauliOrganizer(m)

print(PO.properties ())

print()

for f in PO.get_families ():

print(f)

The output is:

Qubits: 2

Generating Matrix:

[1, 1]

[1, 0]

XZ,YX,ZY

XY,ZX,YZ

IY,YI,YY

IX,XI,XX

II,IZ,ZI ,ZZ

Additionally, this object has functionality to
construct the post-state rotation circuits de-
scribed in Sec. IV C and Appendix B through the
PauliOrganizer.apply to circuit(circuit) method.
It also calculates the coefficients from the end of
Appendix B which represent the contribution of each
measurement to the expectation value. This package
can be found at [29].

The Qiskit extension dense ev [30] provides two
classes used to compute expectation values using the op-
timal dense groupings provided by psfam. The first of
these is DenseGrouper, which converts a SummedOp object
into a sum of SummedOp objects (also of type SummedOp),
organized according to the specification of psfam.

The second class, DensePauliExpectation, contains
the logic to compute expectation values on quantum
hardware or simulators using optimal dense grouping.
It can be used as a replacement for the Qiskit native
PauliExpectation class. The code fragments below give
examples of this for a simple expectation value,

from dense_ev import DensePauliExpectation

# EV

...

ev_spec = StateFn(H).compose(psi)

expectation = \

DensePauliExpectation ().convert(ev_spec)
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FIG. 4: (Left) Number of family groupings generated by different grouping methods for the A+
1 (g = 0.8) femtouniverse

Hamiltonian, as a function of number of qubits m. We compare the naive decomposition into individual Pauli strings, the
AbelianGrouper, and the dense grouping. (Right) The same data but plotted as a ratio to the number of families from the
dense grouping (2m+1), showing the improvement factor of the dense grouping compared to measuring individual Pauli strings
(blue) and grouping generated by AbelianGrouper (orange). The dotted lines give an indication of the exponential improvement
observed using the dense vs. other methods.

3 4 5
n_qubits

100

101

102

103

104

tim
e 

fo
r 1

0 
VQ

E 
ite

ra
tio

ns
 [s

]

naive
abelian
dense

FIG. 5: Time for 10 VQE iterations vs nqubits on AER simu-
lator

...

and as a component of the VQE algorithm:

# VQE

...

vqe = VQE(ansatz , optimizer=spsa ,

quantum_instance=qi,

callback=store_intermediate_result ,

expectation=DensePauliExpectation ())

result =\

vqe.compute_minimum_eigenvalue(operator=H)

...

We also provide routines that perform unit tests on
our codes.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

The Pauli grouping algorithm discussed in this paper
can substantially reduce the time required to measure
operators on quantum simulators and real devices. The
algorithm completely sorts all Pauli strings on any fixed
number of qubits m into a minimal set of maximally-sized
commuting families without any repeated strings. It is
optimal for dense operators, with support over an order
one fraction of the strings, and in this case it can reduce
runtimes by a factor of (2/3)m relative to qubit-wise com-
muting groupings. The public string partitioning pack-
age psfam and the Qiskit package dense ev described in
Sec VII have been tested on random Hamiltonians and a
matrix quantum mechanics model relevant in high energy
physics. We find timing improvements relative to abelian
grouping close to the theoretical limit and small impacts
on precision, indicating that larger post-state rotation
depths and correlated uncertainties are not significant
effects at least for some problems of interest.

In its current form, this approach is mainly useful for
problems involving dense operators and relatively small
numbers of qubits. For sparse operators, the grouping
makes no attempt to minimize the number of families
that appear, and graph theoretic approaches are typically
better. Combining the two methods could present inter-
esting opportunities for future development. We empha-
size, however, that in some cases there may not be a one-
size-fits-all best method. Similar to integration, there
may be a wealth of efficient techniques, analytic and nu-
merical, which are effective against different classes of
problems. Also, the computational cost of measuring
dense operators is still exponential in m, and therefore
infeasible asymptotically. However, there are many inter-
esting problems in physics and quantum information that
involve dense operators and that we would like to study
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with NISQ era devices, and for such problems the reduc-
tion in measurement cost from, say, a thousand circuits
to a hundred can be a significant consideration.

A sample of interesting directions for further develop-
ment include combining Pauli grouping with approxima-
tion methods to optimize precision for fixed resources;
extending the method to optimize the grouping solution
for operators of intermediate density; and studying appli-
cations to simulations of HEP models, state tomography,
and others. We hope to return to these problems in fu-
ture work.
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Appendix A: Matrix algorithms

In this appendix we describe the algorithmic construc-
tion of the various matrices used in Section IV to con-
struct a suitable set of generating matrices {A1...AN−1}.
We will focus on exclusively Z2 valued matrices in this
section. We start by constructing a companion matrix
[16]. A companion matrix is constructed by using an
irreducible polynomial f(x) =

∑n
i=0 aix

i (which, for ex-
ample, the galois.py package can produce [32].) An ir-
reducible polynomial is a polynomial over a finite field
which can’t be written as a product of polynomials in
that field. The companion matrix is constructed as

C =


0 1 0 ... 0

... 1

0 0 1

−a0 −a1 ... −am−1

 (A1)

The matrix D such that CD = DCT is:

D =



0 0 0 ... 0 b0
0 0 0 ... b0 b1
0 0 0 ... b1 b2
... ... ... ... ...

0 b0 b1 ... bm−3 bm−2

b0 b1 b2 ... bm−2 bm−1


(A2)

where the bi are defined as

bi =

i−1∑
k=0

am−i+kbk (A3)

with b0 ≡ 1. Multiplying the matrices, one finds:

CD =



0 0 ... b0 b1
0 0 ... b1 b2
0 0 ... b2 b3
... ... ... ...

b0 b1 ... bm−2 bm−1

−am−1b0 −am−1b1 + ... ... ... ...


(A4)

where the elements in the bottom row are

(CD)m−1,i =

(i+1)−1∑
k=0

am−(i+1)+kbk = bi+1, (A5)

so that CD can be simplified to

CD =



0 0 0 ... b0 b1
0 0 0 ... b1 b2
0 0 0 ... b2 b3
... ... ... ... ...

b0 b1 b2 ... bm−2 bm−1

b1 b2 b3 ... bm−1 bm


. (A6)

This can be verified by explicit matrix multiplication.
The symmetry of D and CD implies CD = DCT :

CD = (CD)T = DCT . (A7)

The next step of this process assumes that there is a
1 somewhere on the diagonal of D. If m is odd, then
there must be a 1 on the diagonal, because b0 is on the
diagonal. For m even, the diagonals are populated by
odd bi. We will show by induction and contradiction
that for even m, it is impossible that bi = 0 for all odd
i. Suppose that b1 = 0. Then

b1 = am−1b0 = 0

⇒ am−1 = 0. (A8)

The inductive step is as follows. Take some odd j > 1.
Suppose am−i = 0 for all odd i < j. For these values,
the indices of a are odd. Then

bj = 0 =

j−1∑
k=0

am−j+kbk (A9)
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When k is odd, bk = 0. When k is even and nonzero,
m − j − k is odd, so am−j−k = 0 by the assumption
above. So the entire sum reduces to the k = 0 term, and
we find that am−j must vanish:

bj = am−jb0 = am−j = 0. (A10)

Thus, if all bi = 0 for odd i, we may iterate this process
for increasing values of j to find:

ai =

{
0 i odd

ci/2 i even

}
(A11)

for some c. This corresponds to a perfect square of the

polynomial
∑m/2
i=0 cix

i. But a describes an irreducible
polynomial, which is a contradiction. We conclude that
it is impossible for bi = 0 for all odd i, so there must be
some odd value of i such that bi = 1, and this must appear
on the diagonal of D, so there is a 1 on the diagonal of
D.

Next, we construct a matrix Λ so that every diagonal
entry of M = ΛTDΛ is unity. Choose an a such that
Da,a = 1 and define a vector vi = 1 + Di,i. Then con-
struct

Λi,j = δi,j + δi,avj . (A12)

Then

(ΛTDΛ)i,i =
∑
j,k

(δj,i + δj,avi)Dj,k(δk,i + δk,avi)

= Di,i +Da,av
2
i +Di,avi +Da,ivi

= Di,i + vi

= 1 + 2Di,i

= 1 (A13)

gives an M with 1 on every diagonal. (Note that 2Di,i =
0 because we are working in Z2.)
M is invertible because it is a product of invertible

matrices. It must also have a principal minor which is
invertible, which we will prove next.

Consider a symmetric principal minor i of M , which
is called M [i]. If M [i] is not invertible then it has a
eigenvector with zero eigenvalue:

∃c ∈ Zm2 :
∑
k 6=i

M [i]jkck = 0. (A14)

There is no eigenvector of zero eigenvalue for M , since
M is invertible. Let ci = 0. Then

(Mc)j 6=i =
∑
k 6=i

M [i]jkck +Mjici = 0 (A15)

and so it must be that (Mc)j=i = 1. Thus Mc = u, with
u defined by uj = δi,j . Therefore cTMc = ci = 0. We

also have M−1u = c and uTM−1u = M−1
ii = ci = 0.

Now suppose that every principal minor is non-
invertible. Then, for every i, we may construct a Zm2 -
vector ci, with cii = 0, which restricts to a Zm−1

2 -
eigenvector of M [i] with zero eigenvalue. Therefore all
diagonal elements of M−1 vanish. Now sandwich M−1

between any vector v in Zm2 :

vTM−1v =
∑
i,j

viM
−1
ij vj (A16)

In the sum, every off-diagonal term of M−1 appears with
its transpose. Since M is symmetric and we are working
in Z2 these terms cancel. So the only terms remaining
are:

vTM−1v =
∑

v2
iM
−1
ii = 0. (A17)

Thus the equation vTM−1v = 0 holds for every v. In
particular, for vj ≡Mji for any i, we find

0 = vTM−1v = (MT )ijM
−1
jk Mki = MT

i,i = 1. (A18)

This is a contradiction, so M has at least one principal
minor i which is invertible and symmetric.

Assume M = LLT and M [i] = L[i]L[i]T (we will use
induction to prove these decompositions momentarily).
Then:

M =

(
L[i]L[i]T η

ηT 1

)

=

(
L[i] 0

(L[i]−1η)T d0

)(
L[i]T L[i]−1η

0 d0

)
(A19)

The multiplication of the last row and column gives 1 =
d2

0 +
∑
j(L
−1
i η)2

j . If d0 = 0, then L is not invertible. This
cannot be the case. If L is not invertible, then there is
a vector v such that LT v = 0. Then LLT v = 0, which
means that M is not invertible. But we have already seen
that M is invertible, so d0 = 1.

The induction process works as follows. M has an
invertible principal minor, which also has an invertible
principal minor, until the principal minor is [1] = [1][1]T .
Each principal minor can be written as LLT , so the ma-
trix which has LLT as its principal minor can also be
written as LLT , until M = LLT .

The algorithm which completes this process must take
the inverse of L, which has O(m3) complexity. The en-
tire algorithm should then have complexity O(

∑m
i=0 i

3) =
O(m4).

Appendix B: Circuit representation

This appendix details the circuit representation of U =

exp(iπ4
∑
k xk). First, a circuit representation of e

iπ
4 xk is
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FIG. 6: 2 possible representations of the quantum circuit corresponding to exp( iπ
4
IXIXX).

needed. We decompose the factors in U as

e
iπ
4 xk =

1√
2

(1 + ixk) =
1√
2
U†Y (1 + izk)UY , (B1)

UY =

m∏
i

e
iπ
4 y2i (B2)

so that we find

e
iπ
4

∑
xk = U†Y e

iπ
4

∑
zkUY . (B3)

In the definition of UY , y2i represents a string with a
single Y at the ith position, and I everywhere else; as a
tensor product, it is

e
iπ
4 y2i = 1⊗ ...1 + iσy√

2
...⊗ 1. (B4)

Since each e
iπ
4 y2i is a tensor product, computing UY is

the same as computing a one qubit gate for
1+iσy√

2
and

applying it to every qubit. This one qubit gate is a U
gate with parameters θ = −π, λ = φ = 0, so UY is a
product of U(−π, 0, 0) gates on each qubit.

The operator e
iπ
4 zk can be expressed as a quantum

circuit as follows. First, find the set of qubits on which
the string zk contains a σz in its tensor product. Select
one qubit Q from the set and apply CX gates between
Q and all the rest in the set. This measures the parity
of the set. Then apply an S gate to Q, which is equal
to
√
Z up to a phase. Finally undo the CX gates. See

Figure 6 for an example.
We have so far proven that any of our unitary trans-

formations can be expressed as a quantum circuit, except
for the z and x families. The x family is diagonalized by
UY and the z family is already diagonal:

UY ZU
†
Y =

1

2
(1 + iY )Z(1− iY ) = i(−iZ) = +X. (B5)

This can be repeated for each qubit to diagonalize any x
string.

To calculate the expectation value of a Hamiltonian,
〈ψ|H|ψ〉, follow the following procedure. First decom-
pose the Hamiltonian into Pauli strings. As in the main
text we label the strings based on families:

Ti,j =


Si,P (j)(i) if 0 < j < N

zi if j = 0

xi if j = N

 . (B6)

Here P (j) represents the permutation associated with the
jth family, and Ti,j is the ith string of the jth family. We
may decompose H as

〈H〉 = α0,0 +

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
j=0

αi,j〈Ti,j〉 (B7)

There is a coefficient for each measurement including the
identity, whose decomposition we label α0,0, placing it
with the z family.

Let |χk〉 represent the kth state in the computational
basis. (Recall we are ordering this basis via binary en-

coding, where, e.g., state 6 is |110〉 or | ↑↑↓〉.) Let |φ(j)
k 〉

represent the kth eigenvector of the family j. If Uj diag-

onalizes family j, then Uj |φ(j)
k 〉 = |χk〉. Then:

〈Ti,j〉 =

N−1∑
k=0

〈ψ|Ti,j |φ(j)
k 〉〈φ

(j)
k |ψ〉

=

N−1∑
k=0

λi,k〈ψ|φ(j)
k 〉〈φ

(j)
k |ψ〉

=

N−1∑
k=0

λi,k〈ψ|U†j |χk〉〈χk|Uj |ψ〉

=

N−1∑
k=0

λi,k|〈χk|Uj |ψ〉|2 (B8)

The value |〈χk|Uj |ψ〉|2 represents the fraction of mea-
surements on Uj which are measured in the k state. Plac-
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ing this into the equation for the Hamiltonian:

〈H〉 =

N−1∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

N−1∑
k=0

αi,jλi,k|〈χk|Uj |ψ〉|2

+

N−1∑
i=0

N−1∑
k=0

αi,0λi,k|〈χk|ψ〉|2 (B9)

For clarity we can factor this expression into the measure-
ments times a set of coefficients. Each family will have
N coefficients, representing the N common eigenstates:

〈H〉 =

N∑
j=0,k=0

cj,kMj,k (B10)

Here Mj,k represents the fraction of measurements of
family j in state k. The coefficients are

cj,k =

{ ∑N−1
i=1 αi,jλi,k if 0 < j ≤ N∑N−1
i=0 αi,0λi,k if j = 0

}
. (B11)
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In this paper we consider the κ-deformed boost acting on a two-particles states.

Using techniques developed in the case of infinitesimal boost we compute explicit

expression for the components of the finite boost matrices acting on the first and

second particle. We briefly discuss phenomenological consequences of our findings.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is commonly believed that when quantum gravity effects are taken into account the

standard description of quantum particles and fields is dramatically modified [1], [2], leading

to new effects that might be even observable with current or near future technologies [3],

[4]. One class of these effects is associated with possible deformations of spacetime sym-

metries (see [5] for a recent comprehensive review). Interesting effects originate also from

deformation of discrete transformations: the charge conjugation C, space inversion P and

time reversal T. Deformation of these symmetries can be expected at high energy and result

in measurable effects, e.g. on particle lifetimes [6]. As known from research on the violation

of these symmetries and their combinations in weak interactions, other observables that are

very sensitive to their violation require measurements of multi-particle states. In particular,

subtle effects of the CP violation, or even more elusive CPT non-conservation anticipated

in some extensions of the Standard Model, could be best observed in interference of two or

more particles [7]. It is therefore important to build a theoretical framework for description

of deformed states of more than one particle boosted to very high energy.

The presence of quantum deformations of spacetime symmetries was firmly established

and is well understood in the context of gravity in 2+1 spacetime dimensions, see e.g., [8–11].

In physical 3+1 dimensions the situation is less clear, but there are indications that also
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in this case the spacetime symmetries should get deformed, as a consequence of quantum

gravitational effects [12]. In what follows we will consider a particular, best studied example

of a quantum deformation, called κ-Poincaré [13], [14].

One of the characteristic features of quantum deformations of spacetime symmetries is

the emergence of a nontrivial co-product, i.e., the rules of action of these symmetries on

multiparticle states. Take the momentum operator P as an example. The one-particle state

|P 〉 is its eigenstate

P . |P 〉 = P |P 〉 (1)

Thus the momentum operator computes momenta of the particles. More abstractly, the

momentum operator maps one-particle Hilbert space to itself P : H → H. This however

does not provide any canonical way in which the translation operator acts on two-particle

state, an element of the tensor product of two one-particle Hilbert spaces. This action is

captured by the so called coproduct

∆P : H⊗H → H⊗H (2)

The simplest possibility, used in the standard undeformed quantum field theory is the Leib-

nizean rule

∆PLeibniz . |P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 = (P . |P 〉)⊗ |Q〉+ |P 〉 ⊗ (P . |Q〉) = (P +Q)|P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 (3)

Thus ∆P computes the total momentum of the two-particle system. This can be extended

to the multi-particles’ case by associativity:

∆P . |P (1)〉 ⊗ |P (2)〉 ⊗ |P (3)〉 = ∆P .
(
|P (1)〉 ⊗ |P (2)〉

)
⊗ |P (3)〉

In the case of κ-Poincaré deformation, for time and space components we find (in the classical

basis, in which Pµ form a standard Lorentz vector)

∆Pκ0 . |P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 =

(
1

κ
P0(Q0 +Q4) +

P ·Q
P0 + P4

+Q0

κ

P0 + P4

)
|P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 (4)

∆Pκ . |P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 =

(
1

κ
P (Q0 +Q4) + Q

)
|P 〉 ⊗ |Q〉 (5)

where we use boldface to denote the spacial components of a four-vector and the fourth

component is defined as P4 =
√
κ2 + P 2

0 −P2. In the recent paper [15] a new, group-

theoretical method of deriving the action of deformed κ-Poincaré symmetries on two-particle
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states was introduced. In the case of Lorentz symmetry the formulas describing infinitesimal

boosts was derived, and here we will extend this construction to the case of finite Lorentz

boosts.

II. ACTION OF DEFORMED BOOSTS ON TWO-PARTICLE SYSTEM

Following [15], to derive the action of Lorentz boosts on two-particle state, we start with

the Iwasawa decomposition of the algebra so(1, 4)

so(1, 4) = so(1, 3)⊕ a⊕ n (6)

where a and n are generated respectively by

x0 = − i
κ


0 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 0

 x =
i

κ


0 εT 0

ε 0 ε

0 −εT 0

 . (7)

and form the Lie algebra of the Lie group AN(3) representing the deformed momenta (see

[5] for details). The so(1, 3) represents Lorentz trasformations.

As the consequence of the Iwasawa decomposition, any SO(4, 1) element G can be

uniquely written as a group product G = Lg with L ∈ SO(1, 3) (Lorentz group) and

g ∈ AN(3) (momentum space group-manifold [5]). Then there is a unique couple,

g′ ∈ AN(3), L′g ∈ SO(1, 3) such that

G = Lg = g′L′g. (8)

Notice that the Lorentz matrix Lg on the right hand side can in general be momentum

dependent. This matrix will be of fundamental importance in discussion of the two-particle

boost, and we need to find explicitly its components. To this end, we use the representation

(7) to write both g and g′, and consider without loss of generality L as a boost in the x1

direction, to obtain

L =



γ −βγ 0 0 0

−βγ γ 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 1


g =



P̃4 κP1/P+ κP2/P+ κP3/P+ P0

P1 κ 0 0 P1

P2 0 κ 0 P2

P3 0 0 κ P3

P̃0 −κP1/P+ −κP2/P+ −κP3/P+ P4


(9)
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L′g =



L00 L01 L02 L03 0

L10 L11 L12 L13 0

L20 L21 L22 L23 0

L30 L31 L32 L33 0

0 0 0 0 1


g′ =



P̃ ′4 κP′1/P
′
+ κP′2/P

′
+ κP′3/P

′
+ P ′0

P′1 κ 0 0 P′1

P′2 0 κ 0 P′2

P′3 0 0 κ P′3

P̃ ′0 −κP′1/P ′+ −κP′2/P ′+ −κP′3/P ′+ P ′4


(10)

where we abbreviate

P̃4 = P4 +
P2

P+

P̃0 = P0 −
P2

P+

P+ = P0 + P4. (11)

It can be checked [15] that if the entries P0,P in the last column of the g-matrix in (9)

represents the momenta before boost, the entries P ′0,P
′ in the last column of the g′-matrix

in (10) represents the boosted momenta. After straightforward but tedious computations

using eq. (8), one obtains an explicit expression for the entries of the matrix L′g, which can

be found in Appendix A.

When discussing possible experimental signatures of κ-deformation it is usually sufficient

to consider only the first order approximation of the above formulas, proportional to 1/κ .

The expansion of L′g up to first order in 1/κ can be written as a the sum of the undeformed

κ→∞ matrix and the first order one

L′g = L′g(κ→∞) +
1

κ
L̃′g +O

(
1

κ2

)
(12)

where

L′g(κ→∞) =



γ −βγ 0 0 0

−βγ γ 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 1


(13)

L̃′g =



(1− γ) [(1 + γ)P0 − βγP1] γP1 − γ(γP1 − βγP0) (γ − 1)P2 (γ − 1)P3 0

γP1 − γ(γP1 − βγP0) βγ(γ − 1)P1 − β2γ2P0 −βγP2 −βγP3 0

(1− γ)P2 βγP2 0 0 0

(1− γ)P3 βγP3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0


(14)
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Notice that if L′g is a legitimate Lorentz transformation, then by definition one must have

L′gηL
′T
g = η (15)

where η is the Minkowski metric. We know that the zeroth order in perturbation satisfies

the relation

L′g(κ→∞)ηL′
T
g (κ→∞) = η (16)

by definition, which means that we must have (ignoring terms of order 1/κ2)

L′g(κ→∞)η(L̃′)Tg + L̃′gη[L′g(κ→∞)]T = 0. (17)

This is already ensured by the Iwasawa decomposition, but one can nevertheless explicitly

check that (12) satisfies this relations.

Let us now turning to computing the action of boost on a two-particle state [15], [16].

By the same reasoning as before, we have

(gh)′ = Lg(L′g)
−1L′gh(L′hg)

−1 (18)

Notice that multiplication of the matrices Lg, L′gh from the right by an arbitrary Lorentz

matrix does not change the entries of their last columns so that |(Lg(L′g)
−1)(P )〉 = |(Lg)(P )〉

and in writing the states we can neglect the Lorentz group elemet on the right of g. Therefore

we define the action of the Lorentz transformation L on a two particle state as

∆L . |g(P )〉 ⊗ |h(Q)〉 = |(Lg)(P )〉|(L′gh)(Q)〉. (19)

where (Lg)(P ) denotes (in the case of the boost along the first axis) the four top components

of the last column of the product of the matrices L and g in (9), in components explicitly

(γP0−βγP1,−βγP0+γP1, P2, P3). The components of L′gh can be similarly computed using

(12) in the linearized case or using the formulas presented in the Appendix A in the full

case.

III. TWO-PARTICLES KINEMATICS

Consider decay of a particle of mass M , originally at rest, into two particles of mass m.

Starting from the first order expansion in 1/κ of the four-momentum deformed composition
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rule (P ⊕Q)0 and (P ⊕Q)i we get

(P ⊕Q)0 ≈ P0 +Q0 +
PQ

κ
(P ⊕Q)i ≈ Pi +Qi +

PiQ0

κ
(20)

and we need to impose

P0 +Q0 +
PQ

κ
= M Pi +Qi +

PiQ0

κ
= 0. (21)

We need to find the spatial momenta such that these two relations are satisfied. The con-

servation of spatial momenta tells us that the momenta P and Q are parallel, which means

that we can align them with one of our axis, and we can write Pµ = (P0, P, 0, 0) and

Qµ = (Q0, Q, 0, 0) without loss of generality. We have therefore

P0 +Q0 +
PQ

κ
= M P +Q+

PQ0

κ
= 0. (22)

From the conservation of momenta, one can get the relation

P ≈ −Q+
QQ0

κ
(23)

which substituted back into the sum of energies gives (at first order in 1/κ)

Q ≈
√
M2 − 4m2

(
1

2
+

3M

8κ

)
(24)

Substituting back into (23), we also get

P ≈ −
√
M2 − 4m2

(
1

2
+
M

8κ

)
. (25)

Notice that the modulus P differs from that of Q by
√
M2 − 4m2M/4κ.

We can now boost the two particles. Since the boost is in the x direction but the two

particles can go in arbitrary direction in the center of mass frame, we consider spherical

coordinates with the polar axis oriented along the x axis, so that the coordinates of the

momenta Pµ and Qµ are given by

Pµ = (P0, P cos θ, P sin θ sinφ, P sin θ cosφ) =: (P0, P1, P2, P3) (26)

Qµ = (Q0, Q cos θ,Q sin θ sinφ,Q sin θ cosφ) =: (Q0, Q1, Q2, Q3). (27)

When computing the boost, we have two possibilities, depending on which particle is the

first and which is second in (19), namely L.Pµ and L′g .Qµ, or L.Qµ and L′g .Pµ. Since the
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undeformed boost acts on momenta as usual, we will only concentrate in the action of L′g.

Furthermore, since the second case can be obtained from the first one by simply switching

P ←→ Q, we will only consider the first one. Using equations (13), (14), (24), (25), we can

write down the first order expansion in powers of 1/κ of the momenta boosted using L′g. We

have

(L′g . Q)0 = γ(Q0 − βQ1) +
1

κ

[
(γ − 1)(P2Q2 + P3Q3 − γP1Q1 + βγQ0P1)

+ P0(Q0 −Q0γ
2 + βγ2Q1)

]
(28)

(L′g . Q)1 = γ(Q1 − βQ0) +
1

κ

[
− βγ(P2Q2) + P3Q3 − P1(Q0 − βQ1)(γ − 1)γ

+ P0(Q1 −Q1γ
2 +Q0βγ

2)
]

(29)

(L′g . Q)2 = Q2 +
1

κ
[P2(Q0 −Q0γ +Q1βγ)] (30)

(L′g . Q)3 = Q3 +
1

κ
[P3(Q0 −Q0γ +Q1βγ)] (31)

One can also explicitly write the expressions of L . P and L′g . Q obtained by substituting

eq. (24), (25) in the formulae, these expressions can be found in Appendix B. Furthermore,

we can also plot the angular dependence of the modulus of the deformed boosted momenta

to compare it to the undeformed case. In figures below all the quantities on the axes are

expressed in GeV.

In the center of mass (COM) frame, the two momenta are distributed on a sphere. Because

of deformation, however, the spatial momenta P andQ are different in modulus (see eq. (24),

(25)). In Figure 1 we show the distribution of momenta in the COM frame, together with

the distribution in the undeformed case. To highlight the qualitative difference, for the next

plots we chose hypothetically M = 10 GeV, m = 0.1 GeV, κ = 102 GeV. Furthermore, we

chose the domains φ ∈
[
− π

10
, 3π

2
+ π

10

]
and φ ∈

[
0, 3π

2

]
for the distributions of the deformed

P and the deformed Q respectively, in order to clearly show how they are related to the

undeformed one. Notice that the undeformed case contains only a single surface because

both spatial momenta have the same modulus.
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Non-Deformed P,Q

Deformed Q

Deformed P

FIG. 1: Angular distribution of deformed and undeformed momenta in the COM frame,

with parameters M = 10 GeV, m = 0.1 GeV, κ = 102 GeV. Notice the onion-like structure,

with the undeformed momentum being innermost, followed by the deformed P , and finally

the deformed q. Here, P and Q are antipodal (see eq. (21)). To give a more concrete

numerical estimate, the modulus of the undeformed momentum is 5.00 GeV, the modulus

of P is 5.12 GeV, while the modulus of Q is 5.37 GeV.

We then boost our momenta. In particular, Pµ will be canonically boosted while Qµ will

be boosted in a deformed way (recall however that both Pµ and Qµ still have some effects

of deformation in their modulus). In this case we chose γ = 5 while the other parameters

remain the same. We also restricted the domain in φ of all distributions to better show the

features of the surfaces, and we obtain Figure 2. Notice that the deformed boost not only

modifies the amplitude of the boosted momentum, but also its angular distribution.
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Non-deformed P,Q

Deformed boosted Q

Boosted P

FIG. 2: Angular distribution of deformed and undeformed momenta in the boosted frame,

with parameters γ = 5, M = 10 GeV, m = 0.1 GeV, κ = 102 GeV. Recall that both P

and Q feel the effects of deformation already in the modulus (see eq. (25) and (24)). When

boosting, P gets boosted with a canonical non-deformed boost, while Q is instead boosted

in a deformed way.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we discussed the action of κ-deformed boost on a two-particles state. As a

result of the deformation of boost co-product there is a κ-dependent difference between the

way the first and second particle is boosted, depicted in Figure 2.

Our findings can have important implications for future research on deformed fields using

two-particle correlations. It is common to study interference patterns in variables defined

as a difference of particles’ momenta or difference of their decay times. Sensitivity of these

variables to new phenomena is the best for their small values where interference pattern

variates largely and statistics of data samples is sizable. As can be seen from Eqs. (28-

31), for P and Q close to each other, their difference mostly depends on the 1/κ correction

term. This fact can be exploited in the phenomenological studies of interference of flavoured

mesons produced in decays Φ0(1020) → K0K̄0, Ψ(3770) → D0D̄0, Υ(10580) → B0B̄0

and Υ(10860) → B0
s B̄

0
s , provided the Lorentz boosts are large enough and experimental

resolutions in momenta and time are sufficiently good.
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Appendix A: Components of the boost matrix L′
g

L00 =
γP4 + P0

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

+ (γ − 1)
P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
− βγ P1

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

(A1)

L10 =
1

κ

[
γP1 − βγP4 − βγ

P2

P+

− (γP1 − βγP0)
( γP4 + P0

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

+ (γ − 1)
P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
− βγ P1

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

)]
(A2)

L20 =
P2

κ

[
1−

( γP4 + P0

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

+ (γ − 1)
P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)

− βγ P1

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

)]
(A3)

L30 =
P3

κ

[
1−

( γP4 + P0

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

+ (γ − 1)
P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)

− βγ P1

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

)]
(A4)

L01 = (γ − 1)κ
P1

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
− βγκ

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

(A5)

L11 = −βγP1

P+

+ (1− γ)
(γP1 − βγP0)P1

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
+
βγ(γP1 − βγP0)

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

+ γ (A6)

L21 = (1− γ)
P1P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
+

βγP2

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

(A7)

L31 = (1− γ)
P1P3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
+

βγP3

γP0 − βγP1 + P4

(A8)
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L02 = (γ − 1)κ
P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A9)

L12 = −βγP2

P+

+ (1− γ)
(γP1 − βγP0)P2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A10)

L22 = (1− γ)
P2

2

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
+ 1 (A11)

L32 = (1− γ)
P2P3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A12)

L03 = (γ − 1)κ
P3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A13)

L13 = −βγP3

P+

+ (1− γ)
(γP1 − βγP0)P3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A14)

L23 = (1− γ)
P2P3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
(A15)

L33 = (1− γ)
P2

3

P+(γP0 − βγP1 + P4)
+ 1 (A16)

Appendix B: Explicit components of L . P and L′
g . Q

(L′g . Q)0 =
1

2
γ
(
β cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 +

√
5M2 − 4m2

)
+

1

40κ

[
5βγ cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2

(
3M − 2

√
5M2 − 4m2

)
+ 4m2

(
5γ2 − 12γM√

5M2 − 4m2
− 5
)

+ 3M
(
γ
√

5M2 − 4m2 − 15
(
γ2 − 1

)
M
)

− 5(γ − 1)2 cos(2θ)
(

4m2 −M2
)]

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B1)

(L′g . Q)1 = −1

2
γ
(
β
√

5M2 − 4m2 + cos(θ)
√
M2 − 4m2

)
+

1

8κ
√

5M2 − 4m2

[
βγ
(

(γ − 2) cos(2θ)
(

4m2 −M2
)√

5M2 − 4m2
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+ 4m2
(

3M − γ
√

5M2 − 4m2
)
− 3M2

(
M − 3γ

√
5M2 − 4m2

))
+ cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2

(
M
(

10(γ − 1)M − 3γ
√

5M2 − 4m2
)

− 8(γ − 1)m2
)]

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B2)

(L′g . Q)2 =
1

2
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 cos(φ)

− 1

8κ

[
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 cos(φ)

(
2βγ cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2

+ 2(γ − 1)
√

5M2 − 4m2 − 3M
)]

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B3)

(L′g . Q)3 =
1

2
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 sin(φ)

− 1

8κ

[
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 sin(φ)

(
2βγ cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2

+ 2(γ − 1)
√

5M2 − 4m2 − 3M
)]

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B4)

(L . P )0 =
1

2
γ
(
β cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 +

√
5M2 − 4m2

)

+

γM

(
β cos(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 + M

2−4m2√
5M

2−4m2

)
8κ

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B5)

(L . P )1 = −1

2
γ
(
β
√

5M2 − 4m2 + cos(θ)
√
M2 − 4m2

)

+

γM

(
β(4m2−M2)√

5M
2−4m2

− cos(θ)
√
M2 − 4m2

)
8κ

+O
((1

κ

)2)
(B6)

(L . P )2 = −1

2
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 cos(φ)

− M sin(θ)
√
M2 − 4m2 cos(φ)

8κ
+O

((1

κ

)2)
(B7)

(L . P )3 = −1

2
sin(θ)

√
M2 − 4m2 sin(φ)

− M sin(θ)
√
M2 − 4m2 sin(φ)

8κ
+O

((1

κ

)2)
(B8)
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Notice that, in absence of deformation, the components of momenta along x2 and x3 (i.e.

those components perpendicular to the boost direction) of L′g . Q and L . P are equal

and opposite. However, deformation introduces additional terms which make even these

components not equal and opposite after boost, which in turn gives a deformed angular

distribution.
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We investigate the effect of repulsive interaction between hadrons on the susceptibilities
of conserved charges, namely baryon number (B), electric charge (Q) and strangeness (S).
We estimate second and fourth order susceptibilities of conserved charges, their differences,
ratios and correlations within ambit of mean-field hadron resonance gas (MFHRG) model.
We consider repulsive mean-field interaction among meson pairs, anti-meson pairs, baryon
pairs and anti-baryon pairs separately and constrain them by confronting MFHRG results of
various susceptibilities with the recent lattice QCD (LQCD) data. We find that the repulsive
interactions between baryon-baryon pairs and antibaryon-antibaryon pairs are sufficient to
describe the thermodynamics of hadronic matter at temperatures below QCD transition
temperature. Very weak mesonic repulsive interaction is needed only to describe electric
charge susceptibilities and can be neglected in the description of other susceptibilities. We
finally conclude that the repulsive interaction between hadrons play a very important role in
describing the thermodynamic properties of hadronic matter especially near quark-hadron
phase transition temperature (Tc). The mean-field parameter for baryons (KB) should be
constrained to the range 0.40 ≤ KB ≤ 0.450 GeV.fm3 to get a good agreement with the
LQCD results.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Currently accepted gauge theory of strongly interacting matter is quantum chromodynam-
ics (QCD) in which the fundamental constituents of strongly interacting matter are (coloured)
quarks and gluons. If we have a macroscopic system composed of quarks and gluons then its
thermodynamic state is specified by four external control parameters, namely temperature (T),
and three chemical potentials (µB, µQ, µS) corresponding to conservation of baryon number (B),
electric charge (Q) and strangeness quantum number (S). In a plot of temperature (T ) against
baryon chemical potential (µB)-QCD phase diagram, every point corresponds to an equilibrium
state. QCD phase diagram is largely conjectured one and understanding it, theoretically as well
as experimentally, is one of the main objectives of elementary particle physics research today[1–3].

The heavy-ion collision experiments (HIC), namely Large Hadron Collider (LHC), the Rela-
tivistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC) etc., has been very successful in probing a part of the QCD
phase diagram where the QCD coupling constant is large. In these experiments the thermodynamic
state of QCD matter as it is existed at the time of hadronization is probed. The thermodynamic
parameters specific to hadronization stage in the evolution can be extracted either from the par-
ticle yields or from higher order cumulants characterizing the distribution of produced hadrons
at freeze-out. These observables are compared with the statistical thermal model calculations,
namely hadron resonance gas model(HRG). In this model the equilibrium thermodynamic state of
low temperature and low density hadronic matter can be effectively described by an ideal gas of
point-like hadrons and resonances[4–7]. HRG model has been tremendously successful in describing
low temperature hadronic phase of QCD[8]. Some studies have discussed the effect of magnetic
field on hadronic equation of state within ambit of HRG model[9–11]. It is also very successfully
describe the hadron yields as measured in HIC experiments[12–20], as well as reproduce the QCD
equation of state (EoS) calculated in lattice QCD (LQCD) simulations at zero as well an finite
µB[21–27].

Fluctuations and correlations of conserved charges, namely baryon number (B), electric charge
(Q) and strangeness (S) have been sensitive probes of deconfinement[28]. There have been several
studies in this regard[29–43]. They can also be used to calculate thermodynamic quantities at
finite baryon density via Taylor series expansion[1, 44]. Despite its success recent studies show
that the differences between actual QCD calculations and that of ideal HRG model become appre-
ciable in the properties of higher order cumulants. At higher temperature the particle densities are
higher and virial expansion only upto second order coefficient may not be sufficient to describe the
thermodynamic properties. The validity of HRG model at higher temperature can be justified by
detailed comparison with the recent LQCD results. The fluctuations and correlation of conserved
charges have been studied in the LQCD[28, 45–57] and HRG models has been used as a benchmark
results. It is found that the higher order cumulants estimated in ideal HRG model shows significant
deviations from LQCD results near Tc. The prominent reason for this discrepancy is the exclusion
of short-range repulsive interactions between hadrons as shown in the recent studies which in-
clude repulsive interaction in the ideal HRG model[58]. These repulsive interactions are especially
important at higher densities and make appreciable changes in the EoS as described by hadron
resonance gas model. Various approaches to account for the short range repulsive interactions
has been proposed, namely excluded-volume approach[59], relativistic mean-field approach[60, 61],
relativistic virial expansion[26] etc.

The parameters that specify the repulsive interactions in a given model can be constrained by
confronting the model results with the LQCD calculations. Second order cumulants are especially
important observables to constrain the QCD effective models. Recently, such studies has been
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carried out to constrain the excluded volume parameter (b) of excluded-volume HRG (EVHRG)
model [62] . The repulsive interactions can be constrained by constraining the excluded volume
parameter b . It was found that b > 1 fm3 to get a reasonable agreement of EVHRG results with
the LQCD results at vanishing chemical potential for second order cumulants. In the present work,
we do similar analysis, however, for relativistic mean-field HRG model (MFHRG). In this model,
repulsive interactions are accounted via density dependent mean-fields. The shift in a single particle
energy is U = kn, where n is the number density and K is the parameter determining the strength
of the repulsive interaction. We shall discuss the validity of MFHRG model by comparing it with
the LQCD results for the second order cumulants. This analysis, as we will see, also constrains the
mean-field parameter K which is related to the mean-field potential for the repulsive interaction
between hadrons. We shall also confront MFHRG results with the LQCD results for the ratios and
differences of various susceptibilities.

This paper is organised as follows: In section II, we present a brief description of hadron reso-
nance gas model with repulsive mean-field interactions and calculation of various susceptibilities.
In section III we shall discuss the results, and finally in section IV we summarise our findings.

II. MEAN-FIELD HADRON RESONANCE GAS (MFHRG) MODEL

Iddeal HRG model takes into account only the attractive interactions between hadrons by
including the heavy resonance states in the partition function. Repulsive interactions between the
hadrons can be incorporated in this model via mean-field approach. In this approach the single
particle energies are shifted by a term proportional to the particle number density as

εa =
√
p2 +m2

a + U(n) = Ea + U(n) (1)

where n is the total hadron number density. The potential energy U represents repulsive interaction
between hadrons. We assume that the potential energy is proportional to the number density n
as[60]

U(n) = Kn (2)

Here, K is a constant parameter which characterise the strength of repulsive interaction. We
assume different repulsive interaction parameters for baryons (KB) and mesons (KM ) such that

U(nB{B̄}) = KBnB{B̄} (baryons(antibaryons)) (3)

U(nM ) = KMnM (mesons) (4)

Where nM and nB are total number densities for mesons and baryons respectively. For baryons,

nB(T, µB, µQ, µS) =
∑
a∈B

∫
dΓa

1

e
(Ea−µeff,B)

T + 1
(5)

where µeff,B = ciµi − KBnB and ci = (Bi, Qi, Si), µi = (µB, µQ, µS) and dΓa ≡ gad3p
(2π)3 , ga is the

degeneracy of ath hadronic species. Similarly, the number density of antibaryons is
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nB̄(T, µB, µQ, µS) =
∑
a∈B̄

∫
dΓa

1

e
(Ea−µeff,B̄)

T + 1

(6)

where µeff,B̄ = c̄iµi−KBnB̄. Note that we further assume same repulsive mean-field parameter for
baryons and anti-baryons. For mesons,

nM (T ) =
∑
a∈M

∫
dΓa

1

e
(Ea−µeff,M )

T − 1
(7)

where µeff,M = ciµi −KMnM . Eqs. (5)-(7) are self consistent equations and can be numerically
solved. The contributions to the pressure from baryons and mesons are then given, respectively, as

PB{B̄}(T, µB, µQ, µS) = T
∑

a∈B{B̄}

∫
dΓaln

[
1

+ e−(
Ea−µeff{µ̄eff}

T
)

]
− φB{B̄}(nB{B̄}) (8)

PM (T ) = −T
∑
a∈M

∫
dΓaln

[
1− e

(Ea−µeff,M )

T

]
− φM (nM ) (9)

where,

φB(nB{B̄}) = −1

2
KBn

2
B{B̄} (10)

and

φM (nM ) = −1

2
KMn

2
M (11)

For a typical phenomenological values of mean-field parameter K quantity βU turns out to be
very small in the temperature range in which we are interested. Therefore, we can expand the
exponential in the equations for nB{B̄} to first order in K. Similar approximation can be carried
out in the expression for pressure (Eq. 8). The total pressure of baryons and antibaryons in this
leading order approximation is given by

P tot
(B,B̄)(T, µB, µQ, µS) = T (nid

B + nid
B̄)− KB

2

[
(nid
B)2 + (nid

B̄)2

]
(12)

Here, nid
B is the ideal HRG model number density given by

nid
B(T, µB, µQ, µS) =

∑
j

nid
j =

T

2π2

∑
j

gjm
2
j K2(βmj) Exp

(
ciµi
T

)
(13)
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where Kn is the nth order modified Bessel’s function of second kind.
Fluctuations and correlation of conserved charges are defined as

χmnij =
∂m+n(P (T, µi, µj)/T

4)

∂ (µi/T )m ∂ (µj/T )n
(14)

where i, j = B,Q, S corresponding to baryon number, electric charge and strangeness respec-
tively. In the leading order approximation of the pressure (Eq.12) the baryon number fluctuation,
baryon-strangeness correlation and baryon-electric charge correlations are respectively given by[26]

χnB = (χid
B)n − 2nβ4(nid

B)2 (even n) (15)

χn1
BS = (χid

BS)n + 2n+1β5KBn
id
B

∑
j

BjSjP
id
j (odd n) (16)

χn1
BQ = (χid

BQ)n + 2n+1β5KBn
id
B

∑
j

BjQjP
id
j (odd n) (17)

where, P id
j = Tnid

j is the partial pressure of jth species.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Recently, different set of hadron list has been used to confront the thermodynamics of HRG
model with LQCD results:

1. PDG2016/ PDG2020: List of only well known states (**** and ***) from Particle Data
Booklet.

2. PDG2016+: List of well established and unconfirmed states (** and *).

3. Quark model: List of hadrons predicted by the quark model.

4. Quark model HRG (QMHRG): List of well known hadrons (2016 and 2020 list) which is
augmented with a list of QM states in the strange and non-strange baryons.

In present work we shall use QMHRG list with PDG2020 hadrons. Resulting HRG model has been
named as QMHRG2020[62].

MFHRG model is characterised by two parameters, namely KM and KB. We first confront
the MFHRG results of second order cumulants with LQCD results to establish the best fit values
of these parameters. In the present work we adopt an approach in which mean-field interactions
are included only for baryon-baryon pair and antibaryon-antibaryon pairs. This corresponds to
minimal mean-field extension of HRG model that does not affect meson-meson and meson-baryon
interactions, which are presumed to be dominated by resonance formation, which is the basis of
ideal HRG model by construction. For the baryon–antibaryon system the short-range repulsive
interactions are unlikely due to annihilation processes, which are included in the hadron resonance
gas at equilibrium . The absence of short-range repulsion in the baryon–antibaryon system leads to
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Temperature dependence of second order susceptibilities of conserved charges (at
µB = µQ = µS = 0) for different values of baryon mean-field parameter KB and for vanishing meson mean-
field parameter KM . Lattice data is taken from Ref. [62]. QMHRGH2020 model corresponds to particle list
compiled from PDG2020 list augmented with quark model states in the strange and non-strange baryons[62].
Note that the mesons do not contribute to the baryon susceptibilities.

.

only a small correction, since mesons dominate at small µB and since there are very few antibaryons
at large µB[].

Figure 1 shows the results of second order susceptibilities estimated within HRG and MFHRG
model. Dashed red color corresponds to HRG model estimated which, when compared with LQCD
data, overestimates χ2

B after T ∼ 150 MeV. In case of MFHRG we fix KM = 0 and vary KB

from 0.4 to 0.5 GeV.fm3 in the steps of 0.05. We note that as we increase the value of KB χ2
B

(top panel) is suppressed at high temperature as compared to ideal HRG model. The best fit is
observed for KB = 0.450 GeV.fm3 (purple curve). However, with KM = 0, MFHRG overestimates
χ2
Q (middle panel). As we will see later in this section, we need a small but non-zero value of the

meson mean-field parameter to get a better agreement with the lattice data as . In case of χ2
S ideal

HRG results are in better agreement with the LQCD results upto T ∼ 160 MeV. MFHRG model
slightly underestimates χ2

S , however, reproduce the general behaviour observed in LQCD. This
may indicate a need of including hitherto unknown strange resonances in the particle spectrum of
HRG model as discussed in Ref.[49].

Figure 2 shows the results of second order susceptibilities, χ2
Q and χ2

S , with KB = 0.450 GeV.fm3

and for for different values of KM ranging from o to 0.15 GeV.fm3 in the steps of 0.05. Note that
mesons do not contribute to χ2

B and hence the variation in KM won’t have any effect on this
susceptibility. As noted earlier, both HRG model and MFHRG model with KM = 0 overestimates
χ2
Q over all the temperature range under consideration. However, if we assign small but non-zero

value of meson mean-field parameter KM = 0.05 GeV.fm3 we get good agreement with the LQCD
data upto T ∼ 160 MeV. If we increase KM further even slightly MFHRG underestimate the LQCD
data due to stronger suppression from the repulsive interactions. In case of χ2

S , HRG model results
already being in good agreement with LQCD, assignment of small mean-field value to mesons
strongly suppress it. However, again, the inclusion of hitherto unknown strange resonances in the
baryonic sector might improve the agreement of MFHRG with the LQCD data.

Above discussion indicates that we should consider a minimal extension of HRG model to discuss
the charge susceptibilities in HRG model. In this minimally extended HRG model we include the
repulsive interactions (via mean-field approach) only for baryon-baryon and antibaryon-antibaryon
pairs. In this case, the repulsive interactions between meson-meson pairs and meson-baryon pairs
is neglected. In fact, such interactions are dominated by resonance formation which render the
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Temperature dependence of χ2
Q and χ2

S (at µQ = µS = 0) for different values of
meson mean-field parameter KM and for a fixed value of baryon mean-field parameter KB . Lattice data is
taken from Ref. [62]. Note that we have excluded χ2

B because variation in KM does not affect it.

attractive interactions already included in HRG model.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) temperature dependence of baryon-charge correlation χ11
BQ and baryon-strangeness

correlation χ11
BS . Lattice data is taken from [].

Fig.3 shows BQ correlation χ11
BQ and BS correlation (-)χ11

BS . We note that ideal HRG model
overestimates conserved charge correlations and we need to include repulsive interactions to supress
these quantities and get reasonable agreement with the LQCD data. However, in case of χ11

BQ,
inclusion of repulsive interaction in the ideal HRG model improves the agreement with LQCD
results upto T ∼ 150 MeV. At higher temperature a substantial deviation cannot be ignored.
This deviation indicate missing charged heavy-baryon states that need to be included in the HRG
model. In case of χ11

BS ideal HRG is agreement with the LQCD results upto T ∼ 150 and deviates at
higher temperature. MFHRG model underestimates χ11

BS and we need to include hitherto unknown
strange baryonic states to improve the description.

We next consider another interesting set of observable quantities, namely χ11
BS/χ

2
B and χ11

QS/χ
2
B
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Top panel shows the ratios χ11
BQ/χ

2
B and χ11

BS/χ
2
B estimated within MFHRG model. In

the bottom panel we compare HRG model estimates with two different lists of hadrons, namelly QMHRG2020
and HRG2016. Lattice data has been taken from Ref. [58]

.

as shown if Fig.4. We note that the effect of repulsive interaction accounted via mean-field in-
teraction cancels; i.e these ratios are independent of repulsive interactions and only attractive
interaction accounted through the inclusion of resonances in the partition function have any ef-
fect. Such cancellation has also been observed where the repulsive interactions are accounted via
excluded volume formulation of HRG (EVHRG)[58].
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Fourth order susceptibilities of conserved charge vs temperature at µB = µS = 0.
Lattice data has been taken from Ref. [57]
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Fig.5 shows fourth order susceptibilities. We note that MFHRG estimates of χ4
B (top panel)
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are in remarkable agreement with LQCD results over wide range of temperatures. In case of χ4
Q

(middle panel), mean-field interactions between baryons are not sufficient; one should also include
repulsive interactions between mesons as well. Further, unlike χ2

Q, a relatively large value of KM

is required to get a reasonable agreement with the LQCD results. However, HRG model and
its extension underestimates χ4

S (bottom panel) which again indicates the necessity of unknown
strange baryons.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Temperature dependence of ratios of second to fourth order susceptibilities of con-
served charge at µB = µS = 0. LQCD data of χ4

B/χ
2
B is taken from the Ref.[52] and that of χ4

S/χ
2
S is taken

from the Ref. [57].

.

Fig.6 show ratios of fourth and second order susceptibilties of various conserved chages. In
particular, the ratio χ4

B/χ
2
B can be approximately given by

χ4
B

χ2
B

' 1− 12
KBT

2

2
(β3nid

B) (18)

In case of ideal HRG this ratio is equal to one as shown by red dashed curve. However, presence
of repulsive interaction reduces this ratio. In MFHRG model the deviation from HRG model results
proportional to mean field parameter KB and we get good agreement with the LQCD results.

Separating the effects of repulsive interactions from other medium effects, namely in medium
mass modifications and broadening of spectral width etc., is very difficult. It turns out that these
effects are removed if we take differences of fluctuations and correlations. Fig.7 shows differences
of second and fourth order charge susceptibilities. In case of baryon susceptibilities, it is easy to
show that χ2

B − χ4
B is approximately given by

χ2
B − χ4

B ' 12
KBT

2

2
(β3nid

B) (19)

where, nid
B is the given by Eq.(). In the absence of repulsive interaction (KB = 0) χ2

B − χ4
B

vanishes which is expected in ideal HRG model. Effect of repulsive interaction is to increase this
difference. MFHRG model with KM = 0 and KB = 0.45 GeV.fm3 reproduce LQCD results quite
remarkably all the way upto T = 170 MeV. MFHRG model is also in remarkable agreement with
LQCD results of χ2

S − χ4
S .
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FIG. 7. (Color online)Temperature dependence of difference of second to fourth order susceptibilities of
conserved charge at µB = µS = 0. LQCD data of χ2

B − χ4
B is taken from the Ref.[52] and that of χ2

S − χ4
S

is taken from the Ref. [57].

IV. CONCLUSION

We discussed the effect of repulsive interaction on the fluctuations and correlation of conserved
charges, namely baryon number (B), electric charge (Q) and strangeness (S). We included the
repulsive interaction in ideal HRG model via relativistic mean-field approach (MFHRG). In our
study, we considered QMHRG2020 version of HRG model in which the partition function includes
a list of well known hadrons (2016 and 2020 list) augmented with a list of QM states in the
strange and non-strange baryons. We found that ideal HRG model is not sufficient to describe
the LQCD data of conserved charge fluctuations and correlations especially near QCD transition
temperature (Tc). We get good agreement with LQCD results if we include repulsive interactions
whose role becomes more important near Tc. In our analysis we found that we have to consider a
minimal extension of ideal HRG model in which we include the repulsive interactions (via mean-
field approach) only for baryon-baryon and antibaryon-antibaryon pairs. In this case, the repulsive
interaction between meson-meson pairs and meson-baryon pairs is neglected. In fact, interaction
between meson-meson pairs and meson-baryon pairs is dominated by resonance formation which
render the attractive interactions already included in HRG model. However, a small but finite
repulsion between meson-meson pairs in necessary to describe χnQ and χ11

BQ.

Ratios of second to fourth order susceptibilities estimated within MFHRG model are also found
to be in good agreement with LQCD results. Specifically, the ratio χ4

B/χ
2
B (Eq.18) deviates from

its HRG model value (= 1) as the temperature increases. This result is in agreement with the
LQCD results especially near Tc. We also found that, although the correlations χ11

BS and χ11
BQ

depends on the repulsive interactions, the ratios χ11
BS/χ

2
B and χ11

BQ/chi
2
B are independent of re-

pulsive interactions. These later quantities only depends on the spectrum of hadrons included in
the partition function of ideal HRG model. Further, in order to separate the effects of repulsive
interactions from other medium effects, we considered the differences in second and fourth order
susceptibilities. Difference χ2

B−χ4
B vanishes for ideal HRG and increases in we include the repulsive

interaction (Eq.(19)) in agreement with the LQCD results.

We finally conclude that the role of repulsive interaction in the description of QCD matter
is very important especially near QCD transition temperature. The susceptibilities, correlations,
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their ratio and differences estimated within ambit of MFHRG are in good agreement with the
LQCD results if we constrain mean-field parameter KB characterising the repulsive interaction
between baryon-baryon pairs and antibaryon-antibaryon pairs to 0.40 ≤ KB ≤ 0.450.
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Inconsistencies in and short pathlength correction to
RAA(pT ) in A+A and p + A collisions
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We present the first leading hadron suppression predictions in Pb + Pb and p + Pb collisions
from a convolved radiative and collisional energy loss model in which partons propagate through a
realistic background and in which the inelastic energy loss receives a short pathlength correction.
We find that the short pathlength correction is small for D and B meson RAA(pT ) in both Pb +
Pb and p + Pb collisions. However the short pathlength correction leads to a surprisingly large
reduction in suppression for π mesons in p + Pb and even Pb + Pb collisions. We systematically
check the consistency of the assumptions used in the radiative energy loss derivation—such as
collinearity, softness, and large formation time—with the final numerical model. While collinearity
and softness are self-consistently satisfied in the final numerics, we find that the large formation
time approximation breaks down at modest to high momenta pT & 30 GeV. We find that both the
size of the small pathlength correction to RAA(pT ) and the pT at which the large formation time
assumption breaks down are acutely sensitive to the chosen distribution of scattering centers in the
plasma.

I. INTRODUCTION

The modification of the spectrum of high transverse
momentum (high-pT ) particles is one of the key ob-
servables used to understand the non-trivial, emer-
gent, many-body dynamics of quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) in high-energy collisions [1–4]. One of the most
important findings of the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) was a roughly factor of five suppression of lead-
ing light hadrons with pT & 5 GeV/c in central Au + Au
collisions [5, 6]. This suppression, equal for pions and
eta mesons [7], along with null controls of qualitatively
no suppression of the weakly-coupled photons in Au+Au
collisions [8] as well as of leading hadrons in d + Au colli-
sions [6, 9], clearly demonstrated that the suppression of
leading hadrons in central collisions is due to final state
energy loss of the high-pT partons interacting with the
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) generated in the heavy ion
collisions (HIC). Models of leading hadron suppression
based on final state energy loss derivations using pertur-
bative QCD (pQCD) methods qualitatively describe a
wealth of these high-pT RHIC data [10–12].

One of the other major findings of RHIC was the
near perfect fluidity of the strongly-coupled low momen-
tum modes of the QGP formed in semi-central nucleus-
nucleus collisions as inferred by the remarkable agree-
ment of sophisticated, relativistic, viscous hydrodynam-
ics models with the spectra of measured hadrons with
pT . 2 GeV [13–15].

The data from the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) has
been no less impressive. Of extraordinary importance
have been the signs that the non-trivial, emergent, many-
body QCD behavior associated with QGP formation in

∗ FRDCOL002@myuct.ac.za
† GRNANT014@myuct.ac.za
‡ wa.horowitz@uct.ac.za

central and semi-central heavy ion collisions at RHIC and
LHC are also observed in small collision systems such as
p+p and p+A for large final measured multiplicity. For
example, strangeness enhancement [16, 17] and quarko-
nium suppression [18] appear to depend only on multi-
plicity but not collision system. And the same sophis-
ticated, relativistic, viscous hydrodynamics models [19]
also describe the spectra of measured hadrons in high-
multiplicity p + p and p + A collisions [20, 21].

One may thus conclude that small droplets of QGP
form even in these smallest of collision systems at the
LHC. If QGP is formed in high-multiplicity collisions of
small systems, then high-pT partons should suffer some
final state energy loss, as has been observed in large colli-
sion systems at RHIC and LHC. (Models already demon-
strate the importance of final state energy loss in forward
hadron production in cold nuclear matter [22, 23].) Ex-
perimentally, there are tantalizing signs of the non-trivial
modification of high-pT particles in small collision sys-
tems [24–26]. However, there are likely non-trivial corre-
lations between the multiplicity in small collision systems
and the presence of high-pT , high-multiplicity jets. For
example, these correlations likely impact the initial spec-
trum of high-pT partons [27] that enters the numerator
of the nuclear modification factor, while the minimum
bias spectrum in the denominator is unchanged; thus one
should be cautious in interpreting a standard RAB mea-
surement.

From the experimental side, it is likely very interest-
ing to consider the ratio of the spectrum of a strongly-
interacting particle with a weakly-interacting particle,
each from the same multiplicity class.

From the theoretical side, we may potentially make
progress by considering the small collision system predic-
tions of the energy loss models used to describe so well
qualitatively the large collision system high-pT particle
suppression. One obvious challenge for directly compar-
ing these energy loss models to small collision system
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2

data is the assumption made in the energy loss deriva-
tions that the high-pT particles travel a large pathlength
in the QGP medium. For example, energy loss mod-
els built on BDMPS-Z-type energy loss utilize the cen-
tral limit theorem [28], and so are assuming a very large
number of collisions occur between the high-pT probe
and the QGP medium. Even in large collision systems of
characteristic size ∼ 5 fm, since the mean free path for
these high-pT particles given by weakly-coupled pQCD
is ∼ 1–2 fm [28], the application of the central limit the-
orem is dubious.

Even for the thin plasma approach of DGLV that
naively seems the best suited for modelling the radia-
tive energy loss processes in systems of phenomenologi-
cally relevant size, there is an explicit assumption that
the partonic pathlength in the QGP medium, L, is large
compared to the natural scale set by the Debye screening
mass µ, L � 1/µ. In the original derivation of the in-
duced gluon radiation spectrum, contributions from the
Gyulassy-Wang potential [29] were dropped as they are
O(e−Lµ). For µ ∼ gT ∼ 0.5 GeV [30], the characteristic
size L ∼ 1 fm in high-multiplicity p + p and p + A colli-
sions is not particularly large compared to 1/µ ∼ 0.4 fm.
Thus to create an energy loss model to compare to data
in these small systems, one needed the small pathlength
corrections to the DGLV opacity expansion.

This small pathlength correction to the first order in
opacity DGLV radiative energy loss were derived for the
first time in [31]. For later noting, the derivation in [31]
benefitted significantly from a simplification due to the
large formation time assumption, τform � 1/µ, an as-
sumption made also in the original DGLV derivations.

The small pathlength correction to the usual DGLV
energy loss contained four surprises: due to the LPM ef-
fect (interference between the induced radiation and the
usual vacuum emissions due to the hard initial scatter-
ing), the small pathlength correction reduces the energy
lost; the reduction in energy loss is seen in all path-
lengths (although the relative importance of the correc-
tion decreases with pathlength, as expected); the correc-
tion grows linearly with partonic energy (as opposed to
the logarithmic growth of the usual DGLV energy loss);
and the correction breaks color triviality, with the cor-
rection for gluons ∼ 10 times the size of the correction
for quarks.

Having derived the correction to the radiative energy
loss due to small pathlengths, it is of considerable interest
to determine quantitatively the importance of the cor-
rection in phenomenological models of high-pT particle
suppression. It is the goal of this manuscript to provide
just such predictions. We are particularly interested in
seeing the quantitative importance of the reduction in en-
ergy loss as a function of energy and of collision system:
the reduction in energy loss from the short pathlength
correction might provide a natural explanation for the
surprisingly fast rise in the nuclear modification factor
with pT for leading hadrons at LHC [32] and for the en-
hancement of the nuclear modification factor above unity

seen in p + A collisions [33, 34].

What we will see is that at larger energies, pT & 30
GeV/c, the small system “correction” becomes of order of
the energy loss itself, which leads us to consider systemat-
ically the extent to which energy loss model energy losses
are consistent with the various approximations used in
the opacity expansion derivation. We will consider in
detail the approximations used in the opacity expansion
derivation of radiative energy loss [31, 35, 36]. We will
find that for the radiated gluons that dominate the en-
ergy weighted single inclusive emission distribution, the
large formation time assumption is violated for E & 30
GeV/c in large collision systems and for E & 10 GeV/c
in small systems, where E is the energy of the radiating
parton; which implies the need for yet another derivation
of radiative energy loss in the thin plasma limit but with
the large formation time assumption relaxed. We also see
that the usual WHDG treatment of the average elastic
energy loss, with fluctuations given by the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem, is not appropriate for small collision
systems where the number of scatterings is not large; thus
in future work one must implement an elastic energy loss
appropriate for small and large collision systems.

II. ENERGY LOSS FRAMEWORK

We wish to make contact with known energy loss model
results. We will in particular attempt to, in as reasonable
way as possible, make an apples-to-apples comparison of
the Wicks-Horowitz-Djordjevic-Gyulassy (WHDG) con-
volved radiative and collisional energy loss model [37],
which has seen such success in describing a breadth of
leading hadron suppression data, with an energy loss
model with the same elastic energy loss but with a radia-
tive energy loss that includes the short pathlength correc-
tion as derived in [31]. Let us briefly review the radiative
and collisional energy loss setups.

A. Radiative energy loss

The Djordjevic-Gyulassy-Levai-Vitev (DGLV) opacity
expansion [36, 38] gives the inclusive differential distri-
bution of radiated gluons from a high-pT parent parton
moving through a smooth brick of QGP. The expansion
is in the expected number of scatterings or the opacity
L/λg, where L is the length of the QGP brick and λg is
the mean free path of a gluon in the QGP. In-medium
scatters are modeled as interactions with the Gyulassy-
Wang model of Debye screened scattering centers [29].

The 4-momenta of the radiated gluon, the final hard
parton, and the exchanged Debye medium quasiparticle
are given respectively in lightfront coordinates (using the
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same conventions as in [31]) by

k =

[
xP+,

m2
g + k2

xP+
,k

]
(1a)

p =

[
(1− x)P+,

M2 + k2

(1− x)P+
,q− k

]
(1b)

q =
[
q+, q−,q

]
, (1c)

where M is the mass of the hard parton, mg is the gluon
mass, P+ is the initial hard parton momentum in the +
direction, and x is the radiated momentum fraction.

The DGLV approach makes a number of assumptions
related to the physical setup of the problem:

• The large pathlength assumption, that L� 1/µ.

• The well separated scattering centers assumption,
that λg � µ−1.

• The eikonal assumption, that P+ = E+ ' 2E is
the largest scale in the problem.

• The soft radiation assumption, that x� 1.

• The collinear radiation assumption, that k+ � k−.

• The large formation time assumption, that
k2/xE+ � µ and (k− q1)2/xE+ �

√
µ2 + q1)2.

If we relax the large pathlength assumption, the inclusive
differential spectrum of radiated gluons in x is

dNg

dx
=
CRαsL

πλg

1

x

∫
d2q1

π

µ2

(µ2 + q2
1)

2

∫
d2k

π

∫
d∆z ρ(∆z)

×

[
−2 {1− cos [(ω1 + ω̃m) ∆z]}

(k− q1)
2

+m2
g + x2M2

[
(k− q1) · k

k2 +m2
g + x2M2

− (k− q1)
2

(k− q1)
2

+m2
g + x2M2

]

+
1

2
e−µ1∆z

((
k

k2 +m2
g + x2M2

)2(
1− 2CR

CA

)
{1− cos [(ω0 + ω̃m) ∆z]}

+
k · (k− q1)(

k2 +m2
g + x2M2

) (
(k− q1)

2
+m2

g + x2M2
) {cos [(ω0 + ω̃m) ∆z]− cos [(ω0 − ω1) ∆z]}

 , (2)

where the first two lines of the above equation are the
original DGLV result [35, 36] while the last two lines are
the short pathlength correction [31].

In the above we have made use of the shorthand ω ≡
xE+/2, ω0 ≡ k2/2ω, ωi ≡ (k−qi)2/2ω, µi ≡

√
µ2 + q2

i ,
and ω̃m ≡ (m2

g +M2x2)/2ω following [31, 36]. Addition-
ally ρ(∆z) is the distribution of scattering centers; qi
is the transverse momentum of the ith gluon exchanged
with the medium; k is the transverse momentum of the
radiated gluon; ∆z is the distance between production of
the hard parton, and scattering; CR is the Casimir of the
representation of the hard parton; CA is the Casimir of
the adjoint representation; and αs is the strong coupling
constant.

For all numerical calculations we neglect the running
of the strong coupling constant, and use αs = 0.3, con-
sistent with [31, 36, 37]. Additionally we use charm
and bottom quark masses of mc = 1.2 GeV/c2, and
mb = 4.75 GeV/c2, respectively. The upper bounds on
the |k| and |q| integrals are given by kmax = 2x(1− x)E
and qmax =

√
3Eµ, following [37]. This choice of kmax

guarantees that the momentum of the radiated gluon;
and the initial and final momenta of the parent parton
are all collinear.

In order to maintain consistency with the WHDG

model, we assume the distribution of scattering centers is
exponential: ρexp.(z) ≡ 2

L exp[−2z/L]. The exponential
distribution serves to make the integral in ∆z analyt-
ically simple. The physical motivation for this is that
an exponentially decaying distribution of scattering cen-
ters captures the decreasing density of the QGP due to
Bjorken expansion [39]. It is likely that using an expo-
nential rather than, say, a unit step distribution is an
overestimate of the effect of the expansion, since Bjorken
expansion obeys a power law decay along the incident
partons path, not exponential. Additionally once a real-
istic collision geometry is implemented, we account for
Bjorken expansion at the collision geometry level. It
turns out that, for the uncorrected DGLV result, the dis-
tribution of scattering centers ρ(∆z) affects the charac-
teristic shape of dNg/dx; however we will see that the
radiative energy loss is largely insensitive to ρ(∆z) [28].
Once the short pathlength correction is included, how-
ever, the energy loss becomes far more sensitive to the
distribution of scattering centers; particularly at small
∆z [31].

To gain some familiarity with the effect of the short
pathlength correction, we calculate the fractional radia-
tive energy loss numerically according to Eq. 2. The
mean radiative energy loss is calculated from dNg/dx
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FIG. 1. The induced radiative fractional energy loss ∆E/E
is plotted as a function of energy E for charm quarks (c), and
gluons (g); and at E = 10 GeV (top panel), and E = 100 GeV
(bottom panel). Note that ∆E/E < 0 is energy gain relative
to the vacuum. Calculations were done with constant µ =
0.5 GeV, and λ = 1 fm; which are average values for a plasma
with temperature T = 0.25 GeV.

using

〈∆E
E
〉 =

∫
dx x

dNg

dx
. (3)

The results of evaluating Eq. 3 are shown in Fig. 1. The
four surprises mentioned in the Introduction are in evi-
dence here: the short pathlength correction reduces the
energy loss; the short pathlength correction does not dis-
appear for L� µ−1, since all possible distances of scat-
tering ∆z are integrated over in Eq. 3; the short path-
length correction grows linearly with energy; and the ef-
fect of the reduction in vacuum radiation is particularly
strong for gluons because of the breaking of color trivial-
ity.

The integral in Eq. 2 can be dramatically simpli-
fied if one assumes that the kinematic bound on q,
qmax =

√
3Eµ, can be taken to infinity. Assuming that

qmax →∞ allows one to perform the angular and k inte-
grals analytically, after which one may return the kine-

matic limit qmax =
√

3Eµ. This procedure was done for
all previous WHDG predictions [32, 37, 40] in order to
make the numerics simpler; however we performed the
full numerical calculation without using this approxima-
tion. A full description of this kinematic approximation
is provided in [36].

B. Multi-gluon emission

The DGLV energy loss kernel Eq. 2 gives the inclusive
spectrum of emitted gluons. Thus the expected number
of gluons can be greater than 1. In fact, one sees that
for hard partons emerging from the center of a central
heavy ion collision, the expected number of emitted glu-
ons is ∼ 3 [41]. To take into account multi-gluon emission
we assume that the multiple gluon emissions are inde-
pendent, following [41]. This assumption of independent
emissions allows us to convolve the single inclusive gluon
emission kernel given by dNg/dx into a Poisson distri-
bution. Explicitly we can write

Prad(ε, E) =

∞∑
n=0

Pn(ε, E), (4)

where the Pn are found via the convolution

Pn+1(ε) =
1

n+ 1

∫
dxn ρ(xn)Pn(ε− xn) (5)

ρ(x) ≡ dNg

dx
, (6)

and we have P0(ε) ≡ e−〈N
g〉δ(ε). Here, and for the rest

of the paper, we define 1 − ε as the fraction of initial
momentum kept by the parton, that the final energy of
the parton in terms of the initial energy of the parton is
Ef ≡ (1− ε)Ei. The Poissonian form of Eq. 4 guarantees
the distribution is normalized to one, and the expected
number of emitted gluons is

∑
n

∫
dε nPn(ε, E) = 〈Ng〉.

The bounds on the xn integral are max(0, ε− 1) ≤ xn ≤
min(ε, 1), which are determined by ensuring that no func-
tions are evaluated outside of their domains. The support
of Prad(ε) ends when the bounds of the xn integral are
equal, i.e. ε ∈ (0, 2) is the region of support. The support
of Prad(ε) past ε = 1 is unphysical, and we interpret this
as the probability for the parton to lose all of its energy
before exiting the plasma. Under this interpretation we

put the excess weight
∫ 2

1
dε Prad(ε) into a delta function

at ε = 1.
We note that the random variable Ng should rigor-

ously be thought of as Ng = (Ng
vac + Ng

med) − Ng
vac

where Ng
med is the number of radiated gluons occurring

due to medium interactions, and Ng
vac is the number of

DGLAP vacuum radiation gluons. With this understand-
ing, the independent gluon emission assumption means
that (Ng

vac + Ng
med) and Ng

vac should each be modeled
by a Poisson distribution. Then Ng is actually given
by a Skellam distribution [42], the difference between
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two Poisson distributions. In the current model, energy
gain relative to the vacuum at some x∗ corresponds to
dNg(x∗)/dx < 0; whereas it should rigorously corre-
spond to dNg(−x∗)/dx > 0. Following previous work
[32, 37, 41], we will simply model P (ε) as a Poisson dis-
tribution; the effect of this simplification is not obvious
and requires future work.

C. Elastic energy loss

Elastic energy loss is taken into account using the re-
sult derived by Braaten and Thoma (BT) [43], wherein
analytic calculations are done in two asymptotic energy
regimes. The elastic energy loss of a hard quark is calcu-
lated in the regions E � M2/T and E � M2/T , where
M is the mass of the incident quark, and T is the tem-
perature of the medium. For E �M2/T the differential
energy loss per unit distance is

dE

dz
=

8πα2
sT

2

3

[
1

v
− 1− v2

2v2
log

1 + v

1− v

]
× log

(
2

nf
6+nf B(v)

ET

mgM

)(
1 +

nf
6

)
, (7)

where B(v) is a smooth function satisfying constraints
listed in [43], v is the velocity of the hard parton, and
nf is the number of active quark flavors in the plasma
(taken to be nf = 2 throughout). For E � M2/T the
differential energy loss per unit distance is

dE

dz
=

8πα2
sT

2

3

(
1 +

nf
6

)
× log

(
2

nf
2(6+nf ) 0.92

√
ET

mg

)
. (8)

The energy loss at arbitrary incident energy is taken to
be the connection of these two asymptotic results such
that dE/dz is continuous (determined numerically). It
is assumed that: for incident hard gluons the energy loss
scales simply by a factor of CA/CF = 9/4; and that
there are enough elastic collisions such that the central
limit theorem is applicable, following the WHDG model
[37]. The latter assumption implies that the distribution
of elastic energy loss is Gaussian with mean provided by
the BT energy loss formula, and width by the fluctuation
dissipation theorem [44]

σ =
2

E

∫
dz

dE

dz
T (z), (9)

where z integrates along the path of the parton, and T (z)
is the temperature along the path.

Thus

Pel(pf |pi, L, T )

≡ 1√
2πσ

exp

[
−
(
pf − (pi + ∆p)√

2σ

)2
]
, (10)

where ∆p is found by integrating Eq. 7 and Eq. 8 over z,
and thus

Pel(ε|pi, L, T )

≡ pi√
2πσ

exp

[
−
(

(1− ε)pi − (pi + ∆p)√
2σ

)2
]
, (11)

where the additional pi is the Jacobian resulting from
changing variables from pf to ε.

D. Total Energy Loss

As done in [37], we convolve the radiative and elastic
energy loss probabilities to yield a total probability of
energy loss,

Ptot(ε) ≡
∫

dxPel(x)Prad(ε− x). (12)

Note that Prad(ε) contains Dirac delta functions at both
ε = 0 and ε = 1 while Pel(ε) is only a Gaussian. We will
see below that the lack of a probability of nothing hap-
pening in the elastic energy loss probability is a major
shortcoming in modelling the suppression in small colli-
sion systems.

E. Geometry

For large systems it is standard to use the Glauber
model to model the collision geometry, with Wood-Saxon
distributions for the nucleon density inside the heavy-ions
[45]. For p+A collisions the Glauber model cannot be ap-
plied in its most simple form, since subnucleonic features
of the proton are expected to be important [46]. Ad-
ditionally, the subsequent evolution of the medium can
be treated in a more sophisticated way than simply as-
suming a Bjorken expansion of the initial Glauber model
geometry as was done, e.g., in [47]. In this work, we
will use collision profiles generated according to [46]. In
these calculations, initial conditions are given by the IP-
Glasma model [48, 49], which are then evolved with the
MUSIC [15, 50, 51] viscous relativistic (2+1)D hydrody-
namics code, followed by UrQMD microscopic hadronic
transport [52, 53]. In this first comparison, we wish to
make as few changes as possible from the original WHDG
model and so we will use the initial temperature profile
T (τ = τ0 = 0.4 fm) for our collision geometry, where
τ0 is the turn-on time for hydrodynamics. This method
for generating the initial conditions also allows for fluc-
tuating initial conditions, which will be useful for future
calculations of azimuthal momentum anisotropy of hard
partons vn.

The QGP is treated as an ultrarelativistic mixture of
a Fermi and Bose gas, following [37, 54]. This results in
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expressions for various thermodynamics quantities [54]

µ = T

√
4πα

(
1 +

nf
6

)
(13a)

σgg =
9πα2

s

2µ2
and σqg =

4

9
σgg (13b)

ρg = 16
ζ(3)

π2
T 3 and ρq = 9nf

ζ(3)

π2
T 3 (13c)

λ−1
g = ρgσgg + ρqσqg (13d)

mg =
µ√
2

and mlight =
µ

2
, (13e)

where ζ is the Riemann zeta function, mg is the gluon
mass, mlight is the light quark mass, T is the temper-
ature, and ρ is the density. The effective thermal light
quark and gluon masses are calculated using thermal field
theory.

We need a mapping from the complicated collision ge-
ometry with varying pathlengths and densities, to the
simple brick geometry with set length and constant den-
sity setup used in the energy loss derivations. To this
end we follow WHDG and use the effective pathlength
function [37]

Leff(x, ϕ) ≡ 1

ρeff

∫ ∞
0

dτρpart (x + ϕ̂τ) with

ρeff ≡ 〈ρ〉 ≡
∫

d2x ρ2
part∫

d2x ρpart
, (14)

where from Eq. 13c, we set

ρpart(τ,x) =
ζ(3)

π2
(16 + 9nf )T 3(τ,x). (15)

The temperature is extracted from the hydrodynamics
output [46], and for Leff one evaluates the temperature
at the initial time set by the hydrodynamics simula-
tion, τ0 = 0.4 fm. This form of Leff captures the in-
tuition that a parton passing through relatively dense
regions of the plasma should have a larger length, and
is normalized by requiring that for a constant density
Leff = Lgeometric. There is no unique mapping from
realistic collision geometries to simple brick geometries,
and more options are explored in [47]. Bjorken expan-
sion [39] is then taken into account by approximating
ρ(τ) ≈ ρ(τ0) τ0τ ≈ ρ(τ0) τ0

L/2 , where we have evaluated

ρ(τ) at the average time τ = L/2 following what was
done in [37, 55, 56].

For a given collision system we can then calculate the
distribution of effective pathlengths that a hard parton
will travel in the plasma. We assume, as is standard
and consistent with WHDG [37], that the hard partons
have starting positions weighted by the density of bi-
nary nucleon-nucleon collisions—provided by IP-Glasma.
Fig. 2 shows the distribution of effective pathlengths for
central p + Pb (red), semi-central Pb + Pb (blue), and
central Pb + Pb collisions (black) for

√
s = 5.02 TeV.

We also indicate the average effective pathlength in these

three systems by single vertical lines. One can see that
all three distributions are broad, the p + Pb system per-
haps surprisingly so. One may further see that the av-
erage effective pathlength for central p + Pb collisions is
not particularly small, ∼ 1 fm, which is not too differ-
ent from the average effective pathlength for semi-central
Pb + Pb collisions, ∼ 2 fm.

Fig. 3 compares the temperature of the plasma as a
function of proper time in the rest frame of the plasma
calculated via hydrodynamics (solid lines) versus the
temperature (dashed lines) from the Bjorken expansion
formula

〈T (τ)〉 ≈ 〈T (τ0)〉[τ0/τ ]1/3 (16)

for the same three collision systems as in Fig. 2.
The (effective) temperature calculated via hydrodynam-
ics is computed in a similar fashion as the effective,
average participant density, Eq. 13c; i.e. 〈T (τ)〉 ≡
(
∫

d2xT 6(τ,x)/
∫

d2xT 3(τ,x))
1/3

. One can see that for
the A+A collisions, the Bjorken formula does a very good
job of approximating the temporal evolution of the tem-
perature from the full hydrodynamics simulations. For
the central p + A system, however, the Bjorken formula
significantly overestimates the temperature as a function
of time. We comment below on the effect of this overes-
timation on the energy loss model.

The average pathlength in 0–5% most central p + Pb
collisions is L ∼ 1 fm, which has an average temperature
of T ≈ 0.35 GeV, and correspondingly a mean free path
of λg ≈ 0.75 fm. As one can see from Fig. 2, the large
pathlength assumption thus breaks down for the vast ma-
jority of hard scatterings in central p + A collisions. Fur-
ther, in these small collision systems Leff/λg ∼ 1 for most
of the distribution of effective pathlengths, which implies
that approaches that assume many soft scatterings are
likely inapplicable.

We note that although the hydrodynamics simulation
turns off the QGP phase at the freeze-out temperature
Tf.o. = 0.155 GeV, the Bjorken expansion formula Eq. 16
has no such turn off. High-pT particles can of course in-
teract with matter in the hadronic phase, which is, in
part, captured by using the Bjorken expansion formula
for determining the effective temperature as an input into
our energy loss model. It is worth emphasizing that the
effective pathlengths are determined at the initial time
τ0 = 0.4 fm, well before much of the plasma has had
a chance to cool down; thus we do not lose any contri-
bution to the effective pathlengths from hadronization.
The overestimation of the temperature in p + A colli-
sions from the Bjorken expansion formula implies that
the effective temperature used in the energy loss model
is overestimated; as a result, the effects of energy loss
are all overestimated in the small collision system. How-
ever, we expect this overestimation to be a small effect;
using 〈Leff〉 ∼ 1 fm, one can see in Fig. 3 that the dif-
ference between the full hydrodynamics temperature and
the Bjorken estimate at 〈τ〉 ∼ 0.5 fm is very small. Ex-
ploring the effect of dynamical effective pathlengths and
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FIG. 2. Distribution of the effective pathlengths L in p + A
and A + A collision systems, weighted by the binary collision
density. The collision systems Pb + Pb at 0–5% and 50–60%
centrality; as well as p + Pb at 0–5% centrality are shown,
all at

√
s = 5.02 TeV. Vertical lines indicates the average

lengths for the respective collision systems, which numerically
are 0.99 fm, 2.06 fm, and 4.68 fm left to right.

FIG. 3. Plot of the temperature T as a function of the proper
time τ (in the plasma rest frame). The Bjorken expansion
approximation (Bjorken) [39] to the τ dependence of temper-

ature, 〈T (τ)〉 ≡ 〈T (τ0)〉[τ0/τ ]1/3, is plotted along with the
effective temperature calculated as a function of time via hy-
drodynamics (Hydrodynamics). Both curves are plotted for
the collision systems Pb+Pb at 0–5%, and 50–60% centrality;
as well as p + Pb at 0–5% centrality. The freeze-out temper-
ature Tf.o. = 0.155 GeV is shown as a horizontal gray line,
which is the temperature at which it is assumed that hadronic
degrees of freedom take over in the plasma. Hydrodynamic
temperature profiles are taken from [46].

time-dependent temperatures, which take medium ex-
pansion into account using the full hydrodynamic tem-
perature profiles as a function of time, is left for future
work.

F. Nuclear modification factor

The observable which we will be computing is the nu-
clear modification factor RAB(pT ) for a collision system
A+B; defined experimentally by

RhAB(pT ) ≡ dNAB→h/dpT
〈Ncoll〉dNpp→h/dpT

. (17)

To access this observable theoretically we assume, follow-
ing [37, 54], that the parton production spectra can be
approximated by a power law

dNq
prod

dpi
(pi) ∝

1

p
n(pi)
i

, (18)

where n(pi) is slowly varying. Eq. 18 allows us to ap-
proximate the partonic RAB as

RqAB (pT ) =

∫
dε Ptot (ε, pT ) (1− ε)n(pT )−1, (19)

where Ptot(ε) is the total probability density for a particle
with final momentum pT to satisfy pT = (1− ε)pi, where
pi is the initial momentum; see Sec. II D.

To incorporate our model for the collision geometry, we
expand Eq. 19 to average over the effective pathlengths
according to the distribution described in Sec. II E,

RqAB (pT ) =

∫
dLeff ρ(Leff)

∫
dε

× Ptot (ε, {pT , Leff , 〈T (τ0)〉}) (1− ε)n(pT )−1, (20)

where ρ(Leff) is the normalized distribution of effective
pathlengths weighted weighted by the binary collision
density, Fig. 2, and 〈T (τ0)〉 is the effective temperature
determined according to Eq. 16.

G. Hadronization

The spectrum dNh/dph for a hadron h is related to
the spectrum dNq/dpq for a parton q via

dNh

dph
(ph) =

∫
dNq

dpq

(ph
z

) 1

z
Dh
q (z,Q)dz, (21)

where z = pq/ph ∈ (0, 1], ph is the observed hadron mo-
mentum, Dh

q (z,Q) is the fragmentation function for the
process q 7→ h, and Q is the hard scale of the problem
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taken to be Q = ph/z. The hadronic RhAB is then found
in terms of the partonic RqAB as [54]

RhAB (pT ) =

∑
q

∫
dz 1

zD
h
q (z)

dNq
AB

dpq

(
pT
z

)
RqAB

(
pT
z

)
∑
q

∫
dz 1

zD
h
q (z)

dNq
pp

dpq

(
pT
z

) .

(22)

For charm and bottom quarks, the initial parton spec-
tra are computed using FONLL at next-to-leading order
[57]; and for gluons and light quarks, production spectra
are computed to leading order as in [32, 35]. The frag-
mentation functions for D and B mesons are taken from
[58], and the fragmentation functions for π mesons are
taken from [59]. Note that the fragmentation functions
for π mesons were extrapolated outside their domain in
Q2, as we found that the extrapolation was smooth.

III. INITIAL RESULTS

As a first exploration of the effect of the short path-
length correction to the DGLV radiative energy loss
model, we consider Pb + Pb and p + Pb collision sys-
tems. We emphasize that in this work we are not trying
to create the best possible fit to data (which could be
done by tuning various parameters), but are instead fo-
cused on the impact of the short pathlength correction.
For this reason all numerical values are used in consis-
tency with the original WHDG predictions [32, 37, 40],
and agreement with data is not the primary focus of this
work.

A. Suppression of heavy flavor mesons

In Fig. 4, we show RAA(pT ) for D mesons in
√
s = 5.02

TeV Pb + Pb collisions at 0–10% and 30–50% centrality
from our convolved radiative and collisional energy loss
model, with and without the short pathlength correc-
tion to DGLV radiative energy loss, compared to data
from CMS [60], and ALICE [34]. In Fig. 5, we show
RAA(pT ) for B mesons in

√
s = 5.02 TeV Pb + Pb col-

lisions at 0–10% centrality from our convolved radiative
and collisional energy loss model, with and without the
short pathlength correction to DGLV radiative energy
loss, compared to minimum bias data from CMS [61].

From the figures we conclude that for heavy flavor fi-
nal states, the short pathlength correction to the RAA
is small up to pT ∼ 100 GeV, and that the difference
grows with pT . This small difference was expected from
the numerical energy loss calculations performed in [31]
and reproduced in Fig. 1 that showed the small path-
length corrections are a relatively small correction for
quarks. Agreement with data for D0 mesons (Fig. 4)
is especially good for all pT & 5 GeV, given that the
calculation is leading order. The D0 meson suppression
prediction is underestimated for moderate pT . 20 GeV

FIG. 4. The nuclear modification factor RAA as a function
of final transverse momentum pT is calculated for D0 mesons,
with and without the short pathlength correction to the radia-
tive energy loss. Calculations were done for 0–10% centrality
as well as 30–50% centrality. Data from CMS [60], and AL-
ICE [34] are shown for comparison; where error bars (boxes)
indicate statistical (systematic) uncertainties. The global nor-
malisation uncertainty on the number of binary collisions is
indicated by the solid boxes in the top left corner of the plot
(left to right: 0–10% CMS, 0–10% ALICE, 30–50% ALICE).

in comparison to a previous prediction with the WHDG
model in [40]. We believe the main cause of this differ-
ence with past results is from not using the approxima-
tion qmax → ∞ (see Sec. II A), which overestimates the
energy loss—especially at low pT .

Fig. 6 shows predictions for the RpA of D mesons as a
function of the final transverse momentum pT for central
p + Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV from our convolved

radiative and collisional energy loss model compared to
ALICE data [62]. In the same figure, we also show the
prediction ofRpA ofD mesons from our energy loss model
with the collisional engery loss turned off. One can see
that the energy loss model that includes both collisional
and radiative energy loss, both the small pathlength cor-
rected and the uncorrected version, dramatically overpre-
dicts the suppression in this small system. At the same
time, the predictions from the model with the collisional
energy loss turned off are significantly less oversuppressed
compared to the data. The surprising sensitivity to the
presence of the collisional energy loss process is due to
our naive implementation of the collisional energy loss as
discussed in Sec. II D: the WHDG [37] collisional energy
loss model assumes an average collisional energy loss with
Gaussian fluctuations, which is inappropriate for a small
system with very few elastic scatterings.
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FIG. 5. The nuclear modification factor RAA as a function
of final transverse momentum pT is calculated for B mesons
with and without the short pathlength correction. Data for
B± mesons from CMS [61] is shown for comparison, where
error bars (boxes) indicate statistical (systematic) uncertain-
ties. The global normalisation uncertainty on the number of
binary collisions is indicated by the solid boxes in the top left
corner of the plot.

FIG. 6. The nuclear modification factor RpA for D0 mesons
as a function of final transverse momentum pT is calculated
with and without the short pathlength correction. The RpA

is calculated both with collisional and radiative energy loss
(el. + rad.), and with radiative energy loss only (rad. only).
Data from ALICE [62] forD0 mesons is shown for comparison,
where statistical (systematic) uncertainties are represented by
error bars (boxes). The global normalisation uncertainty on
the number of binary collisions is indicated by the solid box
in the center left of the plot.

B. Suppression of light flavor mesons

Fig. 7 shows the RAA(pT ) for π mesons as a function of
pT in 0–5% most central Pb + Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02

FIG. 7. The nuclear modification factor RAA for π mesons
produced in Pb+Pb collisions at 0–5% centrality is calculated
using WHDG, with and without the short pathlength correc-
tion to the radiative energy loss. Charged hadron suppression
data from ATLAS [63], CMS [64], and ALICE [65] is plotted
for comparison; with error bars (boxes) corresponding to sta-
tistical (systematic) uncertainties. The global normalisation
uncertainty on the number of binary collisions is indicated
by the solid boxes in the center left of the plot (left to right:
CMS, ALICE). The normalisation uncertainty for the ATLAS
data is included in the systematic uncertainties.

TeV from both our convolved radiative and collisional
energy loss model compared to the RAA(pT ) for charged
hadrons measured by ATLAS [63], CMS [64], and ALICE
[65]. In our energy loss model, we used the fraction of π
mesons originating from light quarks versus gluons as in
[32].

The figure shows that the short pathlength correc-
tion does, in fact, lead to a stronger pT dependence in
RAA(pT ) than the prediction without the correction. In
fact, the correction leads to a large change in predicted
RAA(pT ), even at moderate momenta 20 GeV . pT .
100 GeV, when compared to the size of the correction
for heavy flavor mesons. This large change in RAA(pT )
is consistent with the large change in the average energy
loss as calculated numerically in [31] and reproduced in
Fig. 1; the correction is almost a factor of 10 times larger
for gluons compared to quarks due to the specific way
in which color triviality is broken by the short path-
length correction to the energy loss. For pT . 200 GeV
the corrected result is tantalizingly consistent with data,
however for pT & 200 GeV the corrected result pre-
dicts anomalously large enhancement up to RAA = 1.5
at pT ' 450 GeV, a shocking ∼200% increase over the
uncorrected result.

Fig. 8 shows predictions for the RpA(pT ) of π mesons
in 0–10% most central p + Pb collisions from our con-
volved radiative and collisional energy loss model, with
and without the short pathlength correction to the ra-
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FIG. 8. The nuclear modification factor RpA for π mesons
as a function of final transverse momentum pT , is calculated
with and without the short pathlength correction to the radia-
tive energy loss. The RpA is calculated both with collisional
and radiative energy loss (el. + rad.), and with radiative en-
ergy loss only (rad. only). Data from ATLAS [33] for charged
hadrons is shown for comparison, where statistical (system-
atic) uncertainties are represented by error bars (boxes). The
global normalisation uncertainty on the number of binary col-
lisions is indicated by the solid box in the top left corner of
the plot.

diative energy loss, as well as predictions from our model
with the collisional energy loss turned off. Fig. 8 also
shows ATLAS charged hadron RpA(pT ) data [33]. In this
figure the breakdown of the elastic energy loss is even
more obvious than for the heavy flavor mesons, since
the elastic energy loss for gluons is enhanced by a fac-
tor CA/CF ≈ 2. The uncorrected radiative-only result
(no collisional energy loss) predicts mild suppression of
RAA ≈ 0.9 for all pT ; and the corrected radiative-only
result predicts enhancement that grows monotonically in
pT , reaching RAA ≈ 1.5 at pT = 150 GeV. The predicted
enhancement for pT & 100 GeV is in excess of the mea-
sured enhancement [33], however for pT . 100 GeV the
presence of enhancement is qualitatively consistent with
data.

The short pathlength “correction” leads to changes in
RAA(pT ) of 100% or greater in the light hadron sector,
with predictions of RAA(pT ) well in excess of 1 for ex-
tremely high momenta, in both small and large collision
systems leads us to question whether or not the energy
loss calculation is breaking down in some fundamental
way. In particular, are we applying the energy loss for-
mulae in our energy loss model in some regimes where
the assumptions made in the derivation of those energy
loss formulae no longer apply?

IV. CONSISTENCY OF ASSUMPTIONS IN
DGLV

The prediction of significant enhancement of high-pT
light flavor mesons shown in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 stems from
the asymptotic dependence of the short pathlength cor-
rection on energy [31],

∆Ecorr.

E
=
CRαs

2π

L

λg

(
−2CR
CA

)
12

2 + µL

×
∫ 1

0

dx ln

(
Lkmax

2 + µL

)
(23a)

=
CRαs

2π

L

λg

(
−2CR
CA

) ln
(

2EL
2+µL

)
2 + µL

, (23b)

which was calculated with kmax = 2xE and, for sim-
plicity, an exponential distribution of scattering centers.
The equivalent asymptotic result without the short path-
length correction is given by [66]

∆EDGLV

E
=
CRαs

4

L2µ2

λg

1

E
log

E

µ
. (24)

We see from Eq. 23b and Eq. 24 that for asymptot-
ically large values of energy, ∆Ecorr./E ∼ E0 while
∆EDGLV/E ∼ lnE/E. Thus, inevitably, the correction
becomes larger than the uncorrected result in the large E
limit. Presumably, then, there’s some intermediate value
of the energy at which the assumptions that went into
either the DGLV derivation, the derivation of the correc-
tion, or both are violated. As noted in the Introduction,
the derivations of both DGLV energy loss and its small
pathlength correction assumed: (1) the Eikonal approx-
imation which assumes that the energy of the hard par-
ton is the largest scale in the problem; (2) the soft radia-
tion approximation which assumes x� 1; (3) collinearity
which assumes k+ � k−; (4) the impact parameter varies
over a large transverse area; and (5) the large formation

time assumption which assumes ω0 � µ ⇔ k2

2xE � µ

and ω1 � µ1 ⇔ (k−q1)2

2xE �
√
µ2 + q2

1 . For the large
formation time assumption we found that in the original
calculation (details in [67]), ω0 � µ was only used in the
weaker form ω0 � µ1; and so we will be considering this
weaker assumption instead.

In this section we numerically check the consistency
of these assumptions with the final radiative energy loss
result. We are interested in the breakdown of these as-
sumptions in proportion to their impact on the radia-
tive energy loss, which motivates the calculation of the
expectation values of quantities that are assumed small
under the various assumptions. The expectation values
are weighted by the absolute value of the mean radiative
energy loss distribution, Eq. 31. Explicitly the procedure

1 Just to be clear, we are weighting by the mean radiative en-
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FIG. 9. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈ω1/µ1〉 as a function of parent parton
energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the large for-
mation time assumption. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed)
and with (solid) the short pathlength correction for charm
quarks (dark red) and gluons (orange). All curves use con-
stant L = 5 fm, λ = 1 fm, and µ = 0.5 GeV.

to calculate the expectation value of a function R({xi}),
depending on the set of variables {xi}, is

〈R〉 ≡

∫
d{xi} R({xi})

∣∣∣ dE
d{xi}

∣∣∣∫
d{xi}

∣∣∣ dE
d{xi}

∣∣∣ , (25)

where {xi} can be any of {k,q, x,∆z} and d{xi} ≡∏
i dxi. It is important to note that this expectation

value is not an expectation value in the usual sense, where
the distribution is the distribution of radiated gluons, be-
cause we are weighting by the radiative energy loss and
not radiated gluon number. It is also important to note
that even if a particular assumption is violated in the
sense of this weighted average, that violation does not
necessarily mean that the correction computed by relax-
ing the assumption is large; rather, we only know that
the correction is not necessarily small.

Fig. 9 investigates the short pathlength assumption.
The figure shows the expectation value of ω1/µ1 =

(k − q1)2/2xE
√
µ2 + q2

1, where the DGLV and correc-
tion derivations assume that ω1/µ1 � 1, using L = 5 fm,
λ = 1 fm, and µ = 0.5 GeV. For the energy loss with
correction term, the large formation time assumption
is explicitly violated for E & 35 GeV for gluons, and
for E & 50 GeV for charm quarks; indicating that the
short pathlength corrected energy loss model predictions

ergy loss as determined by the single inclusive gluon emission
distribution, ∼ xdNg/dx; we are not weighting by the Poisson
convolved distribution.

may be breaking down at moderate to high pT in cen-
tral A + A collisions. One sees that the large formation
time assumption, always breaks down before enhance-
ment, ∆E/E < 0, is predicted.

One possibility for the cause of the large formation
time assumption breakdown—and the erroneously large
correction at high pT for π mesons—is the emphasis
placed on short pathlengths by the exponential distribu-
tion of scattering centers. The exponential distribution
was originally chosen to make the analytics simple, with
the physical motivation that it captures the Bjorken ex-
pansion in the medium [36]. Following [37], Bjorken ex-
pansion has already been implemented at the collision ge-
ometry level in our model via 〈T (τ)〉 = 〈T (τ0)〉(τ0/τ)1/3;
see Sec. II E. Thus using the exponential distribution in
the radiative energy loss kernel may be effectively double
counting. It was found numerically that DGLV energy
loss result is insensitive to the exact distribution of scat-
tering centers used [28]. Perhaps not surprisingly, the
small pathlength correction has a large sensitivity to the
exact distribution of scattering centers used [31].

We are thus motivated to consider an alternative distri-
bution of scattering centers as we consider whether or not
the various assumptions made in the energy loss deriva-
tions are consistent with our final energy loss numerics.
In this paper we will consider, in addition to the usual
exponential distribution, the truncated step distribution
from [31]. The truncated step distribution is given by
ρstep(∆z) ≡ (L − a)−1Θ(∆z − a)Θ(L −∆z), where a is
a small distance cut off. The truncated step function at-
tempts to capture the effect of a “turn on” of the QGP,
before which no energy loss takes place, with subsequent
equal probability for a scattering to occur until the end
of the pathlength. We think of the exponential distribu-
tion and truncated step distributions as limiting cases for
what the real distribution of scattering centers may be.
The exponential distribution maximally emphasizes the
effect of early-time physics, while the truncated step dis-
tribution completely neglects early-time physics. A more
realistic distribution is likely somewhere in between these
two extremes.

One choice for a is a = µ−1, since for ∆z . µ−1, the
production point and scattering center are too close to be
individually resolved. Another choice is a = τ0, the hy-
drodynamics turn-on time; τ0 is a particularly reasonable
choice since we already only consider the medium density
evolution for times τ > τ0 in computing our pathlengths,
Eq. 14. For a typical value of µ = 0.5 GeV in central
Pb+Pb collisions, τ0 ' µ−1 ' 0.4 fm; however in central
p + Pb collisions µ−1 ' 0.25 fm < τ0 = 0.4 fm, and so
the distinction between the two options for a might be
important. In this report we have chosen to use a = τ0
throughout for simplicity.

We now check all of the assumptions made in the com-
putation of the DGLV radiative energy loss for: the cor-
rected and uncorrected results; the exponential and trun-
cated step scattering center distributions; charm quarks
and gluons; and for large (L = 5 fm) and small (L =
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1 fm) systems (Fig.’s 10–15). All calculations use con-
stant µ = 0.5 GeV, and λ = 1 fm which are approximate
averages in A + A collisions, and standard benchmark
choices [28].

Fig. 10 and Fig. 11 show the expectation values
of ω1/µ1 = (k − q1)2/2xE

√
µ2 + q2

1 and ω0/µ1 =

k2/2xE
√
µ2 + q2

1, respectively. The large formation
time assumption is equivalent to both ratios much less
than one. For an exponential distribution of scatter-
ing centers with L = 5 fm (top pane of Fig. 10 and
Fig. 11), this assumption: breaks down for E & 40 GeV
for the corrected result, and holds for all pT for the un-
corrected result. For the truncated step distribution with
L = 5 fm, the large formation time assumption breaks
down for both the corrected and uncorrected results for
E & 100 GeV. The plots show that although the uncor-
rected DGLV radiative energy loss result is known to be
numerically insensitive to the distribution of scattering
centers, the exponential distribution plays an important
role in the asymptotic consistency of the large formation
time assumption with the radiative energy loss.

For L = 1 fm (bottom panes of Fig. 10 and Fig. 11),
the shape of all curves are approximately the same, but
scaled by a factor ∼ 1 fm/5 fm in E. Thus the breakdown
in the large formation time assumptions occurs roughly
five times earlier in E for the L = 1 fm pathlengths
compared to the L = 5 fm pathlengths. The reason for
this simple approximate scaling is that all of the non-
trivial dependence of ∆E/E on E and L in the distribu-
tion of emitted gluons Eq. 2 comes from terms ∼ ωα∆z
where α ∈ {0, 1,m}. Once integrated these terms be-
come ωαL ∼ L/E; assuming k and q have negligible de-
pendence on E. If the kinematic cutoffs on the k, and
q integrals are important then this scaling breaks down;
any deviation from this simple scaling must be due to the
effects of the cutoff.

We found that finite kinematic bounds do not signif-
icantly affect the consistency of the assumptions. The
above scaling argument holds for all expectation values
〈R〉 so long as R does not depend on ∆z. Thus, in or-
der to keep the number of plots shown to a manageable
number, most assumption consistency plots from now on
will be shown for only L = 5 fm.

The collinear and soft assumptions are tested for con-
sistency in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13, respectively. We find
that both of these assumptions are consistently satisfied
for both the short pathlength corrected and uncorrected
DGLV results, for both the exponential and the trun-
cated step distributions of scattering centers.

Fig. 13 shows 〈x〉 as a function of parent parton energy
E, where 〈x〉 � 1 is assumed under the soft approxima-
tion. The expectation value 〈x〉 decreases monotonically
in energy for the uncorrected result with an exponen-
tial distribution of scattering centers; all other expecta-
tion values appear to converge numerically to a constant
nonzero value. For the DGLV result with an exponen-
tial distribution, one can calculate 〈x〉 analytically for
asymptotically high energies. For asymptotically high

FIG. 10. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈ω1/µ1〉 as a function of parent par-
ton energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the large for-
mation time assumption. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed)
and with (solid) the short pathlength correction for charm
quarks [gluons] with scattering centers distributed according
to the exponential distribution (dark red [orange]) and trun-
cated step function (dark blue [light blue]). L = 5 fm in the
top pane and L = 1 fm in the bottom pane. All curves use
constant λ = 1 fm and µ = 0.5 GeV.

energies we take mg → 0, M → 0, kmax → ∞, and
qmax → ∞. These simplifications allow the angular, k,
and q integrals to be done analytically, as described in
[36, 66]. Proceeding in this way we obtain the following
asymptotic expression for 〈x〉:

〈x〉DGLV
exp. =

1

log( 4E
Lµ2 )

+O
(
Lµ2

4E

)
(26)

=⇒ 〈x〉 → 0 as E →∞.

In a similar way we can derive the same result for the
short pathlength correction with an exponential distribu-
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FIG. 11. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈ω0/µ1〉 as a function of parent par-
ton energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the large for-
mation time assumption. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed)
and with (solid) the short pathlength correction for charm
quarks [gluons] with scattering centers distributed according
to the exponential distribution (dark red [orange]) and trun-
cated step function (dark blue [light blue]). L = 5 fm in the
top pane and L = 1 fm in the bottom pane. All curves use
constant λ = 1 fm and µ = 0.5 GeV.

tion, using the asymptotic result from [31] (see Eq. 23a)

〈x〉corr.
exp. =

1

2

− 1
2 + log

(
2EL

2+Lµ

)
−1 + log

(
2EL

2+Lµ

)
 (27)

→ 1

2
as E →∞.

For the truncated step distribution it is more difficult to
perform asymptotic calculations, but numerical investi-
gation shows that the uncorrected result with truncated
step distribution converges to 〈x〉 ≈ 1

3 , and the cor-
rected result with truncated step distribution converges
to 〈x〉 ≈ 1

2 .
Fig. 14 tests the consistency of the large pathlength

assumption with the DGLV result as a function of par-
ent parton energy E for charm quarks. For L = 1 fm, we

FIG. 12. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈k−/k+〉 as a function of parent par-
ton energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the collinear
approximation. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed) and with
(solid) the short pathlength correction for charm quarks [glu-
ons] with scattering centers distributed according to the ex-
ponential distribution (dark red [orange]) and truncated step
function (dark blue [light blue]). L = 5 fm in the top pane
and L = 1 fm in the bottom pane. All curves use constant
L = 5 fm, λ = 1 fm, and µ = 0.5 GeV.

FIG. 13. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈x〉 as a function of parent par-
ton energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the soft
approximation. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed) and with
(solid) the short pathlength correction for charm quarks [glu-
ons] with scattering centers distributed according to the ex-
ponential distribution (dark red [orange]) and truncated step
function (dark blue [light blue]). L = 5 fm in the top pane
and L = 1 fm in the bottom pane. All curves use constant
L = 5 fm, λ = 1 fm, and µ = 0.5 GeV.



14

FIG. 14. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈1/∆z µ〉 as a function of parent par-
ton energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the large
pathlength assumption. 〈R〉 is computed without (dashed)
and with (solid) the short pathlength correction for charm
quarks [gluons] with scattering centers distributed according
to the exponential distribution (dark red [orange]) and trun-
cated step function (dark blue [light blue]). L = 5 fm in the
top pane and L = 1 fm in the bottom pane. All curves use
constant λ = 1 fm and µ = 0.5 GeV.

see that the large pathlength assumption is not a good
approximation for either the uncorrected or small path-
length corrected DGLV calculation for the exponential
scattering center distribution; with 〈1/∆z µ〉 ∼ 0.6, the
large pathlength assumption is not a particularly good
approximation for the truncated step distribution, ei-
ther. Even for L = 5 fm, the large pathlength assump-
tion breaks down for the short pathlength corrected en-
ergy loss when the exponential distribution of scatter-
ing centers is used. While not shown, results for glu-
ons are essentially identical. We see that, as expected,
one must quantitatively determine the importance of the
short pathlength correction terms to the radiative energy
loss derivation for short pathlengths, L ∼ 1/µ for all val-
ues of E and for all parton types.

We note that there was one final assumption implicitly
made in the derivation of the short pathlength correction
to the DGLV radiated gluon distribution, the short for-
mation time (with respect to scattering centers) assump-
tion, ∆z ω0 � 1 [31, 67]. This in conjunction with the
large formation time assumption furnishes a separation
of scales ∆z−1 � ω0 � µ1. Alternatively one can view
this as a large pathlength assumption, wherein we have
replaced ∆z µ � 1 with ∆z ω0 � 1; which is guaran-
teed to be a weaker assumption, according to the large
formation time assumption. Fig. 15 shows 〈∆z ω0〉 as
a function of parent parton energy E for charm quarks
with the short pathlength corrected energy loss. We find
that for both large and small systems, and exponential
and truncated step distributions this assumption holds

FIG. 15. Plot of 〈R〉 ≡ 〈∆z ω0〉 as a function of parent parton
energy E. 〈R〉 � 1 implies consistency with the large forma-
tion time (with respect to scattering centers) assumption used
in the short pathlength correction derivation [31]. 〈R〉 is com-
puted with the short pathlength correction for charm quarks
for pathlengths of 5 fm [1 fm] with scattering centers dis-
tributed according to the exponential distribution (dark red
[dark blue]) and truncated step function (orange [light blue]).
All curves use constant λ = 1 fm and µ = 0.5 GeV.

self-consistently. While not shown, results for gluons are
essentially identical. The short formation time (with re-
spect to scattering centers) assumption is intimately tied
to the large formation time assumption, and so if future
work aims to remove the large formation time assump-
tion, then this assumption should also be removed. Note
that we computed 〈∆z ω0〉 (assumed � 1) instead of
〈(∆z ω0)−1〉 (assumed � 1), due to numerical conver-
gence issues with the latter.

V. SUPPRESSION WITH EXPONENTIAL AND
STEP DISTRIBUTIONS

We saw in the previous section that for pT & 40 GeV
the large formation time approximation breaks down for
energy loss calculations using the exponential distribu-
tion of scattering centers (which bias the scattering to
shorter pathlengths) while the large formation time ap-
proximation breaks down only for pT & 100 GeV for an
energy loss calculation using the truncated step distribu-
tion of scattering centers. Additionally, we claimed that
the exponential distribution of scattering centers and the
truncated step distribution of scattering centers repre-
sent two extreme possibilities for what a more realistic
distribution of scattering centers likely will be. We are
thus motivated to explore the sensitivity of our suppres-
sion predictions to the choice of distribution of scattering
centers. For pure DGLV energy loss without the short
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pathlength correction, one saw an insensitivity to this
choice of scattering center distributions [28]. We will see
that when including the short pathlength correction to
the radiative energy loss, the heavy flavor observables
are still relatively insensitive to the distribution of scat-
tering centers. However, we find that hadron observables
that include a contribution from gluons are very sensitive
to the choice of scattering center distribution, with the
use of the truncated step function dramatically reduc-
ing the effect of the short pathlength correction to pion
RAA(pT ). This dramatic reduction in the effect of the
short pathlength correction to the phenomenologically
accessible pion suppression observable is expected from
the dramatic reduction in the effect of the short path-
length correction to the average radiative energy loss, as
seen in [31].

Fig. 16 shows RAA(pT ) for D mesons in central 0–10%
and semi-central 30–50% Pb+Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02

TeV for both the exponential and truncated step distri-
butions of scattering centers. Fig. 17 shows RAA(pT )
for B mesons in central 0–10% Pb + Pb collisions at√
s = 5.02 TeV for both the exponential and truncated

step distributions of scattering centers. For both heavy
meson cases the truncated step distribution decreases the
RAA by up to 10% (20%) for the original (corrected)
WHDG results. For both D and B mesons with a trun-
cated step distribution, the short pathlength correction
is negligible for pT . 100. As seen before, with an ex-
ponential distribution of scattering centers the effect of
the short pathlength correction is . 10%, which is small
compared to other theoretical uncertainties in the model
(e.g. higher orders in αs, treatment of the early times,
etc.). Agreement with data is good for all predictions
(corrected/uncorrected, and exp./trunc. step distribu-
tions), except for pT . 10 where bulk effects may be im-
portant and the eikonal approximation is likely breaking
down.

The radiative-only nuclear modification factor RpA for
D0 mesons in 0–10% most central p+A collisions is shown
in Fig. 18, with and without the short pathlength cor-
rection, and with both an exponential and a truncated
step distribution of scattering centers. We only show the
radiative-only RpA since in Sec. III we determined that
the elastic contribution was erroneously large in p + A
collisions due to the inapplicability of the average elas-
tic energy loss in previous WHDG calculations in small
collision systems. The RpA for the exponential distribu-
tion without the correction and the truncated step dis-
tribution with and without the correction all agree with
each other to within 5% and predict mild suppression of
RpA ≈ 0.9 for all pT . The corrected RpA with an ex-
ponential distribution predicts mild suppression at low
pT . 20 GeV and consistency with unity at moderate
pT & 20 GeV. Measured RpA is shown for D0 mesons
produced in 0–5% most central p + Pb collisions from
ALICE [62]. Data predicts mild enhancement for all pT ,
not inconsistent with our results shown here.

Fig. 19 shows RAA(pT ) for pions in 0–5% central

FIG. 16. Plot of the RAA for D mesons as a function of
final transverse momentum pT in

√
s = 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb

central 0–10% (top) and semi-central 30–50% (bottom) colli-
sions. Predictions with (solid) and without (dashed) the short
pathlength correction to the radiative energy loss are shown
using the exponential (red) and truncated step (blue) distri-
butions for the scattering centers. Data are from ALICE [34]
and CMS [61]. The global normalization uncertainty on the
number of binary collisions is indicated by solid boxes in the
top left corner of the plot (left to right, top to bottom: CMS
0–10%, ALICE 0–10%, ALICE 30–50%).

Pb + Pb collisions at
√
s = 5.02 TeV. The convolved col-

lisional and radiative energy loss model predictions both
include and exclude the short pathlength correction to
radiative energy loss, and use either the exponential or
the truncated step distribution for the scattering centers.
The predictions are compared to data from ATLAS [63],
CMS [64], and ALICE [65]. While the predictions ex-
cluding the short pathlength correction are insensitive to
the particular scattering center distribution chosen, one
can see the tremendous sensitivity of the predictions to
the scattering center distribution when the short path-
length correction to the radiative energy loss is included;
when the truncated step distribution is used, the effect on
RAA(pT ) of the short pathlength correction to the DGLV
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FIG. 17. The nuclear modification factor RAA as a function
of final transverse momentum pT is calculated in Pb + Pb
collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV for B mesons. Predictions with

(solid) and without (dashed) the short pathlength correction
to the radiative energy loss are shown using the exponential
(red) and truncated step (blue) distributions for the scattering
centers. Data are from CMS [61]. The experimental global
normalization uncertainty on the number of binary collisions
is indicated by the solid box in the top left corner of the plot.

FIG. 18. The nuclear modification factor RpA for D mesons as
a function of final transverse momentum pT in 0–10% central
p+Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV. Only radiative energy loss

is included; predictions with (solid) and without (dashed) the
short pathlength correction are shown using the exponential
(red) and truncated step (blue) distributions for the scattering
centers. Data are from ALICE [62]. The experimental global
normalization uncertainty on the number of binary collisions
is indicated by the solid box in the top left corner of the plot.

radiative energy loss is dramatically reduced.

Fig. 20 shows RpA(pT ) for π mesons and charged
hadrons in 0–10% central p + Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02

FIG. 19. Plot of the RAA for π mesons produced in 0–5%
most central Pb + Pb collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV, as a func-

tion of the final transverse momentum pT . Predictions with
(solid) and without (dashed) the short pathlength correction
to the radiative energy loss are shown using the exponential
(red) and truncated step (blue) distributions for the scatter-
ing centers. Data from ATLAS [63], CMS [64], and ALICE
[65]. The experimental global normalization uncertainty on
the number of binary collisions is indicated by the solid boxes
in the center left of the plot (left to right: CMS, ALICE).
Note that in the ATLAS data the normalization uncertainty
is included in the systematic uncertainty.

FIG. 20. The nuclear modification factor RpA for π mesons
as a function of final transverse momentum pT in 0–10% p+Pb
collisions at

√
s = 5.02 TeV. Only radiative energy loss is

included; predictions with (solid) and without (dashed) the
short pathlength correction are shown using the exponential
(red) and truncated step (blue) distributions for the scattering
centers. Data for charged hadrons are from ATLAS [33]. The
experimental global normalization uncertainty on the number
of binary collisions is indicated by the solid box in the top left
corner of the plot.
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TeV. For our theoretical predictions of pion suppression
we only include radiative energy loss, as the average elas-
tic energy loss of the WHDG model is inappropriate to
use here. We show predictions with (solid) and without
(dashed) the short pathlength correction to the radiative
energy loss, and we show predictions when using either
the exponential (red) or truncated step (blue) distribu-
tion of scattering centers. Charged hadron suppression
data is from ATLAS [33].

The difference between the RπpA(pT ) predictions from
the two scattering center distributions is small when ex-
cluding the short pathlength correction. We see again
that the effect on nuclear modification factor from the
short pathlength correction to the radiative energy loss is
large when using the exponential distribution of scatter-
ing centers and relatively small when using the truncated
step distribution of scattering centers. The prediction of
enhancement by the corrected RpA with an exponential
distribution is qualitatively similar to the observed en-
hancement for moderate momenta pT . 60 GeV. If we
are provocative, we may thus suggest that the experi-
mentally measured excess in RpA(pT ) is actually due to
final state effects rather than initial state or normaliza-
tion effects.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article we presented the first predictions for
the suppression of leading high-pT hadrons from an en-
ergy loss model with explicit short pathlength corrections
to the radiative energy loss. We included collisional en-
ergy loss in the model, as well as averages over realis-
tic production spectra for light and heavy flavor partons
that propagate through a realistic QGP medium geom-
etry generated by second order viscous hydrodynamics.
Thus our calculations here are, to a very good approxi-
mation, those of the WHDG energy loss model [47], but
with short pathlength corrections [31] to the DGLV opac-
ity expansion [36, 66]. Predictions were presented for
central and semi-central Pb + Pb collisions and central
p + Pb collisions and compared to data from the LHC.

We saw that the inclusion of the short pathlength cor-
rection to the radiative energy loss led to a reduction of
the suppression of leading hadrons. This reduction is
well understood as a result of the short pathlength cor-
rection enhancing the effect of the destructive LPM in-
terference between the zeroth order in opacity DGLAP-
like production radiation and the radiation induced by
the subsequent collisions of the leading parton with the
medium quanta. The reduction in the suppression also
increases as a function of pT , which is a result of the dif-
ferent asymptotic energy scalings of DGLV energy loss
(∆E ∼ logE) compared to the short pathlength correc-
tion (∆E ∼ E).

For heavy flavor observables, the inclusion of the short
pathlength corrections leads to only a modest ∼ 10% en-
hancement of RAA(pT ) in Pb + Pb and p + Pb collisions.

When we assume that the distribution of scattering cen-
ters that stimulate the emission of gluon radiation from
high-pT partons is given by an exponential, which biases
the leading partons to scatter at shorter distances, the
short pathlength correction to RπAA(pT ) grows dramat-
ically with pT . This very fast growth in pT is due to
the very large short pathlength correction to the gluonic
radiative energy loss: the short pathlength correction to
radiative energy loss breaks color triviality, and the cor-
rection to gluonic radiative energy loss is about ten times
that of quark radiative energy loss (instead of the approx-
imately factor of two that one would expect from color
triviality) [31]. When a truncated step function is used as
the distribution of scattering centers that stimulate the
emission of gluon radiation, the short pathlength correc-
tion to RπAA(pT ) becomes a much more modest ∼ 10%.
It is interesting, but perhaps not totally surprising, that
the short pathlength correction to the energy loss intro-
duces an enhanced sensitivity to the precise distribution
of scattering centers used in the energy loss model. In ei-
ther case of distributions of scattering centers, the more
rapid growth in the short pathlength correction as a func-
tion of pT than that of the uncorrected DGLV energy loss
[32] suggests that at least part of the faster-than-expected
growth of the measured RπAA(pT ) as a function of pT may
be due to the influence of the short distance corrections
to the energy loss of hard partons; cf. the reduction of
suppression due to running coupling [68].

We found that the average collisional energy loss, with
fluctuations of this energy loss given by a Gaussian whose
width is dictated by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,
of the WHDG energy loss model [47] is inappropriate
for small colliding systems. Considering radiative energy
loss only, RpA(pT ) for heavy flavor hadrons was again
only modestly, . 10%, affected by the short pathlength
correction to energy loss. RπpA(pT ) was significantly af-

fected, ∼ 50%, by the short pathlength correction for an
exponential distribution of scattering centers, but more
modestly so, ∼ 10%, for a truncated step distribution
of scattering centers. For both distributions of scatter-
ing centers, the short pathlength corrected pion nuclear
modification factor sees a tantalizing enhancement above
1, similar to data [33, 34]. One may then provocatively
suggest that the experimentally measured enhancement
of RpA(pT ) > 1 may be due—at least in part—to final
state effects.

We also investigated the self-consistency of the ap-
proximations used in the derivations of DGLV and short
pathlength correction to DGLV single inclusive radiative
gluon emission kernels for the phenomenologically rel-
evant physical situations of RHIC and LHC. We con-
structed dimensionless quantities that represented the
approximations and checked whether, when averaged
with a weight given by the strength of the energy loss
kernel determined by DGLV or the short pathlength cor-
rected DGLV, those quantities were small (or large) as
required by the approximations that went into deriv-
ing those same DGLV and short pathlength corrected
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DGLV single inclusive radiated gluon spectrum kernels.
We found that, when weighted by the energy loss ker-
nel, the soft and collinear approximations were self-
consistently satisfied when computed with phenomeno-
logically relevant parameters. We further found that
the original DGLV derivation is self-consistent with re-
spect to the large formation time approximation when
an exponential distribution of scattering centers is used.
However, the usual DGLV energy loss is not consistent
with the large formation time approximation for mod-
est O(10–100 GeV) energies for pathlengths O(1–5 fm)
when the truncated step function is used as the distribu-
tion of scattering centers. The short pathlength corrected
DGLV is similarly inconsistent with the large formation
time approximation also for modestO(10–100 GeV) ener-
gies for pathlengths O(1–5 fm) for either the exponential
or the truncated step function distribution of scattering
centers. Finally, we see that the large pathlength approx-
imation breaks down for small pathlengths ∼ 1 fm and
even for large pathlengths ∼ 5 fm for large enough & 100
GeV energies. We noted in Sec. II A one more assump-
tion, that of large transverse area. This assumption is
very difficult to assess using the methods of this article,
especially as the utilization of the assumption occurs very
early in the derivation. Qualitatively, even in p+A colli-
sions, one has that the transverse size of the system will

be ∼ (1 fm)2 whereas the typical scale set by the scatter-
ing process itself is 1/µ2 ∼ (0.5 fm)2. It thus seems likely
that this large transverse size assumption holds even for
small collision systems.

We thus conclude that in order to confidently compare
leading hadron suppression predictions in A + A colli-
sions at & 100 GeV or in p + A collisions at & 10 GeV
from an energy loss model based on an opacity expan-
sion of the single inclusive gluon emission kernel, future
work is needed to re-derive the opacity expansion sin-
gle inclusive gluon emission kernel with both the large
pathlength and the large formation time approximations
relaxed. Further work of numerically implementing finite
pathlength effects in elastic energy loss [47, 69] will also
play an important role in any quantitative comparison of
an energy loss model and leading hadron suppression in
small systems such as p + A collisions.
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Abstract

In this work, we review the experimental and theoretical developments of bottomonia production in

proton+proton and heavy-ion collisions. The bottomonia production process is proving to be one of the

most robust processes to investigate the fundamental aspects of Quantum Chromodynamics at both low and

high temperatures. The LHC experiments in the last decade have produced large statistics of bottomonia

states in wide kinematic ranges in various collision systems. The bottomonia have three Υ S-states which

are reconstructed in dilepton invariant mass channel with high mass resolution by LHC detectors and P-

states are measured via their decay to S-states. We start with the details of measurements in proton+proton

collisions and their understanding in terms of various effective theoretical models. Here we cover both

the Tevatron and LHC measurements with
√
s spanning from 1.8 TeV to 13 TeV. The bottomonia states

have particularly been very good probes to understand strongly interacting matter produced in heavy-ion

collisions. The Pb+Pb collisions have been performed at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV and 5.02 TeV at LHC. This

led to the detailed study of the modification of bottomonia yields as a function of various observables and

collision energy. At the same time, the improved results of bottomonia production became available from

RHIC experiments which have proven to be useful for a quantitative comparison. A systematic study of

bottomonia production in p+p, p+Pb and Pb+Pb has been very useful to understand the medium effects

in these collision systems. We review some of the (if not all the) models of bottomonia evolution due

to various processes in a large dynamically evolving medium and discuss these in comparison with the

measurements.
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LHC, RHIC
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1. Introduction

The strong interaction among quarks and gluons is described by Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) that

has two regimes; asymptotic freedom at short distances and color confinement at long distances. At short

distances, the interaction can be well described using perturbative methods. However, confinement, which

is a non-perturbative phenomenon, is not very well understood. The study of quarkonia (QQ̄) involves both

the perturbative and non-perturbative aspects of QCD. The quarkonia are composed of heavy constituents

(charm and bottom quarks) and their velocity can be considered to be small allowing one to use the non-

relativistic formalism [1, 2] in the study. In a simple picture, a quarkonium can be understood as a heavy

quark pair (QQ̄) bound in a color singlet state by some effective potential interaction. In this bound state,

the constituents are separated by distances much smaller than 1/ΛQCD where ΛQCD is the QCD scale.

It is expected that the dynamics of strongly interacting matter changes at temperatures and/or densities

which are similar to or larger than the typical hadronic scale. It can be argued that under such extreme con-

ditions, one should have the onset of deconfinement of quarks and gluons and thus the strongly-interacting

matter could then be described in terms of these elementary degrees of freedom. This new form of matter

is known as quark-gluon plasma [3, 4], or QGP. The support for the existence of such a transition has

indeed been demonstrated from first principles using QCD simulation on lattice. The heavy-ion collisions

provide experimental means to study the deconfinement transition and the properties of hot and dense

strongly-interacting matter [5]. Significant parts of different experimental heavy-ion programs are dedi-

cated to studying quarkonium yields. Such studies are motivated by the suggestion of Matsui and Satz that

quarkonium suppression could be a signature of deconfinement [6]. In fact, the observation of anomalous

suppression of J/ψ at SPS energies was considered to be a key signature of deconfinement [7].

The Υ
′
s having three states with different binding energies are far richer probes of the QCD dynamics in

p+p and Pb+Pb collisions than the charmonia states. It is therefore important to achieve a good understand-

ing of their production mechanism in the vacuum as well as of how the nuclear effects in proton-nucleus

collisions affect them. At Large Hadron Collider (LHC) energy, the cross section of bottomonia production

is large and also the detector technologies enabled the study of various bottomonia states separately both

in p+p and heavy-ion collisions. As proposed by different theories, bottomonium is an important and clean

probe of hadronic collisions for at least two reasons. First, the effective field theory approach, which pro-

vides a link to first principles QCD, is more suitable for bottomonium due to better separation of scales and

higher binding energies. Second, the statistical recombination effects are less important due to the higher
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mass of bottom quarks. Experimentally, the bottomonia are detected via their decay in the dimuon channel.

Bottomonia can be reconstructed with better mass resolution and smaller combinatorial background due

to higher mass as compared to other resonances. All these properties make bottomonium a good probe of

QGP formation in heavy-ion collisions.

The detailed experimental study of the bottomonia states in p+p collisions was carried out at Fermilab

at
√
s = 1.8 and 1.96 TeV [8, 9, 10]. At the LHC, the experimental collaborations carried out the bottomonia

study in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV [11, 12, 13] and 13 TeV [14, 15]. There have been immense

experimental [16, 17, 18, 19, 20] and theoretical works [21, 22, 23, 24] on quarkonia modifications in

Pb+Pb collisions. The bottomonia states in heavy-ion collisions are suppressed with respect to their yields

in proton-proton collisions scaled by the number of binary nucleon-nucleon (NN) collisions. The amount

of quarkonia suppression is expected to be sequentially ordered by the binding energies of the quarkonia

states. As the screening depends on the binding energy, the bottomonium states (Υ(1S), Υ(2S), Υ(3S), χb,

etc.) are extremely useful probes to understand the color screening properties of the QGP. The sequential

suppression of the yields of Υ(nS) states was first observed by CMS at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV [25, 26].

Later, the results with improved statistical precision have been reported by both the ALICE [20] and CMS

Collaborations [17, 18] at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The suppression of the Υ(1S) meson has also been studied

at
√
sNN = 200 GeV at Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) [27], although the bottomonia production

cross section is small at lower energies. There have been many reviews written on experimental and

theoretical developments on Quarkonia and their modifications in heavy-ion collisions [28, 29, 30]. The

future measurement prospects with high luminosity LHC can be found in Ref. [31].

In this writeup, we review experimental and theoretical aspects of bottomonia production in p+p, p+A

and A+A collisions at RHIC and LHC energies.

2. Bottomonia production in p+p collisions: Experimental overview

The Υ meson was discovered by E288 collaboration at Fermilab in the collision of a beam of 400 GeV

protons with nuclei in 1977 [32]. Detailed measurements of all the states of Υ were also done at Fermilab.

The Collider Detector at Fermilab (CDF) measured Υ(1S), Υ(2S) and Υ(3S) differential (d2σ/dpTdy)

and integrated cross sections in p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.8 TeV [8] at Tevatron. The three states were

reconstructed via their decays to µ+ and µ−. The differential (d2σ/dpTdy) and integrated cross sections

have been measured for Υ(1S) in the transverse momentum range 0<pT<16 GeV/c and for Υ(2S) and

Υ(3S) in the range 0<pT<10 GeV/c. In 2002, CDF measured both the cross sections and polarizations
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Table 1: The cross section of Υ(nS) at midrapidity (|y|< 0.4) in p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.8 TeV with an integrated luminosity of 77 pb−1 as

measured by CDF [9]

Υ(nS) state dσ(Υ(nS))
dy ×B(Υ(nS)→ µ+µ−) (pb)

Υ(1S) 680±15(stat.)±18(syst.)±26(lumi.)
Υ(2S) 175±9(stat.)±8(syst.)
Υ(3S) 97±8(stat.)±5(syst.)

Table 2: Υ(1S) cross sections in different rapidity ranges in p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.96 TeV measured in Tevatron Run II with an integrated

luminosity of 185 pb−1 [10].

rapidity range dσ(Υ(1S))
dy ×B(Υ(nS)→ µ+µ−) (pb)

0.0-0.6 628±16(stat.)±63(syst.)±38(lumi.)
0.6-1.2 654±17(stat.)±65(syst.)±40(lumi.)
1.2-1.8 515±16(stat.)±46(syst.)±31(lumi.)
0.0-1.8 597±12(stat.)±58(syst.)±36(lumi.)

of Υ for |y|< 0.4 in p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.8 TeV with an integrated luminosity of 77 pb−1 [9] and the

cross sections are listed in Table 1. These studies helped to understand the relative production of Υ states

in hadronic collisions.

The Run II of Tevatron was carried out at p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.96 TeV, and D0 experiment published

results from these. The D0 experiment measured Υ(1S) cross section in different rapidity ranges in p+p

collisions at
√
s = 1.96 TeV at luminosity of 185 pb−1 [10]. Table 2 summarizes the D0 Υ cross section

measurements.

The measurements of the production of Υ(1S,2S,3S) in p+p collisions at the unprecedented center of

mass energies of 2.76, 5.02, 7, 8, and 13 TeV have been undertaken, within various rapidity windows and

in the dimuon momentum range of pT < 100 GeV/c at LHC by ATLAS [33, 13], CMS [34, 14] and LHCb

collaborations [15].

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) performed Υ measurements at
√
s = 7 TeV in p+p collisions that is

roughly four times the energy of the Tevatron. CMS measured the Υ cross section in 2011 in the kinematic

range |y|< 2, and pT< 30 GeV [11] with an integrated luminosity of 3.1 pb−1. In 2013, CMS measured

the Υ cross section in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV with the increased integrated luminosity of 35.8 pb−1

and in the kinematic range |y|< 2.4 and pT< 50 GeV [12] as shown in Table 3.

The ATLAS experiment measured the Υ(nS) production cross section in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV

in kinematic range |y|< 2.25, and pT< 70 GeV [13]. The results are shown in Table 4.

Several Υ polarization measurements have also been made. With an integrated luminosity of 77 pb−1,

CDF measured the Υ(1S) polarization in 2002 in p+p collisions at
√
s = 1.8 TeV in knematic range |y|<
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Table 3: Υ(nS) cross sections in kinematic range |y|< 2.0 and pT< 50 GeV measured by CMS in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV. for integrated

luminosity of 35.8 pb−1 [12].

Υ(nS) state σ(p+ p→ Υ(nS)X)×B(Υ(nS)→ µ+µ−) (nb)
Υ(1S) 8.55±0.05(stat.)+0.56

−0.50(syst.)±0.34(lumi.)
Υ(2S) 2.21±0.03(stat.)+0.16

−0.14(syst.)±0.09(lumi.)
Υ(3S) 1.11±0.02(stat.)+0.10

−0.08(syst.)±0.04(lumi.)

Table 4: ATLAS measurement of Υ(nS) cross section in |y|< 2.25 and pT< 70 GeV at
√
s = 7 TeV [13].

Υ(nS) state σ(p+ p→ Υ(nS)X)×B(Υ(nS)→ µ+µ−) (nb)
Υ(1S) 8.01±0.02(stat.)±0.36(syst.)±0.31(lumi.)
Υ(2S) 2.05±0.01(stat.)±0.12(syst.)±0.08(lumi.)
Υ(3S) 0.92±0.01(stat.)±0.07(syst.)±0.04(lumi.)

0.4 and found that Υ(1S) is mostly unpolarized [9]. At
√
s = 1.96 TeV, the D0 experiment measured

the Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) polarizations in 2008 in p+p data with an integrated luminosity of 1.3 fb−1 [35].

The measurement done by D0 found longitudinal polarization for the Υ(1S) [35]. However, these first

polarization measurements were only done in one reference frame. They were sensitive to the bias resulted

due to the choice of the reference frame and also to the acceptance of the detector. Later, measurements

were done in multiple reference frames which enabled the calculation of the frame invariant parameter to

prevent bias from the choice of the reference frame and detector acceptance [36].

The first full polarizations for all Υ(nS) states were measured in 2012 by CDF in Tevatron Run II at
√
s = 1.96 TeV [37]. This CDF Run II measurement with an integrated luminosity of 6.7 fb−1 with |y|<

0.6 and pT< 40 GeV found no evidence for polarized production of Υ(nS) states [37]. CMS measured the

Υ(nS) polarization in 2003 in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV with an integrated luminosity 4.9 fb−1 [36].

In these measurements, the angular distribution of the muons produced in the Υ(1S, 2S, 3S) decays was

analyzed in different reference frames to determine the polarization parameters. The CMS measurement

found no evidence of large transverse or longitudinal polarizations in the explored kinematic region [36].

CMS measured the differential cross section of Υ(nS) in p+p collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV in central rapidity

|y| < 2.4, as a function of transverse momentum in high momentum range [14]. These are used to constrain

the theoretical calculations in the high momentum range as shown in the next section.

The Υ(nS) cross sections are measured by LHCb [15] in p+p collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV, in transverse

momentum range 0 < pT < 15 GeV/c and forward rapidity region 2 < y < 4.5. The cross sections are

listed here.

B(Υ(1S)→ µ+µ−) × σ(Υ(1S)) = (4687 ± 10 (stat) ± 294 (sys)) pb,
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B(Υ(2S)→ µ+µ−) × σ(Υ(2S)) = (1134 ± 6 (stat) ± 71 (sys)) pb,

B(Υ(3S)→ µ+µ−) × σ(Υ(3S)) = (561 ± 4 (stat) ± 36 (sys)) pb.

The measurements of the cross sections and polarizations have shed light on the Υ(1S, 2S, 3S) produc-

tion mechanisms in p+p collisions. LHC data [11, 12, 13, 14, 15] has substantially extended the reach of

the kinematics to test the Non-Relativistic QCD (NRQCD) and other models with higher-order corrections

which becomes more distinguishable with the increase of pT .

3. Bottomonia production mechanism in p+p collisions

In general, one can subdivide the quarkonia production process into two major parts; the production

of a heavy quark pair in hard collisions and the formation of quarkonia out of the two heavy quarks. The

massive quarks (with mc ∼ 1.6 GeV/c2, mb ∼ 4.5 GeV/c2) are produced in the initial stages of hadronic

collision with high momentum transfer and can be treated perturbatively [38]. The formation of quarkonia

from the two massive quarks is a non-perturbative phenomenon that is described using different effective

models [39, 40]. The Color Singlet Model (CSM) [41, 42], the Color Evaporation Model (CEM) [43, 44],

the Fragmentation Scheme and the NRQCD factorisation formalism are some of the popular approaches

used for the description of quarkonia production.

The hadronic cross section in p+p collisions at center of mass energy
√
s can be written as

σpp(s,m2) =
∑

i,j=q,q,g

∫
dx1 dx2 f

p
i (x1, µ

2
F ) fpj (x2, µ

2
F ) σ̂ij(ŝ,m

2, µ2
F , µ

2
R). (1)

Here, fpi are the parton (i = q, q, g) densities of the proton, x1 and x2 are the fractional momenta carried by

the colliding partons and µF and µR are, respectively, fragmentation and renormalization scales. The total

partonic cross section has been calculated up to next-to-leading order (NLO) [38, 45] and can be expressed

as

σ̂ij(ŝ,m, µ
2
F , µ

2
R) =

α2
s(µ

2
R)

m2

{
f

(0,0)
ij (ρ)

+ 4παs(µ
2
R)

[
f

(1,0)
ij (ρ) + f

(1,1)
ij (ρ) ln

(
µ2
F

m2

)]
+O(α2

s)

}
, (2)

where ρ = 4m2/ŝ and f (k,l)
ij are the scaling functions upto NLO [38, 45]. At small ρ, theO(α2

s) andO(α3
s)

qq and the O(α2
s) gg scaling functions become small while the O(α3

s) gg and qg scaling functions plateau

at finite values. Thus, at collider energies, the total cross sections are primarily dependent on the small x

parton densities and phase space. The total cross section does not depend on any kinematic variables. It
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depends only on the quark mass, m, and the renormalization and factorization scales with central values

µR,F = µ0 = m.

The formation of quarkonium through a non-perturbative evolution of the QQ̄ pair has been discussed

extensively using different models and also in the framework of the effective field theories of QCD [39, 46].

Different treatments of this evolution have led to various theoretical models for inclusive quarkonium

production. Most notable among these are the color-singlet model (CSM), the color-evaporation model

(CEM) and the non-relativistic QCD (NRQCD) factorization approach. In this review, we will describe all

these models and will compare the findings of the CEM and the NRQCD approaches with the experimental

results.

3.1. The color singlet model

The color singlet model (CSM) was proposed shortly after the discovery of the J/ψ [41, 42, 47, 48]. In

the CSM model, it is assumed that theQQ̄ pair which evolves into the quarkonium is in a color-singlet state

and also the pair has the same spin and angular-momentum quantum numbers as the final quarkonium. In

the CSM, the production rate for the quarkonium state is obtained in terms of the absolute values of the

color-singlet QQ̄ wave function and its derivatives, evaluated at small QQ̄ separation. These quantities

can be extracted by comparing theoretical calculations in the CSM with experimental measurements. Once

these quantities are extracted, the CSM can predict the cross sections at any given collision energy. At low

energies, the CSM can successfully predict the quarkonium production cross sections [49]. Nevertheless, at

high energies, very large corrections to the CSM appear at next-to-leading order (NLO) and next-to-next-

to-leading order (NNLO) in αs [50, 51, 52]. It thus indicates that there may be some additional production

mechanism emerging at higher energy. However, given the very large corrections at NLO and NNLO, it is

not clear that the perturbative expansion in αs is convergent.

3.2. The color evaporation model

The color evaporation model (CEM) [43, 44, 53] is motivated by the principle of quark-hadron duality.

In the CEM, it is assumed that every produced QQ pair can evolve into a quarkonium if it has an invariant

mass that is less than the threshold for producing a pair of open-flavor heavy mesons. It is further assumed

that the non-perturbative probability for the QQ pair to evolve into a quarkonium state H is given by a

constant FH that is independent of energy-momentum and process. Once FH has been fixed by comparison

with the measured total cross section for the production of the quarkonium H , the CEM has no more free

parameters and can predict, the momentum distribution of the quarkonium production rate at any collision
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Table 5: Heavy quark and quarkonia production cross sections at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [55]. The cross sections are given per nucleon pair while

NPbPb gives the initial number of heavy quark pair/quarkonia per minimum bias Pb+Pb event.

bb Υ

σpp 210.3+70.8
−77.6 µb 0.42+0.14

−0.16 µb
σPbPb 179.3+60.3

−66.2 µb 0.359+0.121
−0.132 µb

NPbPb 1.007+0.339
−0.372 0.0020+0.0007

−0.0007

energy. The CEM predictions provide good descriptions of the CDF data for J/ψ, ψ(2S) and χc production

at
√
s = 1.8 TeV [53].

The quarkonium production cross sections are calculated in the color evaporation model with normal-

izations determined by fitting the scale parameter to the shape of the energy-dependent cross sections in

Ref. [54]. The production cross sections for heavy flavor and quarkonia at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [55] calcu-

lated using CEM are given in Table 5. The bottom quark production cross section is calculated to NLO in

pQCD using the CT10 parton densities [56]. The quark mass and scale parameters are mb = (4.65±0.09)

GeV, µF /mT b = 1.40+0.75
−0.47, and µR/mT b = 1.10+0.26

−0.19. The central EPS09 NLO parameter set [57] is used

to calculate the modifications of the parton distribution functions (nPDF) in Pb+Pb collisions, referred to

as cold-nuclear matter (CNM) effects. The yields in a minimum bias Pb+Pb event is obtained from the per

nucleon cross section, σPbPb, in Table 5, as

N =
A2σPbPb

σtot
PbPb

. (3)

Here A is the mass number of the two colliding nuclei. At 5.02 TeV, the total Pb+Pb cross section, σtot
PbPb,

is 7.7 b [58].

Recently, work in Ref. [59] presents an Improved Color Evaporation Model (ICEM). They obtained

bottomonium production cross sections as a function of transverse momentum and rapidity and calculate

the polarization of prompt Υ(nS) production at leading order employing the kT -factorization approach.

We reproduce here some of the representative calculations using ICEM.

Figure 1 shows the differential cross sections for Υ(1S) production as a function of pT in p+p collisions

at
√
s = 7 TeV in midrapidity, |y| < 2.4, calculated using ICEM [59] with combined mass and renormal-

ization scale uncertainties (blue). Also shown are the calculations with CEM using a collinear factorization

approach (magenta). The calculations are compared with the CMS midrapidity data [34].

Figure 2 shows the differential production cross sections of prompt Υ(2S) (left) and prompt Υ(3S)

(right) as a function of pT in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV in midrapidity, |y| < 2.4, calculated using

ICEM [59] with combined mass and renormalization scale uncertainties compared with the CMS midra-

9



0 10 20 30 40 50
 (GeV)

T
p

4−10

3−
10

2−10

1−10

1

10

) 
(n

b
/G

e
V

)
µ

µ
→

ϒ
B

r(
×

T
/d

p
σ

d

0 10 20 30 40 50

3−
10

2−10

1−10

1

10
 = 7 TeV, |y| < 2.4s(1S), ϒ→p+p

 = 0.0141
(1S)ϒ

ICEM, F

CEM

CMS data

Figure 1: (Color online) The differential cross sections for Υ(1S) production as a function of pT in p+p collisions at
√
s =7 TeV in midrapidity

|y| < 2.4 calcuated using ICEM [59] with combined mass and renormalization scale uncertainties (blue). Also shown the are calculations with
CEM using collinear factorization approach (magenta). The calculations are compared with the CMS midrapidity data [34].
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Figure 2: (Color online) The differential production cross sections of prompt Υ(2S) (left) and prompt Υ(3S) (right) as a function of pT in p+p
collisions at

√
s = 7 TeV in midrapidity, |y| < 2.4 calculated using ICEM [59] with combined mass and renormalization scale uncertainties

compared with the CMS midrapidity data [34].

pidity data [34].

These results show that the pT dependence of the cross sections of all three states is explained by ICEM

within the model uncertainties. The model gives the probability FH for the QQ pair to evolve into a

quarkonium state H which is given in the corresponding figures.

3.3. The NRQCD factorization approach

The QQ̄ pair, evolving into the quarkonium, is assumed to have the same spin and angular momentum

same as that of quarkonium. NRQCD approach incorporates both the color singlet as well as the Color

Octet (CO) states of quarkonium. In the formalism of the NRQCD factorisation approach, the evolution

probability of QQ̄ pair into a state of quarkonium is expressed as matrix elements of NRQCD operators.

These operators are expanded in terms of the velocity v (for v �1) of heavy quarks [39]. The production
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cross sections and decay rates of quarkonia states are then calculated using factorisation formulae. The full

structure of the QQ̄ Fock space is spanned by n=2s+1L
[a]
J states where L is the orbital angular momentum,

s is the spin, J is the total angular momentum and a (color multiplicity) = 1 for CS and 8 for CO states.

The produced CO states of QQ̄ pair at short distances finally emerge as CS quarkonia by emitting soft

gluons non-perturbatively.

There have been several studies on bottomonia production based on NRQCD formalism [60, 61, 62,

63, 64]. Both the production and polarisation of Υ(nS) at NLO have been discussed in Ref. [65] within the

framework of NRQCD. The CO matrix elements are obtained by fitting the calculations with experimental

data. The study is updated in Ref. [66] by considering feed down from χbJ (mP) states in Υ(nS) production.

The yields and polarisations of Υ(nS) measured at Tevatron and LHC are well explained by this work. The

NLO study in Ref. [67] includes feed down contributions from higher states and describes the cross sections

and polarisations of Υ(nS) at LHC energy. In Ref. [68], production cross section for Υ(nS), χbJ , ηb and hb

have been calculated using NRQCD, as produced in hard photo production and fragmentation processes

at LHC energies. In Ref. [69] it is shown that there is a large difference among the Long Distance Matrix

Elements (LDME) obtained by different analyses at NLO.

In Ref. [69] the LO NRQCD calculations for the differential production cross sections of Υ states in

p+p collisions have been discussed. This work uses a large set of data from Tevatron [70] and LHC [34,

71, 12, 13, 14] to extract the LDMEs required for the Υ production. It is to be noted that an LO NRQCD

analyses is straightforward and has excellent predictability power for unknown cross sections.

The processes that govern the production of heavy mesons like bottomonium, can be denoted generi-

cally by i+ j → Υ +X , where i and j are the incident light partons, Υ is the heavy meson and X is final

state light parton. The double differential cross section as a function of pT and y of the heavy meson can

be written as [72],

E
d3σΥ

d3p
=

∑
i,j=q,q,g

∫
dx1dx2f

p
i (x1, µ

2
F )fpi (x2, µ

2
F )δ(s+ u+ t−m2)

ŝ

π

dσ

dt̂
. (4)

where, fpi (fpj ) are distribution functions of the colliding parton i(j) in the incident protons as a function of

x1(x2); the fractions of the total momentum carried by the incident partons and the scale of factorisation

µF . Here
√
s is the total center of mass energy of the p+p system and mT (= µF ) stands for the transverse

mass, m2
T = p2

T + M2 of the quarkonium. The dσ/dt̂ in Eq. 4 is the parton level cross section and is

defined as [39],
dσ

dt̂
=
dσ

dt̂
(ab→ QQ̄(2s+1LJ) +X)ML(QQ̄(2s+1LJ)→ Υ) (5)
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Figure 3: (Color online) The NRQCD calculations [69] of the production cross section of Υ(nS) in p+p collisions at
√
s = 13 TeV

in central rapidities, as a function of transverse momentum, compared with the measured data at CMS [14] experiment. The left
figure shows relative contributions in Υ(1S) from singlet and octet states as well as from feed down. The right figure shows the
sum of all contributions for all the 3 states where the results for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) are shifted vertically by factors of 10 and 5,
respectively for better visibility.

The first term in righ hand side (RHS) is the short distance contribution, which corresponds to the QQ̄ pair

production in a specific color and spin configuration and is calculable using perturbative QCD (pQCD) [62,

73, 74, 75, 76, 77]. The other term in the RHS of Eq. (5) is the LDME and gives the probability of the

QQ̄ converting into a quarkonium state. They are determined by comparing the calculations with the

measurements.

The quarkonium yield depends on the 3S
[1]
1 and 3P

[1]
J (J=0,1,2) CS states and 1S

[8]
0 , 3S

[8]
1 and 3P

[8]
J CO

states in the limit v � 1. The superscripts in square brackets represent the color structure of the bound

state, 1 for the CS and 8 for the CO.

One requires both CS and CO matrix elements in order to get theoretical predictions for the production

of bottomonia at the Tevatron and LHC energies. The corresponding expressions and numerical values for

CS states are obtained from Ref. [62]. The CO states are obtained using experimentally measured data sets

as in Refs. [62, 76, 77]. The CO elements related to p-wave states, needed as the feed down contributions,

are obtained by Ref. [64, 66].

Here we present the NRQCD results obtained in Ref. [69]. The calculations use CT18NLO parametrisa-

tion [78] for parton distribution functions and the bottom quark massmb is taken to be 4.88 GeV. Measured

transverse momentum distributions of Υ(3S), Υ(2S) and Υ(1S) in p +p̄ collisions at
√
s = 1.8 TeV and in

p+p collisions at 7 TeV and 13 TeV are used to constrain the LDMEs.
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Figure 4: (Color online) The NRQCD calculations [69] of the production cross section of Υ(nS) in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV, as

a function of transverse momentum, compared with the measured data by ATLAS [13] in the left figure and CMS [34] in the right
figure. The cross section of Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) as well as calculations are shifted vertically by factors of 10 and 5, respectively for
better visibility.

Table 6: Comparison of color singlet (CS) elements and color octet (CO) LDMEs extracted from fitting with experimental data using NRQCD
formalism for Υ(1S).

Ref. (LO/NLO) PDF mb ML(bb̄([3S1]1 ML(bb̄([3S1]8 ML(bb̄([1S0]8, pT -cut
→ Υ(1S) → Υ(1S) [3P0]8 → Υ(1S)

(GeV) (GeV3) (GeV3) (GeV3) GeV/c

[69] (LO) CT18 4.88 10.9 0.0601±0.0017 0.0647±0.0016 8

[61] (LO) CTEQ4L 4.88 11.1 0.077±0.017 0 2
0.087±0.016 0 4
0.106±0.013 0 8

[62] (LO) CTEQ5L 4.77 12.8±1.6 0.116±0.027 0.109±0.062 8
0.124±0.025 0.111±0.065

MRSTLO 4.77 12.8±1.6 0.117±0.030 0.181±0.072 8
0.130±0.028 0.186±0.075

[64] (LO) MSTW08LO 4.88 10.9 0.0477±0.0334 0.0121±0.0400 -

[65] (NLO) CTEQ6M 4.75 9.282 -0.0041±0.0024 0.0780±0.0043 8

[66] (NLO) CTEQ6M PDG 9.282 0.0061±0.0024 0.0895±0.0248 8
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Figure 3 shows the NRQCD calculations of production cross section of Υ(nS) in p+p collisions at
√
s

= 13 TeV in central rapidities, as a function of transverse momentum compared with the measured data at

CMS [14] experiment. The left figure shows relative contributions in Υ(1S) from singlet and octet states

as well as from feeddown. The right figure shows the sum of all contributions for all the 3 states where the

results for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) are shifted vertically by factors of 10 and 5, respectively for better visibility.

Figure 4 shows the NRQCD calculations of the production cross section of Υ(nS) in p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV, as a function of transverse momentum compared with the measured data by ATLAS [13] in the

left figure and CMS [34] in the right figure. The cross section of Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) as well as calculations

are shifted vertically by factors of 10 and 5, respectively for better visibility. The NRQCD calculations

have steeper slopes in comparison to the data at lower pT because the quarkonia production cross section

saturates at lower pT due to the saturation of gluon distribution function inside protons. This effect can be

explained if we use the color glass condensate (CGC) model along with NRQCD [79].

The calculations for Υ(3S), Υ(2S) and Υ(1S) are compared with the measured data at Tevatron and

LHC [69]. The NRQCD formalism provides good description of the data in large transverse momentum

ranges at different collision energies. At high pT , the color singlet contribution is very small and the LHC

data in large pT range help to constrain the relative contributions of different color octet contributions.

Table 6 summarizes the LDME values for Υ(1S) obtained by different groups.

3.4. Additional methods

In this section we, very briefly, touch upon two specialized processes namely i) Fragmentation and ii)

kT factorisation.

Fragmentation. In heavy-ion collisions at high energies, the produced partons carry large transverse mo-

mentum. When such a parton with large transverse momentum (kT ) decays into the final hadronic state

(quarkonium state here) [80] then the process of production is called fragmentation. At large enough kT ,

quarkonium production is dominated by fragmentation instead of the short distance mechanism which is

suppressed by powers ofmQ/kT even though fragmentation is of higher order in αs [80]. It was first shown

by Braaten and Yuan [80, 81] that fragmentation of gluons and heavy quarks could be an important source

of large-kT quarkonia production. A process likeAB → HX (whereA,B are hadrons) is factorised into a

part containing the hard-scattering cross section which produces a gluon or a heavy quark and a part which

takes care of the fragmentation of the gluon or the heavy quark into the relevant quarkonia state. One may
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write

dσ(AB → HX) =
∑
i

∫ 1

0
dz dσ(AB → iX) Di→H(x, µ). (6)

In the above equation, i is either a gluon or a heavy quark. The termDi→H(x, µ) is called the fragmentation

function which depends on the fraction (x) of momentum of the parent parton carried by the quarkonia

state and the scale µ which is of the order of kT .

kT factorisation. Another approach to quarkonium production is the kT factorisation method [82, 83]. In

the standard collinear approach, it is assumed that the momentum of all partons is in the same direction as

the initial particle and thus the transverse momentum (kT ) is considered to be zero. But, at large collision

energies, the transverse momentum (kT ) is not negligible at all.

In the kT factorisation approach, the quarkonium cross section is factorised into two parts, a cross sec-

tion σ̂(x, kT , µ) and a parton density function f(x, kT , µ), where both depend on the transverse momentum

kT [84]. The quarkonium cross section is given by

σ =
∑
i,j

∫
dx1

x1

dx2

x2
fi(x1, k

2
T,1, µ) fj(x2, k

2
T,2, µ)

× σ̂i+j→H(kT,1, kT,2, x1, x2, s) dk
2
T,1 dk

2
T,2. (7)

where i and j are initial partons, H is the final state, and σ̂i+j→H is the parton cross section giving the

probability that initial partons i and j will form final state H .

4. Experimental overview of Bottomonia results in heavy-ion collisions

4.1. Υ(nS) Nuclear Modification Factor RAA

A large set of heavy-ion collision data is available at both RHIC and LHC energies. RHIC at BNL

is designed for Au+Au collisions upto
√
sNN = 200 GeV and can accelerate ions up to Uranium. Both

PHENIX and STAR experiments at RHIC can measure quarkonia in the dimuon channel. LHC runs part

of the time for heavy-ion program and it can perform Pb+Pb collision up to
√
sNN = 5.5 TeV. In addition,

d+Au collisions are performed at RHIC and p+Pb collisions are performed at LHC to study the intermediate

system. The CMS, ATLAS and ALICE detectors at LHC have obtained large amounts of Υ data in different

kinematic ranges.

To quantify the effect of the medium in the quarkonia production scenario, one takes recourse to a quan-

tity called the nuclear modification factor (RAA). This quantity is defined as the ratio of the quarkonium
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Figure 5: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV, (left) as a function of transverse

momentum pT and (right) as a function of rapidity measured by CMS [18], ALICE [87] and ATLAS experiments [87]. The vertical bars denote
statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular boxes show the total systematic uncertainties.

yield in the A+A collisions to that in p+p collisions scaled by the average number of collisions 〈Ncoll〉:

RAA =
1

〈Ncoll〉
NQQ̄
AA

NQQ̄
pp

. (8)

The ratio will be unity if the physics of the A+A collisions is simply the sum of a scaled number of p+p

collisions. The effect of the medium should make it vary from unity. In this section, we review the current

status of the experimental measurement of the nuclear modification factor of the Υ states. The results from

different experiments are compared to understand the effects of the medium and their dependence on the

collision energy and kinematic ranges.

The cross sections of bottomonia at LHC are large and hence all three bottomonia states are measured

at the LHC with very good statistical precision [25, 26, 85, 86]. Pb+Pb collisions at LHC were performed

at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV starting from the year 2010. p+p collisions were performed at the same energy

and p+Pb collisions were performed at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. During the second LHC run, Pb+Pb collisions

were performed at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV and p+Pb collisions were performed at

√
sNN = 8 TeV. The CMS

experiment can reconstruct all three states of Υ starting from pT=0 covering a large central rapidity region

with |y| < 2.4. The ALICE experiment has reconstructed Υ in the forward rapidity range 2.5 < y < 4.0

in muon arm. The reach of ATLAS experiment is within |y| < 1 but it can measure up to very high pT . At

lower energy, the STAR experiment can reconstruct in mid-rapidity range |y| < 1.0 from zero pT onwards.

Figure 5 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV,
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Figure 6: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV as a function of NPart measured

by CMS [18], ALICE experiments [87] and ATLAS experiments [87]. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties and the rectangular boxes
show the total systematic uncertainties.
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Figure 7: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV, (left) as a function of pT and

(right) as a function ofNPart measured by the STAR experiments [88]. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular boxes
show the total systematic uncertainties.
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Figure 8: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA, (left) as a function of pT and (right) as a function of NPart measured by
the STAR experiments [88] at 0.2 TeV and CMS experiment [18] at 5.5 TeV. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular
boxes show the total systematic uncertainties.

(left) as a function of pT and (right) as a function of rapidity measured by CMS [18], ALICE [87] and

ATLAS experiments [87]. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties and the rectangular boxes show

the total systematic uncertainties. From these figures, it is clear that the individual Υ states are suppressed

in the Pb+Pb collisions relative to the production in the p+p collisions. One can also notice that Υ(2S) and

Υ(3S) are more suppressed relative to the ground state Υ(1S) and there is sequential suppression pattern as

per the binding energies of the states. Υ(3S) almost disappears in Pb+Pb collisions. The suppression of Υ

states increases with pT and RAA looks to be flat at high pT although more precise measurements (at high

pT) are required to ascertain this behavior. With increasing rapidity, the suppression remains the same and

decreases slightly but only at larger rapidities. The forward rapidity (2.5 ≤ yΥ ≤ 4.0) measurement of the

Υ suppression at ALICE is found to be consistent with the mid-rapidity (|yΥ| ≤ 2.4) measurement of the

Υ suppression at the CMS which again shows the weak dependence of suppression on rapidity.

Figure 6 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV,

as a function of NPart measured by CMS [18], ALICE [87] and ATLAS experiments [87]. The vertical

bars denote statistical uncertainties and the rectangular boxes show the total systematic uncertainties. The

Υ nuclear modification factor, RAA, shows a strong dependence on collision centrality and the suppression

of all the states increases as the collisions become more central corresponding to bigger system size. The

results from different experiments seem to agree with each other although the measurements of different

experiments correspond to different rapidity ranges.
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Figure 9: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions, (left) as a function of pT and (right) as a function
NPart measured by CMS at 2.76 [86] and 5.02 TeV [18]

Figure 7 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV,

(left) as a function of pT and (right) as a function of NPart measured by the STAR experiment [88]. The

vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular boxes show the total systematic uncertain-

ties. At RHIC energy, there is a substantial suppression of Υ states. Moreover, the suppression pattern of Υ

states at RHIC looks similar as we discussed for LHC; Heavier states are more suppressed, the suppression

has weak dependence on pT and strong dependence on NPart.

Figure 8 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA, (left) as a function of pT and (right) as a

function of NPart measured by the STAR experiment [88] at
√
sNN =0.2 TeV and CMS experiment [18]

at
√
sNN =5.5 TeV. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular boxes show the

total systematic uncertainties. One can note that the suppression of Υ states is slightly stronger at LHC as

compared to that at RHIC. This is an evidence of medium of increasing temperature at increasing collision

energy.

Figure 9 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RAA in Pb+Pb collisions, (left) as a function of

pT and (right) as a functionNPart measured by CMS at 2.76 [86] and 5.02 TeV [18]. The CMS experiment

measured slightly more amount of Υ suppression at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV than the suppression at

√
sNN =

2.76 TeV. The ALICE experiment on the other hand observed less suppression at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV than

that at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV in the most central Pb+Pb collisions [20, 85].

The overall conclusions from Figures 8 and 9 is that the suppression of Υ states increases with collision
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Figure 10: (Color online) The Υ(1S) azimuthal anisotropy (v2) (left) as a function of collision centrality and (right) as a function of pT [90]. The
vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the rectangular boxes show the total systematic uncertainties.

energy albeit weakly.

To summarize, LHC provided high statistics measurements of RAA in Pb+Pb collisions for all three

Υ states over wide kinematical ranges. All Υ states are found to be suppressed in the Pb+Pb collisions,

the heavier states are more suppressed relative to the ground state. The suppression of Υ states strongly

depends on system size but has a weak dependence on pT and rapidity. At high pT , more precise measure-

ments are required to ascertain constancy of the suppression. Comparing the measurements at RHIC and

at two energies of LHC, it can be said that the suppression increases with energy albeit weakly.

4.2. Υ(nS) Azimuthal anisotropy

In semi-central heavy-ion collisions, the produced QGP has a lenticular shape in the transverse plane

which is reflected in the anisotropic distribution of particles obtained using the magnitudes of the Fourier

co-efficients (vn) of the azimuthal correlation of particles [89]. By studying the azimuthal distribution of

the produced quarkonia, it is possible to develop a more comprehensive understanding of the dynamics of

their production.

The CMS experiment measured the second order Fourier coefficient v2 for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) mesons

in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. Figure 10 shows the Υ(1S) azimuthal anisotropy (v2) (left)

as a function of collision centrality and (right) as a function of pT measured by the CMS experiment at

LHC [90]. The pT integrated results shown in Fig. 10 (left) for three centrality intervals are consistent

with zero within the statistical uncertainties. The average v2 values in the 10-90% centrality interval
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Figure 11: (Color online) The v2 for Υ(1S) mesons as a function of pT in the rapidity range |y| < 2.4 measured by CMS experiment [90]
compared with the ALICE results for Υ(1S) and J/ψ mesons measured in 2.5<y<4 [91]. The vertical bars denote statistical uncertainties, and the
rectangular boxes show the total systematic uncertainties.

measured by the CMS the experiment are found to be 0.007±0.011(stat)±0.005(syst) for Υ(1S) and -

0.063±0.085(stat)±0.037(syst) for Υ(2S). The pT dependence of v2 of Υ(1S) meson is measured for the

10-90% centrality interval. The values of v2 are consistent with zero in the measured pT range, except for

the 6 < pT < 10 GeV/c interval that shows a 2.6 σ deviation from zero [90].

Figure 11 shows the pT differential results for v2 of Υ(1S) mesons measured by CMS experiment along

with the measurements of v2 for Υ(1S) and J/ψ from ALICE in the same pT (0-15 GeV/c) and centrality

(5-60%) interval. The measurements from CMS and ALICE are done in complementary rapidity ranges.

The Υ(1S) v2 is consistent with zero while the J/ψ meson measured by ALICE has finite v2.

Together, the CMS and ALICE results indicate that the collective effects of the medium on the Υ(1S)

are small. This also indicates that the bottom quark is not thermalized in the medium at LHC while the

charm quark does thermalize. This has implications for the recombination yield of bottomonia at LHC.

4.3. Υ(nS) in p+Pb collisions

The nuclear modification factors and ratios of Υ states are measured by CMS in p+Pb collisions as well

as covering wide kinematic regions.

Figure 12 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RpPb, (left) as a function of pT and (right) as a
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Figure 12: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RpPb, (left) as a function of pT and (right) as a function of rapidity in p+Pb
collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV measured by CMS [92]

function of rapidity in p+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV measured by CMS [92]. It is observed that all

three Υ states are suppressed in p+Pb collisions; whileRpPb remains flat in the measured rapidity window,

it shows an increasing trend with increasing pT. The excited states are more suppressed as compared to

the ground state. Thus a sequential suppression pattern is observed in p+Pb collisions indicating final state

effects on bottomonia production.

Figure 13 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factors,RpPb [92] andRAA [18] at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

measured by CMS. It is observed that Υ states are suppressed in both p+Pb and Pb+Pb collisions though

the suppression is significantly stronger in Pb+Pb collisions.

The CMS experiment measured the Υ ratios as a function of event activity in p+Pb collisions at
√
sNN

= 5.02 TeV [93]. The event activity in CMS is given by the number of tracksN |y|<2.4
tracks within rapidity range

|y| < 2.4. The results were compared with p+p and Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. The nuclear

modification of all Υ states is also measured in p+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [92]. Recently,

relative production of Υ(nS) states are measured as a function of event activity in proton+proton collisions

at
√
s = 7 TeV [94].

Figure 14 shows the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) as a function of event activity measured in
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

p+Pb collisions [93] and is compared with p+p and Pb+Pb Collisions at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. The relative

suppression of the excited state with the ground state indicates final state effects in p+Pb collisions.

Figure 14 indicates that the relative suppression of the two Υ states is falling steadily with the Ntracks
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Figure 13: (Color online) The Υ(nS) nuclear modification factors, RpA [92] and RAA [18] at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV measured by CMS.
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Figure 14: (Color online) The ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) as a function of event activity measured in
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV p+Pb collisions [93] and compared

with p+p and Pb+Pb Collisions at
√
sNN = 2.76 TeV.
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Figure 15: (Color online) The ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) as a function of event activity measured in
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV p+Pb collisions [93] and is

compared with p+p collisions at
√
s = 8 TeV [94]. The ratio of Υ(2S) and Υ(1S) in Pb+Pb Collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV has been obtained

using their RAA measured by CMS, the procedure explained in the text.

and there is no difference between different collision systems if they are scaled with the event activity.

However, because of large error bars of data especially for Pb+Pb systems, this behavior can not be ascer-

tained. Moreover, the energies of p+Pb and Pb+Pb systems are different.

To get a clear picture, we obtain a new diagram using various CMS data sets. Figure 15 shows the ratio

Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) as a function of event activity measured in
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV p+Pb collisions [93] and is

compared with p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV [94] and Pb+Pb Collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. One can

observe from this new figure that the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) decreases steadily for p+p and p+Pb systems and

the peripheral Pb+Pb data also follow this pattern. Then there is a step and most central Pb+Pb data show

a rather constant behavior as a function of event activity contrary to p+p and p+Pb collisions which fall

steadily with increasing Ntracks.

Figure 15 shows the ratio of Υ(2S) and Υ(1S) in Pb+Pb Collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV which has

been obtained using their RAA measured by CMS [92]. The procedure is explained in the following. The

Ntracks corresponding to NPart at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV [18] can be obtained using the Ntracks for the same
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NPart given for 2.76 TeV [93] after scaling as

Ntracks|5.02 = Ntracks|2.76 ×
dN/dη|5.02

dN/dη|2.76
. (9)

where dN/dη|5.02
dN/dη|2.76 = 1.22 [18, 93]. The ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) at

√
sNN = 5.02 can be obtained as

Υ(2S)

Υ(1S)
=
R2S
AA

R1S
AA

×
σ1S
pp

σ2S
pp

. (10)

Here, σ1S
pp and σ2S

pp can be obtained by integrating the pp cross section measured by CMS [93] at
√
sNN =

5.02 TeV giving σ1S
pp /σ

2S
pp = 0.26.

To summarise, Υ states are suppressed in p+Pb collisions, although the suppression is much smaller

as compared to that in p+Pb collisions. The relative suppression of the excited state with the ground state

indicates final state effects in p+Pb collisions. We have obtained a new figure for the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) as

a function of event activity measured in p+Pb and Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV compared with

the p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV. In this figure, high statistics data Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

is used. This study shows that the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) decreases steadily with increasing Ntracks for p+p

and p+Pb systems and the peripheral Pb+Pb data also follow the same trend. The most central Pb+Pb data

show a rather constant behaviour as a function of event activity contrary to p+p and p+Pb collisions which

fall steadily with increasing Ntracks. This shows that the final state suppression of Υ in p+Pb increases as

the number of particles increases which does not necessarily mean a thermalized system. The final state

suppression (as given by the ratio of excited to ground state) in Pb+Pb system remains similar for a range

of event activity. This could happen when a thermalized system is formed and the event activity does not

just mean the number of particles but gives the size of system. Here the different sizes of the system may

correspond to similar property like temperature and hence the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) remains similar in Pb+Pb

system for a large range of event activity.

5. Bottomonia production mechanism in heavy-ion collisions

The quarks and gluons which carry color quantum numbers are always confined inside hadrons. The

quark gluon plasma (QGP) is state of matter where the color degrees of freedom are at play over lengths

much larger than the size of a typical hadron. Quarkonia are predicted to be suppressed in heavy-ion

collisions if a QGP is formed since the force among the quarks will be color screened in the QGP phase [6].

However, very soon it was realized that the picture was not that simple. There are many factors which
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affect the production of quarkonia in A+A collisions. In fact, the quarkonium suppression was observed in

proton+nucleus (p+A) collisions as well which is referred as cold-nuclear matter (CNM) effect. Therefore

it is necessary to disentangle hot and cold-matter effects. The CNM effects can arise at the initial state

and/or the final state. The initial state effect arises due to modification of parton distribution functions

(PDF) inside the nucleus compared to the same inside the protons. The final state modification arises due

to the fact that the produced quarkonia would interact with the medium leading to the breakup of the bound

state. Furthermore, the suppression of quarkonia is thought to be sequential in nature which happens as

a result of the differences in the binding energy of different bound states. The tightly bound states, such

as the Υ(1S) or the J/ψ , melt at higher temperatures. On the other hand more loosely bound states

ψ(2S) , χc , χb , Υ(2S) or Υ(3S) melt at much lower temperatures. This property helps estimating the

initial temperature achievable in the collisions [95]. However, the prediction of a sequential suppression

pattern gets complicated due to feed-down decays of higher-mass resonances. The production process

is further enriched, in the high-energy scenario (like LHC), due to the recombination process. At very

high energies, abundant production of Q and Q̄ may lead to new quarkonia production in the medium.

The recombination process is more justified for the charmonia state and for the bottommonia states the

contribution of this process is expected to be much smaller since the bottom quark mass (∼ 4.5 GeV) is

three times more than the charm quark and thus its thermalization at temperatures reached at LHC (∼ 0.6

GeV) will be negligible.

5.1. Cold-nuclear matter effects

The baseline for quarkonium production and suppression in heavy-ion collisions are determined from

studies of cold-nuclear matter (CNM) effects. The most important CNM effect is due to the modifications

of the parton distribution functions (PDF) in the nucleus compared to that in the nucleon. It depends mainly

on two parameters, the momentum fraction of the parton (x) and the scale of the parton-parton interaction

(Q2). The nuclear density modified parton distribution function is known as nPDF and the nPDF-to-PDF

ratio, Ri(x,Q2) = fpεAi (x,Q2)/fpi (x,Q2) quantifies the modification due to nuclear effect. In the small x

regime (x < 10−2), this ratio is less than unity and is referred to as small-x shadowing. At intermediate x

(∼ 0.1) the ratio shows a hump-like structure, a phenomenon known as anti-shadowing. Around x ≈ 0.6,

one observes a dip which is known as EMC effect. At very low x, the gluons density saturates as the gluon

recombination balances gluon splitting. Thus the dynamics of the system is described using saturated gluon

matter which is called the color-glass condensate [96]. In the final state, the quarkonia bound state scatters

26



and re-scatters inelastically while passing through the nucleus. This leads to the breakup or absorption of

the bound state which is estimated by the inelastic cross section of the quarkonia with the nucleon.

The contributions to CNM effects look straightforward. However, there are several uncertainties asso-

ciated with them. The nuclear modifications of the quark densities are relatively well-understood as they

can be measured in nuclear deep-inelastic scattering (nDIS). On the other hand, the modifications of the

gluon density are not directly measured. The scaling violations in nDIS is one of the ways to constrain

the nuclear gluon density. Another constraint is provided by overall momentum conservation. However,

more direct probes of the gluon density are needed. The shadowing parametrizations we have in hand are

derived from global fits to the nuclear parton densities. This gives wide variations in the nuclear gluon

density, from almost no effect to very large shadowing at low-x, compensated by strong antishadowing

around x ∼ 0.1.

The nuclear absorption survival probability depends on the absorption cross section of the quarkonium.

There are even more inherent uncertainties in absorption than in the shadowing parametrization. Typically

an absorption cross section is extracted by a fit to the A dependence of quarkonium production in p+A

collision at a given energy. This is rather simplistic since it is not known whether the object traversing

the nucleus is a precursor color-octet state or a fully-formed color-singlet quarkonium state. The J/ψ

absorption cross section at y ∼ 0 is observed to decrease with energy, irrespective of which shadowing

parametrizations are chosen [97].

The analyses of J/ψ production in fixed-target interactions [97] show that the effective absorption

cross section depends on the energy of the initial beam and the rapidity or xF of the observed J/ψ , where

xF is the cc̄ longitudinal momentum fraction in the centre-of-mass frame of the two colliding hadrons.

One possible interpretation is that low-momentum color-singlet states can hadronize in the target, resulting

in larger effective absorption cross sections at lower center-of-mass energies and backward xF (or center-

of-mass rapidity). At higher energies, the states traverse the target more rapidly so that the xF values at

which they can hadronize in the target move back from midrapidity toward more negative xF . Finally,

at sufficiently high energies, the quarkonium states pass through the target before hadronizing, resulting

in negligible absorption effects. Thus the effective absorption cross section decreases with the increasing

center-of-mass energy.

This is a very simplistic picture. In practice, cold-nuclear matter effects (initial-state energy loss, shad-

owing, final-state breakup, etc.) depend differently on the quarkonium kinematic variables and the collision
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energy. Thus combining all these mechanisms into an effective absorption cross section, as employed in the

Glauber formalism is not adequate. A better understanding of absorption requires more detailed knowledge

of the production mechanisms which are not fully understood yet.

The nuclear modification factors and ratios of Υ states are measured by CMS experiment covering

wide kinematic regions. In section 4.3, Figure 12 shows the Υ(nS) nuclear modification factor, RpA, as a

function of transverse momentum pT and rapidity in p+Pb collisions at 5.02 TeV measured by CMS [92]. It

is observed that all three Υ states are suppressed in p+Pb collisions. Moreover, it is noticed that the excited

states are more suppressed as compared to the ground state. Since the shadowing effects are expected to

be similar in all the three Υ states [98] the measurements indicate final state effects on the Υ states which

need to be understood.

5.2. Quarkonium in the hot medium

It has been argued that the color screening in a deconfined QCD medium will destroy QQ bound

states at sufficiently high temperatures. If the size of the heavy quark bound state is much greater than

the screening radius, then one heavy quark gets screened from the other and the pair is broken [99]. As

the temperature increases, the screening radius becomes smaller and smaller compared to the size and the

quarkonium states become more and more unstable. Although this idea was proposed long ago, the first

principle QCD calculations, which go beyond qualitative arguments, have been performed quite recently.

Such calculations include lattice QCD determinations of quarkonium correlators [100, 101, 102, 103, 104],

potential model calculations of the quarkonium spectral functions with potentials based on lattice QCD [95,

105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111], also effective field theory approaches [112, 113, 114, 115]. Further-

more, better modeling of quarkonium production in the medium created by heavy-ion collisions has been

achieved. These new advancements improve the understanding of the hot-medium effects on the quarko-

nium states which is crucial for the interpretation of heavy-ion data.

In lattice gauge theory, color screening is studied by calculating the spatial correlation function of a

static quark and antiquark in a color-singlet state which propagates in Euclidean time from τ = 0 to

τ = 1/T , where T is the temperature. The result of such calculations on the lattice with dynamical quarks

have been reported in Refs. [116, 117, 118]. The logarithm of the singlet correlation function, also called

the singlet free energy, is shown for (2+1) flavour in Fig. 16 for different temperatures. As expected, in

the zero-temperature limit, the singlet free energy coincides with the zero-temperature potential. Also

at sufficiently short distances, the singlet free energy is temperature independent which is given by the
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Figure 16: (Color online) The singlet free energy as a function of quark separation calculated in (2+1) flavour QCD on 163× 4 lattices at different
temperatures [116, 117].

zero-temperature potential. The range of interaction is shown to decrease with increasing temperature.

For temperatures just above the transition temperature, Tc, the heavy-quark interaction range becomes

comparable to the charmonium radius. Based on this observation, it can be expected that the charmonium

states, as well as the excited bottomonium states, do not remain bound at temperatures just above the

deconfinement transition often referred to as dissociation or melting.

In-medium quarkonium properties are encoded in the corresponding spectral functions, such as quarko-

nium dissociation at high temperatures. Spectral functions are defined as the imaginary part of the retarded

correlation function of quarkonium operators where the bound states appear as peaks. The peaks broaden

and eventually disappear with increasing temperature which signals the melting of the given quarkonium

state. The quarkonium spectral functions can be calculated in potential models using the singlet free en-

ergy from Fig. 16 or with different lattice-based potentials obtained using the singlet free energy as an

input [110, 111]. The results for quenched QCD (without dynamical quarks) calculations for S-wave char-

monium and bottomonium spectral functions [110] are shown in Fig. 17. It shows that all charmonia states

are dissolved in the deconfined phase above Tc while the bottomonium 1S state may persist up to T ∼ 2Tc.

An upper bound on the dissociation temperature above which no bound state peaks can be seen in the

spectral function can be obtained from the analysis of the spectral functions. Conservative upper limits on

the dissociation temperatures for the different quarkonium states obtained from a potential model which is

based on a full QCD calculation (including dynamical quarks) [111] are given in Table 7.

Potential model calculations based on lattice QCD and resummed perturbative QCD calculations con-
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Figure 17: (Color online) The S-wave charmonium (left) and bottomonium (right) spectral functions calculated in potential models. Insets give
correlators compared to lattice data. The dotted curves are the free spectral functions. Figures are taken from Ref. [110].

Table 7: Upper bounds on the dissociation temperatures for different quarkonia states [111].

State χcJ(1P ) ψ
′

J/ψ Υ(2S) χbJ(1P ) Υ(1S)
Tdiss ≤ Tc ≤ Tc 1.2Tc 1.2Tc 1.3Tc 2Tc

clude that all charmonium states and the excited bottomonium states dissolve in the deconfined medium.

This can account for the reduction of the quarkonium yields in heavy-ion collisions compared to the p+p

collisions scaled by the number of binary collisions. Recombination and edge effects, however, will pro-

duce a nonzero yield.

5.3. Bottomonia suppression using lattice QCD inspired potential model rates

Bottomonia suppression has been studied using first-principle calculation of the thermal widths of the

states and considering momentum anisotropy of the plasma [119, 120, 121]. In this work, the phase-space

distribution of gluons in the local rest frame is taken to be

f(x,p) = fiso

(√
p2 + ξ(p · n)2/phard

)
. (11)

In the above equation, ξ is a measure of the degree of anisotropy of the plasma given as ξ = 1
2〈p

2
T 〉/〈p2

z〉−1

where pz and pT are the partonic longitudinal and transverse momenta in the local rest frame, respectively.

In equation (11), phard is the momentum scale of the particles and can be identified with the temperature

in an isotropic plasma.

An approximate form of the real perturbative heavy quark potential as a function of ξ can be written
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as [122] (for Nc = 3 and Nf = 2).

Re[Vpert] = −α exp(−µr)/r,(
µ

mD

)−4

= 1 + ξ

(
1 +

√
2(1 + ξ)2 (cos(2θ)− 1)

(2 + ξ)5/2

)
, (12)

where α = 4αs/3 and m2
D = (1.4)216παs p

2
hard/3 gives the isotropic Debye mass and θ is the angle with

respect to the beamline. The factor of (1.4)2 accounts for higher-order corrections to the isotropic Debye

mass [123].

This perturbative potential, given in equation (12) is modified to include the non-perturbative (long-

range) contributions. The modified real part of the potential is given as [122]

Re[V ] = −α
r

(1 + µ r) exp (−µ r) +
2σ

µ
[1− exp (−µ r)]− σ r exp(−µ r)− 0.8σ

m2
Q r

, (13)

where the last term is a temperature- and spin-independent quark mass correction [124] and σ = 0.223

GeV is the string tension. Here α is chosen to be 0.385 to match zero temperature binding energy data for

heavy quark states [122]. The imaginary part of the potential is taken to be the same as the perturbative

heavy quark potential up to linear order in ξ

Im[Vpert] = −αphard

{
φ(r̂)− ξ [ψ1(r̂, θ) + ψ2(r̂, θ)]

}
, (14)

where r̂ = mDr and φ, ψ1, and ψ2 are functions defined as [120]:

φ(r̂) = 2

∫ ∞
0

dz
z

(z2 + 1)2

[
1− sin (zr̂)

r̂

]
, (15)

ψ1(r̂, θ) =

∫ ∞
0

dz
z

(z2 + 1)2

(
1− 3

2

[
sin2 θ

sin(z r̂)

z r̂
+ (1− 3 cos2 θ)G(r̂, z)

])
, (16)

ψ2(r̂, θ) = −
∫ ∞

0
dz

4
3z

(z2 + 1)3

(
1− 3

[(
2

3
− cos2 θ

)
sin(z r̂)

z r̂
+ (1− 3 cos2 θ)G(r̂, z)

])
. (17)

where G(r̂, z) is the Meijer G-function.

The full model potential, given by V = Re[V ]+iIm[V ], is used to solve the Schrödinger equation. The

solution of the Schrödinger equation gives the real and imaginary parts of the binding energy of the states.

The imaginary part defines the instantaneous width of the state Im[Ebind(phard, ξ)] ≡ −ΓT (phard, ξ)/2.

The resulting width ΓT (τ) implicitly depends on the initial temperature of the system.
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Figure 18: (Color online) Model calculations [121] of the RAA of Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) as a function of the Npart in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN =

5.02 TeV. A comparison is made to the data from the CMS experiment [18] at the LHC.

The following rate equation is used to account for in-medium bottomonia state decay,

dn(τ,x⊥, ς)

dτ
= −Γ(τ,x⊥, ς)n(τ,x⊥, ς), (18)

where τ =
√
t2 − z2 is the longitudinal proper time, x⊥ is the transverse coordinate and ς = arctanh(z/t)

is the spatial rapidity. The rate of decay is computed by [119]

Γ(τ,x⊥, ς) = 2Im[Ebind(τ,x⊥, ς)] Re[Ebind(τ,x⊥, ς)] > 0 (19)

= γdis Re[Ebind(τ,x⊥, ς)] ≤ 0. (20)

The suppression factor RAA as a function of pT and centrality is obtained as follows

RAA(x⊥, pT , ς, b) = exp(−γ̄(x⊥, pT , ς, b)) , (21)

where

γ̄(x⊥, pT , ς, b) ≡ Θ(τf − τform(pT ))

∫ τf

max(τform(pT ),τ0)
dτ ΓT (τ,x⊥, ς, b). (22)

Here τ0 and τf are the initial and freeze-out times of the plasma and τform is the formation time of the

bottomonium state. Finally, one averages over x⊥ to obtain

〈RAA(pT , ς, b)〉 ≡
∫
x⊥
dx⊥ TAA(x⊥)RAA(x⊥, pT , ς, b)∫

x⊥
dx⊥ TAA(x⊥)

. (23)

Figure 18 shows the model calculations [121] of the RAA of Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) as a function of Npart

in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for three values of shear viscosity to entropy ratio (4πη/s). A

comparison is made to the data from CMS experiment [18] at the LHC. It is shown that there is substantial

suppression of Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) which are attributed to the in-medium decay. A similar suppression pattern

is observed for χb1 which may be attributed to the finite formation time of the χb1.
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5.4. Gluon dissociation of quarkonia in a dynamical medium

The quarkonia can undergo both dissociation and recombination during the evolution of medium. The

evolution of quarkonia population NQ with proper time τ can be studied via a kinetic equation [125]

dNQ

dτ
= −λDρgNQ + λF

N2
qq̄

V (τ)
, (24)

where V (τ) is the volume of the deconfined spatial region. The λD is the dissociation rate obtained by the

dissociation cross section averaged over the momentum distribution of gluons ρg and λF is the formation

rate obtained by the formation cross section averaged over the momentum distribution of heavy quark pair

q and q̄. Nqq̄ is the number of initial heavy quark pairs produced per event which depends on the centrality

defined by the number of participants. The number of quarkonia at freeze-out time τf is given by the

solution of Eq. (24),

NQ(pT ) = S(pT )NPbPb
Q (pT ) +NF

Q (pT ). (25)

Here NPbPb
Q (pT ) is the number of initially-produced quarkonia (including shadowing) as a function of pT

and S(pT ) = S(τf , pT ) is their survival probability from gluon collisions at freeze-out given by

S(τf , pT ) = exp

(
−
∫ τf

τ0

f(τ)λD(T, pT ) ρg(T ) dτ

)
. (26)

The temperature T (τ) and the QGP fraction f(τ) evolve from initial time τ0 to freeze-out time τf due to

expansion of the QGP. The initial temperature and the evolution are dependent on the collision centrality

Npart. NF
Q (pT ) is the number of regenerated quarkonia per event,

NF
Q (pT ) = S(τf , pT )N2

qq̄

∫ τf

τ0

λF(T, pT )

V (τ)S(τ, pT )
dτ. (27)

The nuclear modification factor (RAA) then can simply be written as [23, 24]

RAA(pT ) = S(pT )R(pT ) +
NF
Q (pT )

Npp
Q (pT )

. (28)

Here R(pT ) is the shadowing factor.

The gluon dissociation rate can be obtained in the color dipole approximation [126] as a function of

gluon energy, q0 as

σD(q0) =
8π

3
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32

a0

mq

(q0/ε0 − 1)3/2

(q0/ε0)5
, (29)

where ε0 is the quarkonia binding energy and mq is the charm/bottom quark mass and a0 = 1/
√
mqε0.

The value of ε0 is equal to 1.10 GeV for Υ(1S) [127]. For the first excited state of bottomonia, Υ(2S), the

dissociation cross section is given in Ref. [128].
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Figure 19: (Color online) Gluon dissociation cross section of Υ(1S) as a function of gluon energy (q0) in the Υ(1S) rest frame.

Figure 19 shows the gluon dissociation cross sections of Υ(1S) as a function of gluon energy. The

dissociation cross section is zero when the gluon energy is less than the binding energy of the quarkonia.

It increases with gluon energy and reaches a maximum at 1.5 GeV for Υ(1S). At higher gluon energies,

the interaction probability decreases. The dissociation rate as a function of quarkonium momentum can be

obtained by integrating the dissociation cross section over thermal gluon momentum distribution.

The formation cross section can be obtained from the dissociation cross section using detailed bal-

ance [125, 129],

σF =
48

36
σD(q0)

(s−M2
Q)2

s(s− 4m2
q)
. (30)

The formation rate of quarkonium as a function of with momentum can be obtained using thermal distri-

bution functions of q/q̄.

Figure 20(left) and (right) show the calculations [24] of various contributions to the nuclear modification

factor, RAA, for the Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) respectively as a function of pT compared with the mid rapidity

measurements from CMS [18]. The gluon dissociation mechanism combined with the pion dissociation

and shadowing corrections gives a good description of data in pT range (pT ≈ 0-15 GeV/c) for both Υ(1S)

and Υ(2S). The contribution from the regenerated Υs is negligible even at LHC energies. The calculations

under-predict the suppression observed at the highest measured pT for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) which is similar

to the case of J/ψ.

The feeddown corrections in the states Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) from decays of higher bb̄ bound states are
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Figure 20: (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (RAA) [24] of (left) Υ(1S) and (right) Υ(2S) as a function of pT compared with
CMS measurements [18]. The global uncertainty in RAA is shown as a band around the line at 1.
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Figure 21: (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (RAA) [24] of (left) Υ(1S) and (right) Υ(2S) as a function of pT in the kinematic
range of ALICE detector at LHC [87]. The global uncertainty in RAA is shown as a band around the line at 1.
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Figure 22: (Color online) Calculated nuclear modification factor (RAA) [24] of (left) Υ(1S) and (right) Υ(2S) as a function of the centrality of
the collisions compared with the CMS measurements [18]. The global uncertainty in RAA is shown as a band around the line at 1.

obtained as

R
Υ(2S)
AA = f1R

Υ(2S)
AA + f2R

Υ(3S)
AA , (31)

R
Υ(1S)
AA = g1R

Υ(1S)
AA + g2R

χb(1P )
AA + g3R

Υ(2S)
AA + g4R

Υ(3S)
AA . (32)

The f and g factors are obtained from the CDF measurement [130]. The values of g1, g2, g3 and g4 are

0.509, 0.27, 0.107 and 0.113 respectively. Here g4 is assumed to be the combined fraction of Υ(3S) and

χb(2P). The values of f1 and f2 are taken as 0.50 [119].

Figure 21 (left) and (right) show the model calculation [24] of the nuclear modification factor, RAA,

for the Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) respectively as a function of pT in the kinematic range covered by the ALICE

detector. The ALICE data [87] is well described by the model.

Figure 22 (left) depicts the calculated [24] centrality dependence of the Υ(1S) nuclear modification fac-

tor, along with the midrapidity data from CMS [18]. The calculations combined with the pion dissociation

and shadowing corrections gives a very good description of the measured data. Figure 22(right) shows the

same for the Υ(2S) along with the midrapidity CMS measurements. The suppression of the excited Υ(2S)

states is also well described by the model. As stated earlier, the effect of regeneration is negligible for Υ

states.

To summarise, the gluon dissociation mechanism combined with the shadowing corrections gives a

very good description of the available data in the mid pT range (pT ≈ 5-10 GeV/c) for both Υ(1S) and
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Υ(2S). The contribution from the regenerated Υs is negligible even at LHC energies. The calculations

under-predict the suppression observed at the highest measured pT for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) which is similar

to the case of J/ψ.

The suppression of quarkonia by comoving pions can be calculated by folding the quarkonium-pion

dissociation cross section σπQ over thermal pion distributions [131]. It is expected that at LHC energies,

the comover cross section will be small [97]. The pion-quarkonia cross section is calculated by convoluting

the gluon-quarkonia cross section σD over the gluon distribution inside the pion [128],

σπQ(pπ) =
p2

+

2(p2
π −m2

π)

∫ 1

0
dxG(x)σD(xp+/

√
2), (33)

where p+ = (pπ +
√
p2
π −m2

π)/
√

2. The gluon distribution, G(x), inside a pion is given by the GRV

(Gluck-Reya-Vogt) parameterization [132]. The dissociation rate λDπ can be obtained using the thermal

pion distribution.

5.5. Transport approach for bottomonia in the medium

The studies in Refs. [133, 134] use transport approach for the bottomonia production in the medium [133,

134]. The rate equation for bottomonium evolution in the medium’s rest frame can be written as,

dNY (τ)

dτ
= −ΓY (T )

[
NY (τ)−N eq

Y (T )
]
. (34)

Here ΓY , is the inelastic reaction rate and N eq
Y (T ) is the thermal equilibrium limit for each state Υ(1S),

Υ(2S), χb. In the reaction rates both gluon-dissociation and quasi-free mechanisms have been incorporated.

An important ingredient in this calculation is the bottomonium binding energies. The thermal-equilibrium

limit is evaluated from the statistical model with bottom quarks [135]. The initial conditions are obtained

from the p+p collision data. With these inputs, the study is carried out in a hydrodynamically expanding

scenario.

Figure 23 shows the centrality (left) and transverse-momentum (right) dependence of the RAA calcu-

lated by model in Ref [134, 136] for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) in 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC, compared

to CMS data [18]. The authors of this model found a reasonable agreement with experimental data for the

transverse momentum and centrality dependence of both Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) at measured collision energies.

6. Summary and Conclusions

In this writeup, we have reviewed the field of bottomonia production in p+p, p+A and A+A collisions.

With immense experimental and theoretical activities especially due to LHC measurements, many features

of the bottomonia production and their behavior in the medium are well understood.
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Figure 23: (Color online) Centrality (left) and transverse-momentum (right) dependence of the RAA [134, 136] for Υ(1S) and Υ(2S) in 5.02 TeV
Pb+Pb collisions at the LHC, compared to CMS data [18]. The bands represent a 0-15 % shadowing [57] on open-bottom and bottomonia.

In section 2, we have reviewed the experimental status of the bottomonia production in p+p and in

p+p collisions. The measurements at Tevatron, by CDF and D0 collaborations, have been discussed. The

measurements at LHC, by CMS and ATLAS, at
√
s = 7 TeV and 13 TeV have been reviewed. There

have been some measurements of Υ polarization by CDF collaboration. The CMS and LHCb data, on Υ

polarizability, confirms negligible polarization. The measurements of the cross sections and polarizations

have shed light on the Υ(1S, 2S, 3S) production mechanisms in p+p collisions. LHC data has substantially

extended the reach of the kinematics to test the Non-Relativistic QCD (NRQCD) and other models with

higher-order corrections which become more distinguishable at higher transverse momenta.

In section 3, we have discussed theoretical models of the bottomonia production mechanism in p+p

collisions. The bottomonia study in p+p involves heavy quark pair production treatable by perturbative

process and the formation of bottomonia which is a non-perturbative process. For the later, one has to

take recourse to some effective models. We have discussed the color singlet model, the color evaporation

model and the NRQCD factorisation approach. In the color singlet model, it is assumed that the QQ̄ pair

that evolves into the quarkonium is in a color-singlet state. On the other hand, in the color evaporation

model, it is assumed that every produced QQ pair can evolve into a quarkonium, if it has an invariant mass

that is less than the threshold for producing a pair of open-flavor heavy mesons. The probability factor

of a pair evolving into quarkonium is obtained by fitting the experimental data which is supposed to be

independent of collision energy. The Improved CEM reproduces the transverse momentum dependence

of the quarkonium cross section at CDF and LHC energies. The NRQCD formalism, along with the

color singlet state, includes the color octet state. In this formalism the evolution probability of QQ̄ pair

into a state of quarkonium is expressed as matrix elements of NRQCD operators expanded in terms of
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heavy-quark velocity v. The work using NLO cross sections are discussed and LO calculations have been

reproduced for Υ(nS) production in p+p collision at
√
s = 7 and 13 TeV.

In section 4, we have presented an experimental overview of the bottomonia results in p+A and A+A

collisions at RHIC and LHC. We have looked into the RAA for Υ(nS) as a function of kinematic variables

pT, rapidity and NPart at different energies and by different experiments. We have also studied v2 for these

states with centrality and pT. LHC has provided high-statistics measurements ofRAA for Pb+Pb collisions

for all three Υ states over wide kinematical ranges. All Υ states are found to be suppressed in the Pb+Pb

collisions, the heavier states are more suppressed relative to the ground state. The suppression of Υ states

strongly depends on system size but has a weak dependence on pT and rapidity. At high pT , more precise

measurements are required to ascertain flatness in the suppression. Comparing the measurements at RHIC

and at two energies of LHC, it can be said that the suppression increases with energy albeit weakly.

All three Υ states are suppressed in p+Pb collisions as well and the excited states are more suppressed

than the ground state indicating final state effects. We have obtained a new figure for the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S)

as a function of event activity measured in p+Pb and Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV compared with

the p+p collisions at
√
s = 7 TeV. In this figure, high statistics data Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV

is used. This study shows that the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) decreases steadily with increasing Ntracks for p+p

and p+Pb systems and the peripheral Pb+Pb data also follow the same trend. The most central Pb+Pb data

show a rather constant behaviour as a function of event activity contrary to p+p and p+Pb collisions which

fall steadily with increasing Ntracks. This shows that the final state suppression of Υ in p+Pb increases as

the number of particles increases which does not necessarily mean a thermalized system. The final state

suppression (as given by the ratio of excited to ground state) in Pb+Pb system remains similar for a range

of event activity. This could happen when a thermalized system is formed and the event activity does not

just mean the number of particles but gives the size of system. Here the different sizes of the system may

correspond to similar property like temperature and hence the ratio Υ(2S)/Υ(1S) remains similar in Pb+Pb

system for a large range of event activity.

No significant v2 is found for Υ(1S) measured by the CMS experiment. This shows that the bottom

quark is not thermalized in the medium. The recombination yield of bottomonia calculated using our model

is very small.

In section 5, we have discussed the mechanisms for the modification of bottomonia yields in heavy-

ion collisions. Starting with the idea of color screening we have discussed the more recent ideas like the
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modification of spectral functions of quarkonia states as a function of temperature. The cold-nuclear matter

effects have been reviewed in a certain amount of detail. The excited bottomonia states are more suppressed

as compared to the ground state, an effect that can not be understood by the shadowing of nPDFs alone.

The final state effects in p+A collisions require a better theoretical understanding. We have discussed the

current state-of-the-art theoretical models treating both the quarkonia dissociation and recombination in

the dynamical medium. The comparison of the theoretical results with the experiments shows that the

bottomonia production can be understood in terms of color screening or gluon dissociation. There is no

significant recombination needed, a picture that is also consistent with the small values of v2 measured by

the experiments.
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The chiral magnetic effect in a cylindrical domain

Matteo Buzzegoli and Kirill Tuchin
Department of Physics and Astronomy, Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa, 50011, USA

We compute the Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME) in a cylindrical region coaxial with the external
magnetic field. As the boundary condition we require vanishing of the radial component of the
electric current on the cylinder side wall. We find that when the magnetic length is comparable
or larger than the cylinder radius, the CME is suppressed compared to the corresponding result
in infinite medium. As a result, for a given cylinder radius, the suppression is stronger in weak
fields. We argue that the electric current generated by the CME vanishes at the cylinder wall and
monotonically increases towards the symmetry axis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Systems possessing chiral fermions can be found at
vastly different energy and distance scales. For example,
they include the quark-gluon plasma, Dirac and Weyl
semi-metals and certain neutron stars. Owing to the chi-
ral anomaly, these chiral systems exhibit remarkable new
properties such as non-dissipative transport phenomena
[1–7]. Since the chiral anomaly is an inherently quantum
effect, the novel chiral properties associated with them
are entirely absent in classical theories. Perhaps the most
celebrated of them is the Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME)
[8–10] which refers to induction of electric current along
the direction of the external magnetic field:

ĵ =
q2

2π2
µAB̂, (1)

where ĵ is the electric current density, B̂ is the magnetic
field, q is the electric charge and µA the axial chemical
potential; the hat sign denotes operators. The coeffi-

cient in front of B̂ is referred to as the CME conductiv-
ity. The theoretical description of this effect was devel-
oped in many papers over the last decade. With a few
notable exceptions, mentioned below, all studies ignore
the boundary effects even though all realistic systems are
confined in a finite region of space. A simple dimensional
analysis can convince one of the importance of the finite-
volume effects. The goal of this paper is to initiate study
of the boundary conditions on the CME. To this end
we examine the role of the cylindrical boundary whose
symmetry axis coincides with the external magnetic field
direction. The axial symmetry makes this model analyti-
cally tractable and allows us to develop keen insights into
the CME dynamics in finite systems.

There are three reasons that necessitate imposing the
boundary conditions. Firstly, there are physical bound-
aries: nuclei, stars and material specimens all have finite
dimensions. Secondly, many systems consist of domains
of finite µA each generating different chiral magnetic cur-
rent. For instance, it was argued in [11, 12] that the
quark-gluon plasma may contain one large chiral domain.
Vanishing of µA outside of this domain has dramatic im-
pact on CME [13, 14]. Thirdly, the spacetime geometry
can confine a system to a finite volume as happens, for
example, in a rapidly rotating chiral fluid. Such system is

realized in off-center relativistc heavy-ion collisions that
produce fluid with extremely high vorticity [15] and the
causality demands that a particle can not rotate with an-
gular velocity Ω further than a distance of R = c/Ω. A
number of studies have begun to examine the importance
of the inclusion of these casual boundaries [16–24]. Ad-
mittedly, a system dynamics may, and usually is, richer
than can be encapsulated by a boundary condition. Nev-
ertheless, modeling finite size with boundary conditions
is a good starting point.

The problem of consistent boundary conditions for a
system of relativistic fermions has been addressed already
at the dawn of QCD. The color confinement requires
quarks to stay inside hadrons. In the MIT bag model
this is accomplished by imposing boundary conditions at
a spacelike surface [25–27]. Specifically, the normal com-
ponent of the current is required to vanish. The origi-
nal MIT bag model is spherically symmetric because the
boundary surface is a sphere. We adjust it to our problem
by imposing the boundary condition on the side surface
of a cylinder coaxial with the magnetic field. The height
of the cylinder is immaterial so we simply assume that it
extends to infinity. Although this model is axially sym-
metric, it breaks the chiral symmetry [25–27]. Indeed,
bouncing of a massless fermion off the boundary, flips its
momentum and helicity/chirality.

The dynamics in the transverse direction depends on
two radial scales. One is the radius of the cylinder R,
and the other one is the magnetic length lB = ~c/

√
|qB|.

The relative importance of the boundary condition on the
properties of the system is indicated by the dimensionless
parameter

ρR =
R2

2l2B
. (2)

When this ratio is large ρR � 1, the boundary barely
modifies the Landau states. However, when ρR ∼ 1, lB
is comparable to the radius of the cylinder and the finite
size effects strongly deform the Landau levels and the
properties of the system.

The role of boundaries on the CME was discussed be-
fore in [28–30] in the context of the two-dimensional slab
geometry. When the magnetic field is directed along the
normal to the flat slab boundary, analytical calculation
yielded vanishing CME current [28, 30]. However, when
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the magnetic field is parallel to the boundaries of the slab,
numerical lattice calculations showed that while the total
current vanishes, it is locally finite near the slab bound-
ary [29]. In our model, the axial chemical potential is in-
troduced as a dynamical, albeit adiabatic, quantity and
we preserve the axial symmetry of the magnetic field.
Thus the generation of a CME current is not forbidden
by the boundary conditions, which we confirm by explicit
analytical calculation.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we review
the derivation of the CME in thermal equilibrium at fi-
nite axial chemical potential using statistical mechanics.
In Sec. III we obtain the solutions of the Dirac equation of
a massless particle in a constant magnetic field using the
MIT boundary conditions in a finite cylinder. We show
in Sec. III B that these solutions are compatible with a
thermal equilibrium description. Finally, in Sec. IV we
derive the CME in a finite cylinder. We will refer to it
as the “bound CME”in contrast to the “unbound CME”
of the infinite system, given by (1). To compute the
electric current along the magnetic field direction we use
Vilenkin’s method [31] that consists in considering a sys-
tem of relativistic fermions in thermal equilibrium at a
finite axial chemical potential µA, which describes the
chiral imbalance.∗ Although the CME is an out-of equi-
librium phenomenon [33], the use of thermal equilibrium
is justified at time scales shorter than the relaxation time
of the CME current. Our main results are Eq. (59) and
Figs. 2–6. Our summary and outlook are presented in
Sec. V. We use natural units where ~ = c = kB = 1.

II. THE CME FROM STATISTICAL
MECHANICS

The CME can be computed using the methods of sta-
tistical mechanics assuming thermal equilibrium at finite
axial imbalance [31, 34, 35]. Before addressing the effect
of a finite boundary, in this section we review the deriva-
tion of the CME for a system of free massless fermions
in an unbound space and we introduce the notation used
in this work.

Thermal states are constructed starting from the so-
lution of the Dirac equation with an external con-
stant homogeneous magnetic field along the ẑ direc-
tion. Using cylindrical coordinates {t, r, φ, z} and the
Dirac representation of gamma matrices, the solution
of the Dirac equation in an external gauge field Aµ =
(0,−By/2, Bx/2, 0), such that qB > 0 with q the charge

∗ In this settings, the derivation must be carried out without in-
cluding the effect of the electric field generated by the CME
current, otherwise the resulting current would simply be vanish-
ing [32].

of the fermion, is, in an unbound space [36],

ψ∞ =e−iEn,pz t
eipzz√

2π

eimφ√
2π

√
|qB|

×


C1In,a(ρ)e−iφ/2

iC2In−1,a(ρ)e+iφ/2

C3In,a(ρ)e−iφ/2

iC4In−1,a(ρ)eiφ/2

 ,

(3)

where n = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . is the principal quantum num-
ber, the magnetic quantum number m is the eigenvalue
of the z-component of the total angular momentum,
a = n + m − 1/2 = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , and we defined the
Laguerre functions

In,a(ρ) =

√
a!

n!
e−ρ/2ρ

n−a
2 Ln−aa (ρ), (4)

with ρ = |qB|r2/2 and Ln−aa (ρ) the Laguerre polynomi-
als. The state (3) is an eigenvector of the Hamiltonian
with energy

En,pz =
√

2n|qB|+ p2z.

The coefficients C1, . . . , C4 can be fixed by requiring that
the state (3) is also an eigenvector of a chosen spin oper-
ator and that it is normalized according to∫

d3x ψ̄∞γ
0ψ∞ =

4∑
i=1

C2
i = 1. (5)

As the spin operator we choose the z-component of the
magnetic spin µ̂z defined as [36]

µ̂ = Σ− iγ0γ5
2

Σ× (p− qA) . (6)

It is convenient for imposing the boundary conditions, as
we show in the next section. Its eigenstates are referred
to as the transverse polarizations. Solving the secular
equation

µ̂z ψ∞ = ζ
√

(E − Ωm)2 − p2z ψ∞, (7)

with ζ = ±, and imposing (5), we obtain

C1,3 = − 1

2
√

2

(
A+ ± ζA−

)
, C2,4 =

1

2
√

2

(
A− ∓ ζA+

)
,

(8)
with the upper signs referring to the indexes 1, 2 and the
lower ones to 3, 4, and

A± =

√
1± pz

E
.

To compute the CME it is convenient to split the state
into the right- and left-handed part

ψχ,∞ =
1 + χγ5

2
ψ∞, χ = ± = R/L, (9)



3

where χ denotes the chirality of the state. The chiral
state is of the same form as in Eq. (3) but replacing the
coefficients C1, . . . , C4 with

Cχ1,3 =− 1

2
√

2

(
1 + χ

2
A+ ± ζ 1− χ

2
A−
)
,

Cχ2,4 =
1

2
√

2

(
1 + χ

2
A− ∓ ζ 1− χ

2
A+

)
.

Considering only the particle part, the Dirac field with
a definite chirality is

ψ̂χ,∞(x) =
∑∫
p̂

ψχ,∞(x) âχ(p̂), (10)

where p̂ = {n, m, pz}. The thermodynamic equilibrium
with a chiral imbalance µA = µR − µL is described with
the density operator

ρ̂ =
1

Z
e−(βĤ−βµRQ̂R−βµLQ̂L). (11)

Since we are considering a free-field, it readily follows
that

〈â†χ′(p̂
′)âχ(p̂)〉 = δχ′,χδp̂′,p̂ nF (Ep̂ − µχ) (12)

where nF is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function with
temperature T = 1/β

nF (x) =
1

eβx + 1
. (13)

The CME is obtained evaluating the thermal expectation
value of the electric current.

We first compute the thermal expectation value of the
right and left current. The electric current is then ob-
tained from the right and left current as a simple sum:
ĵ = ĵR + ĵL. The thermal expectation value of the par-
ticle contribution of the right current is

〈ĵµR(x)〉+ = tr
[
ρ̂ ĵµR+(x)

]
=
∑∫
p̂

nF (Ep̂ − µR)jµR(x|p̂)

=

∞∑
n,a=0

∫ ∞
−∞

dpz nF (Ep̂ − µR)jµR(x|p̂),

(14)

where the matrix element is obtained with

jµR(x|p̂) = q ψ̄R,∞(x)γµψR,∞(x). (15)

The anti-particle contribution can be added at the end of
calculation by changing the sign of the chemical potential
in the particle contribution. Using the solution of the
Dirac equation above, the component along the magnetic
field is

jzR(x|n, a, pz) =
q2B

2π2

[
CR1 C

R
3 I

2
n,a(ρ)− CR2 CR4 I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
(16)

with

CR1,3 =
1

2
√

2

√
1 +

pz
En,pz

, CR2,4 =
1

2
√

2

√
1− pz

En,pz
.

(17)
Considering that the odd terms in pz are vanishing once
integrated, and there is no ζ dependence, we have

〈ĵ3R(x)〉+ =
q2B

8π2

∞∑
n,a=0

∫ ∞
−∞

dpz nF (En,pz − µR)

×
[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
.

Including the anti-particles we obtain

〈ĵ3R(x)〉 =
q2B

4π2

∞∑
n,a=0

[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
×
∫ ∞
0

dpz [nF (En,pz − µR)− nF (En,pz + µR)] .

The left current is obtained in the same fashion, and the
electric current is the sum of the two currents

〈ĵ3(x)〉 =
q2B

4π2

∞∑
n,a=0

[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
In(T, µ, µA),

(18)

where

In =

∫ ∞
0

dpz [nF (En,pz − µR)− nF (En,pz + µR)

−nF (En,pz − µL) + nF (En,pz + µL)] .

(19)

In view of the exponential fall-off of the Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution one can prove that In is finite and that the sum
over n converges absolutely. Therefore, we can first sum
over a and then over n. Using the following properties of
the I functions, see for instance [36],

I−1,a(ρ) = 0,
∑
a

I2n,a(ρ) = 1,

and noticing that In does not depend on a, it follows
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that

〈ĵ3(x)〉 =
q2B

4π2

∞∑
n,a=0

[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
In

=
q2B

4π2

∞∑
a=0

δn,0
[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
In

+
q2B

4π2

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
a=0

[
I2n,a(ρ)− I2n−1,a(ρ)

]
In

=
q2B

4π2
I0
∞∑
a=0

I20,a(ρ)

+
q2B

4π2

∞∑
n=1

In

[ ∞∑
a=0

I2n,a(ρ)−
∞∑
a=0

I2n−1,a(ρ)

]

=
q2B

4π2
I0 +

q2B

4π2

∞∑
n=1

In [1− 1]

=
q2B

4π2
I0 =

q2B

2π2
µA

where we used I0 = I0(T, µ, µA) = 2µA. This is how
the CME (1) is derived from the exact solutions of the
Dirac equation. To include the finite volume effects we
follow the same procedure as described in this section but
impose the boundary conditions.

III. SOLUTION OF THE DIRAC EQUATION IN
A FINITE CYLINDER

In this section, we solve the Dirac equation for a free
massless fermion in constant homogeneous magnetic field
inside a cylinder of radius R with the MIT boundary
conditions. The Dirac equation is the same as in the
unbound case, but the requirements on the radial part of
the solutions are different. In the unbound case, one has
to require that the wave function is regular at the origin
ρ = 0 and vanishing at infinity ρ → ∞. In a cylinder of
finite radius R the wave function does not have to vanish
at infinity. Rather, we impose the boundary condition at
r = R. Solutions to the Dirac equation that are regular
at the origin r = 0 have the general form [21, 22]

ψ =e−iEn,pz t
eipzz√

2π

eimφ√
2π

√
|qB|


C1F1(ρ)e−iφ/2

iC2F2(ρ)e+iφ/2

C3F1(ρ)e−iφ/2

iC4F2(ρ)eiφ/2

 ,

(20)

where F1,2 are given in terms of the confluent hypergeo-
metric function:

F1(ρ) =
N1

Γ(m+ 1
2 )

e−ρ/2ρ
m−

1
2

2 1F1

(
−λ, m+

1

2
; ρ

)
,

F2(ρ) =
N2

Γ(m+ 3
2 )

e−ρ/2ρ
m+

1
2

2 1F1

(
−λ+ 1, m+

3

2
; ρ

)
,

(21)

and N1 and N2 are such that∫ ρR

0

dρ [F1(ρ)]
2

=1,

∫ ρR

0

dρ [F2(ρ)]
2

= 1. (22)

In an unbound case, the requirement that the wave
function is vanishing at infinity is fulfilled only if n and
a = n+m−1/2 are non-negative integers. In that case the
hypergeometric functions reduce to the Laguerre func-
tions (4) and we recover the unbound solutions (3). In a
finite cylinder the principal quantum number n does not
have to be an integer. To stress this point, from now on,
we denote the principal quantum number as λ. The mag-
netic quantum number m is not affected by the boundary
and runs over all semi-integer values. The energy in a fi-
nite cylinder is

Eλ,pz =
√

2λ|qB|+ p2z, (23)

with the values of λ to be determined according to the
boundary condition.

At first glance it may seem that the simplest boundary
condition is the Cauchy one that requires vanishing of the
wave function (20) on the surface ρ = ρR = |qB|R2/2.
However, it is easy to realize, that for a finite ρR the
radial wave functions in Eq. (21) can not be both set to
zero for the same value of λ and m. A more elaborate
boundary condition must be used. In this work we use
the MIT boundary conditions which allow us to keep the
system in a finite region without including an (explicit)
confining potential in the Hamiltonian. In this way the
fields remains free.

The coefficients C1, . . . , C4 in the transverse polariza-
tion are obtained as described in the previous section:

C1,3 =
1

2

N1N2√
λN2

1 +N2
2

A+ ± ζA−
N1

,

C2,4 =
1

2

N1N2√
λN2

1 +N2
2

A− ∓ ζA+

N2

√
λ,

(24)

where ζ = ± and

A± =

√
1± pz

Eλ,pz
. (25)

The exactly same coefficients are obtained if we replace
the condition in Eq. (7) with the requirement that

C4

C1
= −C3

C2
. (26)

As we show below, this is a necessary condition for a state
to satisfy the MIT boundary condition. Therefore, the
MIT boundary condition can be applied directly to states
in the transverse polarization. Different spin states can
be chosen, such as helicity states, but in that case, only a
specific linear combination of spin states can satisfy the
MIT boundary condition [17].
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A. The MIT boundary condition

The MIT bag model [25, 27] allows us to find solutions
of the Dirac equation in a bound region without introduc-
ing discontinuities in the wave function and preserving
the conserved quantities of the system, such as energy,
momentum and electric charge, thanks to the vanishing
of the fluxes of the corresponding currents at the bound-
ary. Ultimately, all these features are consequences of
the self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian with respect to
the Dirac inner product [17, 30].

Given any two solutions of the Dirac equation (ψ, Φ),
the Dirac inner product is defined as

〈ψ, Φ〉 =

∫
V

d3x ψ̄(x)γ0Φ(x). (27)

The Hamiltonian is a self-adjoint operator if

〈ψ, ĤΦ〉 = 〈Ĥψ, Φ〉, (28)

or, equivalently, for Ĥ = i∂t, when the inner product is
time independent

∂t〈ψ, Φ〉 = 0. (29)

Integrating by parts, this condition can be written as an
integral over the boundary of the volume

−
∫
∂V

dΣi ψ̄(x)γiΦ(x) = 0, (30)

which in the case of a cylinder of radius R reads

R

∫ ∞
0

dz

∫ 2π

0

dφ ψ̄(R)γrΦ(R) =0,

∂r(ψ̄Φ)(R) =−Θ(R),

(31)

where ψ(R) = ψ(z, φ, r = R), Θ(R) < ∞ and γr =
/n = n̂µγ

µ = r̂µγ
µ, with n̂ = r̂ the radial direction in

cylindrical coordinates.
In order to have a self-adjoint Hamiltonian we require

that any solution ψ of the Dirac equation is also solving
the MIT boundary condition

iγrψ(R) = −ψ(R), (32)

Indeed, this condition and its conjugate iψ̄(R)γr = ψ̄(R)
imply [25, 27]

ψ̄(R)Φ(R) =ψ̄(R)[−i/nΦ(R)]

=− [iψ̄(R)/n]Φ(R) = −ψ̄(R)Φ(R) = 0,
(33)

from which it follows that the integrand of Eq. (31) is
vanishing at any point z, φ:

ψ̄(R)/nΦ(R) = −iψ̄(R)Φ(R) = 0. (34)

Using the MIT boundary conditions is not the only way
one can require the vanishing of Eq. (31). In [21, 22] this
is ensured requiring that

F1(λ, m, ρR)F2(λ′, m, ρR) = 0 (35)

for arbitrary value of m, λ and λ′, which is the generaliza-
tion to the case of magnetic field of the spectral boundary
conditions discussed in [17].

From the self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian we can
also show that the normalized eigenvectors of the Hamil-
tonian are orthogonal with respect to the Dirac inner
product. Take two eignevectors of the Hamiltonian Φ
and ψ with quantum numbers p̂ = {λ, m, pz, ζ} and
p̂′ = {λ′, m′, p′z, ζ ′} respectively. Using

∂t〈ψ(t),Φ(t)〉 =∂t

[
e−i(Eλ−Eλ′ )〈ψ(t = 0),Φ(t = 0)〉

]
=− i(Eλ − Eλ′)〈ψ(t),Φ(t)〉 = 0,

(36)

it follows that when Eλ 6= Eλ′ we must have 〈ψ,Φ〉 = 0.
The integrals over z and φ immediately give

〈ψ,Φ〉 =δ(pz − p′z)δm,m′
∫ ρR

0

dρ e−i(Eλ−Eλ′ )

× [H1F1F
′
1 +H2F2F

′
2]

(37)

where

H1 =
N2N

′
2√

λN2
1 +N2

2

√
λ′N ′21 +N ′22

A+A
′
+ + ζζ ′A−A

′
−

2
,

H2 =

√
λλ′N1N

′
1√

λN2
1 +N2

2

√
λ′N ′21 +N ′22

A−A
′
− + ζζ ′A+A

′
+

2
.

(38)

From what we showed above the remaining integral must
give δj,j′δζ,ζ′ . Because the wave function have been nor-
malized, we have

〈ψ,Φ〉 =

∫
V

d3x ψ̄p̂′γ
0Φp̂ = δ(pz − p′z)δm,m′δζ,ζ′δj,j′ .

(39)
We already found that the general form of the solution

of Dirac equation is given by (20). Imposing the condi-
tion (32) to the general solution of the Dirac equation
(20), we obtain{

C1F1(ρR)− C4F2(ρR) = 0,

C3F1(ρR) + C2F2(ρR) = 0,
(40)

whence

F1(ρR) =
C4

C1
F2(ρR) = −C2

C3
F2(ρR), (41)

where ρR is defined in (2). The effect of boundary on the
energy spectrum increases as ρR decreases. Since (41)
coincides with (26), our choice of the transverse polar-
ization basis is the most convenient, as mentioned above.

If F1 or F2 vanish identically we can not impose the
MIT boundary condition. In particular, this is the case
for λ = 0 because then F2 = 0. In the unbound case
the CME is caused entirely by the lowest Landau Level
(LLL) n = 0 which is also the chiral state. With the MIT
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boundary condition the LLL is not realized for λ = 0 and
all eignestates are not chiral. Therefore, at this point
of the analysis, is not clear whether the CME can also
be realized in a finite region with this type of boundary
condition. Solutions with λ very close to zero but still
positive are instead allowed and the new ground state
replacing the lowest Landau level is discussed below.

As we already indicated, the boundary condition can
only be satisfied by states such that C2/C3 = −C4/C1,
which is always the case for the transverse polariza-
tion. Therefore, using states in the transverse polariza-
tion with coefficients (24), the MIT boundary condition
becomes

F1(ρR)

N1
= ζ
√
λ
F2(ρR)

N2
. (42)

Solving this equation for λ gives the energy spectrum
(23) and the whole set of normal modes (20). The
Eq. (42) has an infinite countable number of roots {λi},
i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , where λi < λi+1. These roots generally
depends on m, ζ and ρR. As ρR approaches infinity the
roots approach the values λ = n = 0, 1, 2, . . . indepen-
dently of m and ζ.

It is instructive to find the analytic value of the prin-
cipal quantum number λ corresponding to the LLL as
the radius of the cylinder is increased. As said, when
increasing the parameter ρR, λ becomes an integer and
one can check that the functions F1 and F2 vanish for
a < 0. For λ � 1, this implies that m ≥ +1/2. In this
case, we can expand the constraint (42) in power series
of λ and obtain the equation

√
λ = ζ

e−ρRρmR
Γ
(
m+ 1

2

)
− Γ

(
m+ 1

2 , ρR
) . (43)

It has a solution only when ζ = +1:

λLLL ≈
e−2ρRρ2mR

Γ
(
m+ 1

2

)2 . (44)

This solution is finite, even though it approaches zero as
the radius is increased. This is different from the un-
bound case where the LLL λ = 0 exists for both po-
larizations ζ = ±. Nevertheless, the unbound CME is
recovered in the large radius limit. This occurs because
the energy levels are weighted more in the bound case
compared to the unbound one. Indeed, we can compute
analytically the normalization constants N1 and N2 for
λ = 0 and derive that in the infinite cylinder limit, the
bound modes become

lim
ρR→∞

ψa>0,ζ =


ψζ,∞ λ ≥ 1,

0 λ = 0, ζ = −1,√
2ψλ=0,a,ζ=+1,∞ λ = 0, ζ = +1,

where ψζ,∞ are the unbound solutions given in Eq. (3).
It is also possible to construct these states as a linear
combination of polarizations so that the sates with λ ' 0

and ζ = − do not disappear, but this is not needed in this
work since the results we will be discussing are obtained
summing over ζ.

To obtain the energy spectrum, we numerically com-
pute the roots {λk} of (42) at fixed ρR, ζ and m. Fig. 1
shows the energy levels,

βEn,i =
√

2λiβ2|qB|, (45)

with pz = 0 and β2|qB| = 0.1, where β is a length scale,
for instance the inverse temperature, and i denotes the i-
th root of λ. These results are in agreement with those of
[21, 22], see also [37] for a detailed discussion, where solu-
tions of free fermions in magnetic field in a finite cylinder
were presented with the boundary condition (35).

B. Thermodynamics in a finite cylinder

In this section, we show that the energy, momentum,
electric and axial charge are conserved inside the cylinder
when considering solutions of the Dirac equation with the
MIT boundary condition. This ensures that the equilib-
rium density matrix describes the thermal ensemble of
the system and we can use statistical mechanics to eval-
uate the chiral magnetic effect as done in the case of the
unbound region.

The equilibrium thermal state of a system is described
by the equilibrium statistical operator

ρ̂ =
1

Z
exp

{
−Ĥ/T + µ Q̂/T + µAQ̂A/T

}
, (46)

provided that the following quantities are conserved:

P̂ ν =

∫
V

d3x T̂ 0ν , Q̂ =

∫
V

d3x ĵ0,

Q̂A =

∫
V

d3x ĵ0A,

(47)

which are respectively the total four-momentum, the
electric charge and the axial charge. Even if the region is
finite, these quantities are conserved if the fluxes at the
boundary vanish∫

∂V

dS T̂ iν n̂i =0,

∫
∂V

dS ĵin̂i = 0,∫
∂V

dS ĵiAn̂i =0.

(48)

In the case of a cylinder, n̂ is the radial direction.
We now explicitly show that the MIT boundary condi-

tion ensures that all the fluxes are vanishing, not just the
electric current. We first remind that the MIT boundary
condition implies

i/nψ(R) = −ψ(R), ψ̄ψ(R) = 0, ∂r(ψ̄ψ)(R) = −Θ(R).
(49)
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FIG. 1. The energy levels (45) as a function of m for different values of ρR at β2|qB| = 0.1, and pz = 0. Different markers
correspond to the i’th root of Eq. (42) as indicated in the legends. Solid markers correspond to positive polarization ζ = +1,

open markers to ζ = −1. Solid lines are the energy levels of the unbound case, βE∞i,m = θ(a)
√

2(i− 1)β2|qB|, corresponding
to the Landau levels plotted in the same panel. The ordinate range varies for different panels.

From the general form of the solutions (20), we also have
that

ψ̄γ5ψ = 0. (50)

Using these relations it is easy to prove that the electric
current is conserved:

n̂µĵ
µ(R) = ψ̄(R)/̂nψ(R) = iψ̄ψ(R) = 0. (51)

Similarly, for the axial current we obtain

n̂µĵ
µ
A(R) =ψ̄(R)/nγ5ψ(R) = −ψ̄(R)γ5 /̂nψ(R)

=− iψ̄γ5ψ(R) = 0.
(52)

Finally, we also check that the flux of energy and momen-
tum is vanishing. Using the canonical energy-momentum
tensor of a Dirac field interacting with an external gauge

field we have:∫
∂V

dS T̂µν n̂µ =

∫
∂V

dS

[
i

2

(
ψ̄/̂n∂νψ − ∂νψ̄/̂nψ

)
− ψ̄/̂nψAν

]
=

∫
∂V

dS

[
1

2

(
ψ̄∂νψ + ∂νψ̄ψ

)
− iψ̄ψ(R)Aν

]
=

1

2

∫
∂V

dS ∂ν(ψ̄ψ) =
1

2
Θ(R)

∫
∂V

dS n̂ν = 0,

(53)

where we used ψ̄ψ(R) = 0.
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IV. THE CHIRAL MAGNETIC EFFECT IN A
FINITE CYLINDER

The CME is obtained by evaluating the thermal aver-
age of the electric current with the statistical operator

(46), as done in Sec. II. This time we use the bound
solutions (20) in the transverse polarization (24), and
satisfying the MIT boundary conditions (42). We first
obtain the thermal expectation value of the right-handed
current. The right-handed projection of the solution of
the Dirac equation with MIT boundary condition is

ψRζ = e−iεEt
eipzz√

2π

eimφ√
2π

√
|qB|
2

N1N2√
λN2

1 +N2
2



√
1 + pz

Eλ,pz

F1(ρ)
N1

e−iφ/2

i
√

1− pz
Eλ,pz

√
λF2(ρ)
N2

e+iφ/2√
1 + pz

Eλ,pz

F1(ρ)
N1

e−iφ/2

i
√

1− pz
Eλ,pz

√
λF2(ρ)
N2

eiφ/2

 . (54)

Therefore, the matrix element of the right-handed current is

j3R(x|λ, m, pz, ζ) =q ψ̄Rζ(x)γµψRζ(x)

=
q2B

8π2

N̄2

2

Γ(1 + a)

Γ(1 + λ)

[
F 2
1 (ρ)

N2
1

− λF 2
2 (ρ)

N2
2

+
pz

Eλ,pz

(
F 2
1 (ρ)

N2
1

+
λF 2

2 (ρ)

N2
2

)]
,

(55)

where

N̄2 =
2N2

1N
2
2

λN2
1 +N2

2

Γ(1 + λ)

Γ(1 + a)
(56)

and a = n+m− 1/2. The thermal expectation value of
the particle part of the right-handed current is

〈ĵ3R(x)〉+ = tr
[
ρ̂ ĵµR+(x)

]
=

∞∑
m=−∞

∑
ζ=±

∞∑
k=1

×
∫ ∞
−∞

dpz nF (Eλk,pz − µR)j3R(x|λk, m, pz, ζ).

(57)

The summation over the roots {λk} must be done for
specific values of m and ζ since the energy spectrum de-
pends on these quantities. Removing the pz-odd part
of the matrix element, which vanishes upon integration,
and including the anti-particle contribution, we obtain

〈ĵ3R(x)〉 =
q2B

4π2

∑
m,ζ,k

N̄2

2

Γ(1 + a)

Γ(1 + λk)

[
F 2
1 (ρ)

N2
1

− λkF
2
2 (ρ)

N2
2

]
×
∫ ∞
0

dpz [nF (Eλk,pz− µR)− nF (Eλk,pz+ µR)] .

(58)

We compute the left-handed current in a similar way.
The sum of the right- and left-handed currents yields the
vector current:

〈ĵ3V (x)〉 =
q2B

4π2

∑
m,ζ,k

N̄2

2

Γ(1 + a)

Γ(1 + λk)

×
[
F 2
1 (ρ)

N2
1

− λkF
2
2 (ρ)

N2
2

]
Iλk(T, µ, µA),

(59)

where we denoted

Iλ(T, µ, µA) =

∫ ∞
0

dpz [nF (Eλ,pz−µR)− nF (Eλ,pz+µR)

−nF (Eλ,pz− µL) + nF (Eλ,pz+ µL)]

=IRλ (T, µR)− ILλ (T, µL).

(60)

In the infinite radius limit (59) reduces to (18) because
λk = n, N̄2 = 1, and

a!

n!

F 2
1 (ρ)

N2
1

=I2a,n(ρ) = I2n,a(ρ),

a!

n!
n
F 2
2 (ρ)

N2
1

=I2a,n−1(ρ) = I2n−1,a(ρ).

(61)

Eq. (59) expresses the CME in a finite volume and
is our main analytical result. The summation and the
integration are converging and finite because the bound-
ary condition ensures that the energy spectrum is bound
from below. In contrast from the infinite volume case,
where the CME is completely determined by the lowest
Landau level, we observe in (59) that in the finite volume
the higher Landau levels (k > 1) also contribute to the
CME.

Since the analytical roots of (42) are unknown, the
functional dependence of the bound CME (59) on the
model parameters can only be determined numerically.
It is convenient to study the effect of the boundary by
considering the normalized value of the CME, which we
define as the electric current in a finite region obtained
from (59) divided by the CME conductivity in an un-
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bound space:

Normalized CME =
〈ĵ3V (x)〉

q2BµA/(2π2)
. (62)

A. Results

We computed the bound CME by truncating the sums
in m and k, and numerically evaluating (60). We esti-
mated the accuracy of the calculation as the next term
in the summation and we stopped the calculation when
the error was smaller than the thickness of the lines used
to plot the results. We found that the dependence on the
axial chemical potential µA is linear as in the unbound
chiral magnetic effect. It therefore cancels out in the ra-
tio (62). With this observation in mind we set βµA = 0.1
throughout the numerical analysis.

We first report the value of the bound CME at the
center of the cylinder ρ = 0 where the CME reaches its
peak. Figs. 2 and 3 show the normalized CME at the
center of the cylinder obtained by fixing the parameter
ρR and varying the magnetic field intensity |qB|. Having
fixed ρR, an increase in the magnetic field corresponds to
a decrease in the radius of the cylinder R =

√
2ρR/|qB|.

For small magnetic fields (large radius), the bound CME
has the same value as the unbound one. However, as
we commented earlier, its value is not completely deter-
mined by the ground state, which can loosly be referred
to as the “lowest Landau level” (LLL) of the bound sys-
tem. Contributions from higher “Landau levels” (HLL)
are larger for smaller ρR; in Fig. 3 the HLL contributions
are negligible already at ρR = 10. As we increase the
magnetic field (decrease the radius) the bound CME de-
creases and eventually vanishes. We also find that CME
depends on the temperature. If we decrease the tem-
perature while keeping the radius and the magnetic field
fixed, then β2|qB| increases and the CME is suppressed
at very low temperatures. The Figs. 2 and 3 do not reach
the limit |qB| = 0 because lowering the magnetic field be-
comes numerically expensive as it requires the inclusions
of higher Landau levels.

Let us now look at the CME in a common experimen-
tal setup: fixed radius of the cylinder and varying the
magnetic field. The results are shown in Fig. 4. The
bound CME approximately equals the unbound one in
strong magnetic fields, whereas it is suppressed in weak
fields. The parameter that distinguishes the two regimes
is B(ρR) that we define below in (64). The difference
between the normalized CME at strong and weak mag-
netic fields is seen in Fig. 5 which displays the radial
dependence of the effect. We can see that in both cases,
the CME is larger at the center of the cylinder and is
vanishing at its surface ρ = ρR. The difference be-
tween the two regimes is that the value of the normal-
ized CME at the symmetry axis ρ = 0 is close to unity
for |qB| < B(ρR(|qB|, R)) and is smaller than one other-
wise. We also notice the different functional form of the

ρR=1, LLL

ρR=0.5, LLL

ρR=0.2, LLL

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
β 2qB

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Normalized CME

At fixed ρR, with βμA=0.1

R

ρR=10, 1, 0.5

ρR=0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
β 2qB

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05
Normalized CME

At fixed ρR, with βμA=0.1

R

ρR=10

ρR=1

ρR=0.5

ρR=0.2

FIG. 2. The normalized CME (62) at fixed ρR and different
values of the magnetic field |qB|/radius R. Solid lines are the
total contribution, while dashed lines are the contribution of
the LLL. The bottom panel is the same plot as the one in the
top, zoomed in on the total result (solid lines). The thickness
of the lines is larger than the estimated error.

HLL=0

0 5 10 15 20
β 2qB

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

Normalized CME

At fixed ρR, with βμA=0.1

R

1

ρR=10

ρR=1

ρR=0.5

ρR=0.2

LLL+HLL

LLL

FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2 for a larger range of β2|qB|.

ρ-dependence in the two cases.

The vanishing of the CME current at the surface of the
cylinder might be surprising at first glance because it is
not forbidden by the symmetry of the problem neither
by the MIT boundary conditions. Moreover, one might
expect that the normal modes which are not present in
the unbound case are pushed towards the boundary of
the cylinder and might cause an accumulation of chiral
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charge similar to what is observed in the slab geome-
try [29]. However, on closer inspection, we realize that
the settings of the system forbid the presence of chiral
charge at the surface. This can be seen evaluating the ax-
ial charge matrix element using the solutions (20), which
reads:

j0A(x|λk, m, pz, ζ) =
qB

2π2

[
C1C3F

2
1 (ρ) + C2C4F

2
2 (ρ)

]
.

(63)

At the boundary ρ = ρR, using (41), the axial charge
must vanish j0A(R) = 0. That is why the CME always
vanishes at the surface of the cylinder. The vanishing of
the current at the boundary was also found for the chiral
vortical effect with MIT boundary conditions in absence
of a magnetic field [17].

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

|qB|R2/2

N
o

rm
a

li
ze

d
C

M
E

At the center of the cylinder with fixed R and βμA=0.1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.985

0.990

0.995

1.000

R/β=2

R/β=1

R/β=0.5

R/β=0.1

FIG. 4. The normalized CME as a function of the magnetic
field keeping the radius of the cylinder R constant. The inset
shows the details of the top-left part of the larger plot.

B. Qualitative analysis

The effect of the boundary on CME can be gauged
by examining the contribution of the lowest Landau
level (LLL), which is the level of unbound system with
λ = n = 0. Indeed, we have already demonstrated, that
bound CME consists of contributions from the entire en-
ergy spectrum, whereas the unbound CME is driven ex-
clusively by LLL, see for example Fig. 2. As the cylinder
radius decreases, the LLL energy increases [38]. Addi-
tionally, the boundary condition lifts the degeneracy in
the angular momentum m. In our model the levels that
converge onto the LLL of the unbound system are ob-
tained from Eq. (42). Among them is the lowest energy
level with m = 1/2, which we will call the LLL of a bound
system. It scales with ρR which in turn depends on R and
B. In particular, at large ρR, the corresponding principal
quantum number is given by (44).

The energy of LLL is given by (23). Since pz ∼ T ,
the effect of the boundary on CME is essential only if

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
ρ/ρR

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Normalized CME for βμA=0.1 and

ρR=0.2 is under ρR=10

ρR=10, β 2|qB|=10

ρR=1, β 2|qB|=0.5

ρR=0.5, β 2|qB|=0.2

ρR=0.2, β 2|qB|=0.1

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
ρ/ρR

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Normalized CME for βμA=0.1 and

ρR=10, β 2|qB|=8*107

ρR=1, β 2|qB|=10

ρR=0.5, β 2|qB|=5

ρR=0.2, β 2|qB|=1

FIG. 5. The normalized CME as a function of the radial
distance. The values of |qB| are chosen with no particular
criteria, that is why the CME at the origin goes to different
values for |qB| > B.

2|qB|λLLLβ is of order unity or larger. Define the char-
acteristic value of the magnetic field as

β2B(ρR) =
1

2λLLL(ρR)
. (64)

The effect of the boundary is negligible if |qB| � B(ρR).
We note that the characteristic value of the magnetic
field is the increasing exponential function of ρR.

Although (64) reflects the particular boundary condi-
tion that we imposed, the qualitative picture is fairly
general. That the energy levels of a system increase as
it size decreases follows from the uncertainty relation.
An increase in energy results in a suppression of thermal
quantities, because they are related to the Fermi-Dirac
thermal distribution function. The occupation number
nF (βE) is small for high values of βE, leading to sup-
pression of thermal quantities. In the unbound case the
lowest Landau level has the same energy independently
of the magnetic field because λ is exactly zero. The CME
conductivity is given completely by the LLL and remains
the same at any value of magnetic field. Instead in the
presence of a boundary, we can always find a value of
magnetic field such that 2β2λLLL|qB| = 1.

We can now understand the results obtained for the
bound CME. If we keep ρR fixed, then also the character-
istic value B(ρR) is fixed. Based on the above argument,
when |qB| is close or larger than B the CME would be
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suppressed. This is what we see in Fig. 3. Instead, if we
fix the radius of the cylinder R, the value of ρR changes
with the magnetic field, and so does the characteristic
value B. As shown in Fig. 6, if we fix the size of the cylin-
der, then |qB| < B(ρR) is always satisfied above a certain
value of the magnetic field |qB|0. Namely, |qB| > B(ρR)
when |qB| < |qB|0 (weak field), and |qB| < B(ρR) when
|qB| > |qB|0 (strong field).

In weak field (at fixed R), there is suppression of the
CME, while in strong field there is only minor effect as
compared to the unbound case. This explains the results
of Fig. 4.

At fixed R

FIG. 6. The characteristic value of magnetic field at fixed
radius of the cylinder R.

What is described above is summarized in Fig. 7 show-
ing the dependence of the LLL energy on various param-
eters. When |qB| � B(ρR) the transverse momentum
is negligible and the energy is only given by the longi-
tudinal momentum pz. When |qB| = B(ρR) the LLL

energy is βELLL =
√

1 + β2p2z. For this energy and for
energies above this, the effect of the boundary becomes
strong and the CME is suppressed. Starting at any val-
ues of |qB| and ρR, if we increase the magnetic field |qB|
keeping ρR fixed, the LLL energy will increasing result-
ing in further suppression of the CME. Instead, if we
increase |qB| keeping the radius R fixed we increase ρR,
we decrease the LLL energy and the CME will be less
suppressed. The LLL energy is lowest for for λ = 0, i.e.
in an unbound system.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We studied a system of free massless fermions con-
fined in a cylinder with a finite radius in the presence
of a constant magnetic field using MIT boundary condi-
tions. The energy spectrum is different from the Landau
levels obtained in an unbound space. The degeneracy
with respect to the longitudinal total angular momen-
tum m is lifted due to the boundary conditions and the
principal quantum number λ is not an integer. The en-
ergy ground state of the bound system, which we also
called LLL because it reduces to the ground state of un-
bound system, depends on the system size. It increases

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0
β pz

0.5

1.0

1.5

β ELLL

Fixed R

Fixed ρR

FIG. 7. The effect of the finite size of the cylinder on the
lowest Landau level (LLL) energy for different values of the
magnetic field. When |qB| < B(ρR) the lowest Landau level
lays in the light shaded area and for |qB| � B(ρR) it has
negligible transverse momentum 2|qB|λ ≈ 0 (the lowest solid
line). In the opposite limit |qB| > B(ρR) the LLL lays in the
dark shaded area. The arrows indicate the shift of the LLL
energy if we increase the magnetic field at fixed ρR or at fixed
R.

when the cylinder radius R decreases, in agreement with
the uncertainty relation. At finite R, the LLL does not
have a definite chirality and has a corresponding princi-
pal quantum number given by Eq. (44) which tends to
zero when lB � R. In general, the effect of the bound-
ary on the spectrum and by extension on all statistical
quantities is important when the magnetic length lB is
of the order or larger than the radius of the cylinder R.

At finite temperature and finite chiral imbalance, we
computed the chiral magnetic effect (CME). The main
result is shown in Fig. 4. For cylinders of the same size,
the CME is suppressed at very small magnetic fields and
at very low temperatures. The CME current is maximal
at the center of the cylinder and it is vanishing at the
boundary of the cylinder. Even when the CME current
is the same as in the unbound case, we found that dif-
ferently from the unbound case where the CME is com-
pletely determined by the lowest Landau level, in a finite
region, all the levels contribute to the CME.

A suppression of the CME conductivity might seem
incompatible with the non-renormalization of the chi-
ral anomaly, which ultimately cause the CME. However,
the anomaly only dictates that the CME current must
satisfy the relation (1) at the operator level, but does
not prevent the CME conductivity to be renormalized
when the electric current operator is taken over a phys-
ical state [39, 40]. As a consequence, it is possible that
the CME conductivity differs when evaluated in bound
states rather than unbound states as done in this work.

It is important to stress that although we derived the
result using thermal equilibrium with a conserved axial
charge, the axial chemical potential is treated as a dy-
namical quantity. In our model µA only affects the ther-
mal distribution functions but the ground state of the



12

system is not realized with a non-vanishing µA. The use
of thermal equilibrium is justified when looking at the
system at time scales shorter then the relaxation time of
the axial chemical potential. Therefore, a non-vanishing
CME does not violate the conservation of energy as it
does not describe a true steady state. The finite volume
effects of the CME were also studied in [28–30] in a slab
geometry at actual equilibrium with chiral imbalance us-
ing a model where the ground state do have a fixed non-
vanishing µA. Accordingly, the total CME current must
vanish in order to conserve energy [41] in accordance with
the Bloch theorem [42]. This was confirmed by [28–30].
The complete absence of the CME current in [28, 30] is
then understood as consequence of the boundary con-
ditions explicitly preventing the flow of charges in that
direction [28], while the different geometry in [29] allows
for a local CME current.

In this paper we considered only one possible bound-
ary condition. It seems to us, based on the experience of
the reported analysis, that our result should not signifi-
cantly change if we impose different boundary conditions.
It would also be interesting to examine models with dy-

namical confinement instead of boundary conditions.
In practice, an accurate measurement of the boundary

effects on CME may be possible in Dirac/Weyl semi-
metals. This requires lB > R, where R is the spec-
imen linear size and the magnetic length is given by
lB = 0.8µm/

√
B(mT). For example, for a semi-metal

with an observable CME in B ∼ mT magnetic fields,
R should be of the order of a µm. In the relativistic
heavy-ion collisions, R ∼ 10 fm is the order of the sys-
tem size, while lB can range from about a fm to pm at
different collision energies. Therefore, the boundary ef-
fects are expected to be a significant factor in the CME
phenomenology.
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Breakup Corrections to Spin Asymmetries in the 3He Beam Polarization
Measurement with HJET
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(Dated: May 22, 2023)

The requirements for hadron polarimetry at the future Electron Ion Collider (EIC) include mea-
surements of the absolute helion (3He, h) beam polarization with systematic uncertainties better
than σsyst

P /P ≤ 1%. Recently, it was proposed that the Polarized Atomic Hydrogen Gas Jet Target
(HJET) be utilized for the precision measurement of the polarization of the ∼100 GeV/n helion
beam. At the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider, HJET serves to determine the absolute proton beam
polarization with low systematic uncertainties of about δsystP/P . 0.5%. To adapt the HJET
method for the EIC helion beam, the experimentally determined ratio of the beam and target (jet)
spin-correlated asymmetries should be adjusted by the ratio of p↑h and h↑p analyzing powers. A po-
tential problem with the suggested method is that the breakup of 3He in polarization measurements
could drastically affect the analyzing power ratio. However, an analysis of the breakup corrections,
presented in this paper, reveals that while these corrections can be as substantial as ∼4%, the effect
cancels out to a negligible level in the measured beam polarization.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics program requirements [1] for hadron po-
larimetry at the Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) [2] include
the precise determination of the 3He (Ah = 3, Zh = 2)
beam polarization,

σsyst
P /P . 1%. (1)

It has been advocated [3, 4] that the Atomic Polarized
Hydrogen Gas Jet Target (HJET) [5] can be used for this
purpose.

In the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider, HJET is em-
ployed to measure the absolute transverse (vertical) po-
larization of the proton beams with a low systematic un-
certainty of about σsyst

P /P . 0.5% [6]. Recoil protons
from the RHIC beam scattering off the jet target are
counted in left-right symmetric Si strip detectors. The
HJET geometry predetermines the detection of the recoil
protons only in the Coulomb-nuclear interference (CNI)
scattering constrained by

0.0013 < −t < 0.018 GeV2. (2)

The Lorentz invariant momentum transfer t can be sim-
ply related to the recoil proton energy TR,

− t = 2mpTR, (3)

where mp is the recoil particle (proton) mass.
The 3He beam polarization Ph can be related [3] to the

precisely known jet target one, Pjet≈0.96±0.001 [5], as

Pmeas(TR) = Pjet
abeam(TR)

ajet(TR)
×Rh(TR), (4)

∗ poblaguev@bnl.gov

where abeam(TR) and ajet(TR) are experimentally deter-
mined beam and target (jet) spin asymmetries [6], respec-
tively. The ratio of the proton (p↑h) and helion (h↑p) spin
analyzing powers [7] is denoted by

Rh(TR) =
AphN (TR)

AhpN (TR)
=
κp − 2Iph5 − 2Rph5 TR/Tc

κh − 2Ihp5 − 2Rhp5 TR/Tc
, (5)

where κp = µp−1 = 1.793 and κh = µh/Zh−mp/mh =
−1.398 [8] are derived from the magnetic moments of

the proton and helion, Tc = 4παZh/mpσ
ph
tot ≈ 0.7 MeV,

and σphtot is the total ph cross section. The hadronic spin
flip amplitude parameters r5 =R5 +iI5 for p↑h and h↑p

can be calculated [4, 9, 10] with sufficient accuracy, rph5 ≈
rpp5 and rhp5 ≈ r

pp
5 /3, using the proton-proton value rpp5

(|rpp5 |∼0.02) measured at HJET [11].
For the calculated beam polarization Ph, the system-

atic errors due to possible uncertainties in values of R5

and Tc can be eliminated if the measured polarization
Pmeas(TR) is extrapolated to TR→0,

Pmeas(TR) = Ph × [1 + ξ(TR)] , (6)

ξ(TR) = ξ0 + ξ1TR/Tc + . . . . (7)

The right-hand side of Eq. (5) displays only the leading
order approximation of the interference terms in the nu-
merator of the CNI elastic analyzing power expression [7]:

AN(t)=
−2 Im

[
φem

5 φhad *
+ + φhad

5 φem *
+ + φhad

5 φhad *
+

]
|φhad

+ +φem
+ |2

.

(8)
Here, φ5 and φ+ are spin-flip and non-flip helicity ampli-
tudes, the hadronic and electromagnetic parts of which
are denoted by “had” and “em”.

3He breakup in the scattering can effectively alter the
(elastic) interference terms{

Imφ5φ
∗
+

}
I
→
{

Imφ5φ
∗
+

}
I
× [1 + ωI(TR)] (9)
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(schematically discriminated by index I) and, conse-
quently, results in a systematic error in the measured
Ph.

A breakup correction,∣∣φhad
+

∣∣2 → ∣∣φhad
+

∣∣2 × [1+ω(t)], (10)

to the pd cross section was evaluated in Ref. [4], using
experimental data obtained in the unpolarized deuteron
(d) beam measurements in HJET. Extrapolating the re-
sult obtained to the 3He beam scattering, the breakup
related systematic error in measured Ph was found to be
negligible.

However, it was underlined in Ref. [4] that an over-
simplified and unjustified theoretical model was used to
interpret the deuteron data and to make the extrapola-
tion. Additionally, some assumptions used in the data
analysis were not reliably verified.

Although the conclusion drawn in Ref. [4] was found to
be stable against possible variations of the model used, a
more comprehensive analysis is necessary for considering
HJET in precision 3He polarimetry at EIC.

In this paper, the breakup fraction estimated in Ref. [4]
is compared with the dp and hp scattering study results
in the hydrogen bubble chamber experiment [12, 13]. The
HJET and bubble chamber results were found to be in
fair consistency within the experimental accuracy of the
measurements. No evidence was found that the breakup
fraction given in Ref. [4] was underestimated therein.

Following basic principles of the Glauber theory [14],
it can be readily shown that for high energy polarized
proton scattering off a nucleus target, both elastic and
breakup, the ratio of hadronic spin-flip and non-flip am-
plitudes is the same as for p↑p scattering. It also was
found that for high energy forward p↑h and h↑p scatter-
ing, breakup corrections ωI(t) to the interference terms
φem

5 φhad *
+ , φhad

5 φem *
+ , φhad

5 φhad *
+ are the same, within a

relative accuracy of about 10–20%, as the correction ω(t)
to the cross section term |φhad

+ |2.
The analysis carried out here improves the confidence

of the conclusion reached in Ref. [4] that the EIC 3He
beam polarization can be measured by HJET with low
systematic uncertainty (1).

II. THE BREAKUP FRACTION IN THE HJET
2H AND 3HE BEAM ELASTIC DATA

A. A Model Used to Isolate the Breakup Events

Considering the breakup A(p, p)X reaction as elastic
scattering of a nucleon cluster in the nucleus off the jet
proton, one can relate [4] the missing mass excess ∆ =
mX −mA to the recoil proton energy:

∆ =

(
1− m∗

mA

)
TR + px

√
2TR
mp

, (11)

where m∗ is the nucleon cluster mass and px is the in-
ternal motion’s transverse momentum of the cluster in
the direction of the detector. Since only low-energy re-
coil protons (TR . 10 MeV) can be detected at HJET, ∆
is much less than mA. This indicates that the breakup
event rate for this process would be strongly suppressed
by the phase space factor.

Obviously, for the deuteron beam, m∗=mp. Assuming
that the px distribution in a deuteron is given by a unity
integral normalized Breit–Wigner function

fBW(px, σp) =
π−1
√

2σp
p2
x + 2σ2

p

, (12)

the d→ pn breakup fraction ω(TR,∆) can be found [4] as
a convolution of the ∆ distribution, calculated in accor-
dance with Eq. (11), and the phase space integral (calcu-
lated as a function of ∆),

ω(TR,∆) =
d2σbrk(TR,∆)

dσel(TR) d∆
=

√
2mpmn

4πmd

× |ψ̄(TR,∆)|2fBW(∆−∆0, σ∆)

√
∆−∆d

thr

md
, (13)

∆0 = (1−mp/md)TR, σ2
∆ = 2σ2

pTR/mp. (14)

Since the key dependence of the breakup amplitude on
TR and ∆ is allocated in the function fBW, ψ̄(TR,∆)
should be interpreted as a reduced ratio of the breakup to
elastic amplitudes. Therefore, for HJET measurements,
i.e., for low TR and ∆, ψ̄(TR,∆) can be substituted by
a constant ψ̄ ≡ ψ̄(0, 0). For the d → pn breakup, the
threshold is ∆d

thr =mp+mn−md=2.2 MeV.
Integrating over ∆, one can calculate the breakup frac-

tion ω(TR), as a function of the recoil proton energy, in
the elastic data.

B. The Deuteron Beam Breakup in HJET

In RHIC Run 16 deuteron–gold collisions were studied
at several beam energies. Since HJET operated in this
unpolarized ion Run, the deuteron beam breakup frac-
tion was experimentally evaluated. The measurements
had been done in the recoil proton kinetic energy range
2.8 < TR < 4.2 MeV, and in the data fit, it was esti-
mated [4]:

σp ≈ 35 MeV, |ψ̄| ≈ 5.7. (15)

The value of σp leads, within the model used, to the
following slope of the diffraction cone in the elastic pd
scattering

Bpd = (1−mp/md)
2/8σ2

p +B = 37 GeV−2 (16)

where B=11 GeV−2 [15] is the elastic pp slope. The cal-
culation is in reasonable agreement with the experimental
values for Bpd [16, 17].
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FIG. 1. Differential cross section for the pd→ ppn breakup
scattering. The experimental data (•) and theoretical calcula-
tion (solid line) are taken from Ref. [12]. The result evaluated
in the HJET measurement [4] is marked �. The filled area
indicates part of the distribution available for measurement
at HJET.

In the HJET measurements, the breakup fraction in
the elastic pd data was estimated [4] as〈

ωd(TR)
〉

2.8–4.2 MeV
= 5.0± 1.4%. (17)

The value found can be compared with the pd→ppn
differential cross-section (Fig. 1) measured in
1.8 GeV/nucleon deuteron beam scattering in a hy-
drogen bubble chamber [12]. Using, for normalization,
elastic pd differential cross section [16], Eq. (17) can be
re-written as

dσ/dt
∣∣
−t=0.0066 GeV2 = 14± 4 mb/GeV

2
. (18)

The result is in good agreement with the final state in-
teraction model calculation [12], ≈15 mb/GeV

2
, and in

fair consistency with the value, 8± 2 mb/GeV
2
, interpo-

lated from experimental points in Fig. 1. It should also
be pointed out that only a small fraction, ≈1.5%, of all
pd→ ppn events can be detected in HJET.

C. The Helion Beam Breakup in HJET

Applying the breakup model and using parametriza-
tion (15) for the 3He beam, one can evaluate [4] the
breakup fraction for the HJET momentum transfer range〈

ω(TR)
〉

1–10 MeV
= 2.4± 0.4 %, (19)

while disregarding the detector acceptance and assum-
ing that, for low t, only two-body breakup h → pd is
taken into account, as three-body breakup h → ppn is
strongly suppressed by a phase space factor. This result
was obtained by substituting md→mh, mn→md, and
∆d

thr→∆h
thr =5.5 MeV in Eqs. (13) and (14).

[MeV] RT
0 5 10

B
re

ak
up

 f
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ct
io

n 
 [

%
]
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4 )R(Tmω

)R(T2mω

FIG. 2. An estimate of the breakup fractions ω(TR), cor-
responding to m∗=mp and m∗= 2mp, for 100 GeV/nucleon
3He beam polarization measurement with HJET. For calcu-
lations, the function fBW parametrization (15) found in the
deuteron beam data analysis [4] was used.

Breakup fraction ωm(TR), calculated for the
100 GeV/nucleon helion beam and m∗ = mp, is de-
picted in Fig. 2. The non-smooth dependence of the
calculated points on TR reflects the discrete changes in
the event selection efficiency attributed to the Si strip
width. Near 7 MeV, the linear dependence on TR is
broken due to the finite size of the detector.

Since, for forward h → pd breakup scattering, the
3He approximation by a bound state of proton and
deuteron cannot be excluded a priori, the breakup frac-
tion ω2m(TR) (corresponding to a coherent scattering off
two nucleons) should also be considered. Furthermore,
the m∗=2mp approximation may be relevant, due to the
long-distance nature of the Coulomb interaction, for the
φem

+ breakup amplitudes.
In further analysis, it will be assumed that all of

the 3He functions ω(TR) and ωI(TR) are constrained by
ωm(TR) and ω2m(TR). To tolerate a possible discrepancy
between 3He breakup corrections, the following function

∆ω(TR) = ωm(TR)− ω2m(TR) (20)

will be used.
For a 4.6 GeV/nucleon hp scattering, the elastic,

σh→h = 24.2± 1.0 mb, and breakup, σh→pd = 7.29±
0.14 mb and σh→ppn=6.90±0.14 mb, cross sections were
determined in the hydrogen bubble chamber measure-
ments [13]. For the HJET momentum transfer range (2),
the effective elastic cross section can be derived from the
measured σh→h:

σHJET
h→h ≈ 11 mb. (21)

The scattered mass MX versus momentum transfer t
plots (see Fig. 3) for the breakup scattering were pre-
sented in Ref. [18]. It may be pointed out that the cor-
relation seen is in a qualitative agreement with Eq. (11).
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FIG. 3. Scattered mass excess ∆ versus momentum trans-
fer plots for helion 4.6 GeV/nucleon charge-retention breakup
scattering, ph→ pppn and ph→ ppd, measured in the hydro-
gen bubble chamber experiment [18]. The filled areas indicate
part of the distribution that can be studied at HJET.

It was underlined [18] that the breakup events band is
spread around the line

M2
X = m2

h − 2t, (22)

which is the same as that followed from Eq. (11) if m∗=
mp and px=0.

Each event in Fig. 3 plots contributes nearly 0.003 mb
to the corresponding cross section. For h → ppn, the
breakup band events can be counted in the HJET mo-
mentum transfer range. After applying corrections due
to the recoil proton detection efficiency at low t [19], one
arrives at

σHJET
h→ppn < 0.02 mb. (23)

Since it is not unreasonable that mainly background
events were counted, the result obtained should be in-
terpreted as an upper limit.

Assuming that h→ pd breakup has a flat dσ/dt dis-
tribution in the 0 < −t < 0.45 GeV2 momentum trans-
fer range, one immediately finds σHJET

h→pd/σh→pd ≈ 0.04.

However, since ω(t)→ 0 if t→ 0, a correction is needed.

FIG. 4. Light output spectrum of scattered protons ob-
tained by the NaI(Tl) scintillator at θlab =70◦ in the 65 MeV
p 3He elastic scattering study [20]. The hatched region indi-
cates the background contribution. Estimates (done here) for
the h→ pd and h→ ppn breakup components are shown by
solid and dashed red lines, respectively. The calculations were
normalized by the total number of the breakup protons with
energy above 20 MeV (∆<24 MeV).

Guessing that the correction is the same as for the h→ pd
distribution in Fig. 1, the effective cross-section can be
estimated as

σHJET
h→pd ∼ 0.15 mb. (24)

For comparison, the result displayed in Eq. (19) corre-
sponds to 0.22–0.25 mb depending of value of m∗ used.

Thus, the following conclusion comes after Ref. [18]:
– the helion beam breakup events which can be detected
at HJET are mostly h→ pd;
– ωm(TR) depicted in Fig. 2 should be interpreted as an
upper limit for the helion beam breakup in HJET.

Another evidence of the h→ppn breakup suppression
for low ∆ follows from the scattered proton energy spec-
trum (Fig. 4) measured in the 65 MeV proton scattering
off the 3He target [20]. The elastic events are centered at
Tel = 40.8 MeV. Since energy measured in the breakup
scattering can be roughly approached by Tbrk≈ Tel−∆,
an evident square root dependence on T at the breakup
endpoint should be attributed to the phase space inte-
gral, ∝(∆−∆h

thr)
1/2, in the two-body breakup event rate

in Eq. (13).
Applying Eqs. (13) and (14) to the h → pd breakup

and using σp = 90 MeV, one can fairly well approximate
the experimental spectrum in Fig. 4. Since low energy,
65 MeV, scattering is considered, the effective values of
σp and |ψ̄| may differ from those (15) evaluated in the
high energy, 10–31 GeV, pd scattering.

For the three-body breakup, h→ppn, phase space in-
tegral dependence in the event rate (13) is proportional
to (∆−∆h

thr)
2 which makes the calculated spectrum in-

consistent with the experimental one. So, there is no
evidence of the h→ppn events in Fig. 4.
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III. HADRONIC SPIN-FLIP AMPLITUDES IN
HIGH-ENERGY PROTON-NUCLEUS

SCATTERING

In Ref. [9], it was shown that, at high energy, to a very
good approximation, the ratio of the spin-flip to the non-
flip parts of the elastic proton-nucleus amplitude is the
same as for proton-nucleon scattering. In terms of the
hadronic spin-flip amplitude parameter r5, the result can
be written as

rpA5 =
i+ ρpA

i+ ρpp
r5 ≈ r5, (25)

where ρpA and ρpp are the real-to-imaginary ratio for the
elastic pA and pp scattering, respectively. This result can
be readily derived considering the polarized proton scat-
tering off an unpolarized nucleus in Glauber (diffraction)
approximation [14].

In this approach, the elastic (f = i) and/or breakup
(f 6= i) proton-nucleus amplitude can be presented [21]
using the following integral over the impact vector b:

Ffi(q) =
ik

2π

∫
d2b eiqb

A∏
j=1

d3rj

Ψ∗f ({rj})Γ(b, s1...sA)Ψi({rj}) (26)

where k is the momentum of the incident proton, Ψi and
Ψf are the nucleus’s initial and final state wave functions,
and Γ(b, s1...sA) is the profile function. The positions
of the A nucleons in the nucleus were defined by the
vectors rj , j = 1, . . . , A, and sj are the projections of
these vectors on the plane perpendicular to k.

For a proton-deuteron small angle scattering, the elas-
tic pd amplitude Fii can be approximated [22] by com-
bining the proton-proton fp and proton-neutron fn ones
as

Fii(q) = S(q/2)fn(q) + S(q/2)fp(q)

+
i

2πk

∫
S(q′)fn(q/2+q′)fp(q/2−q′)d2q′, (27)

where S(q) can be interpreted as a deuteron form factor.
To calculate the p↑d spin-flip amplitude F sf

ii , one can
utilize the proton-nucleon one, f sf

N (q), which, according
to the definition of r5 [7], is

f sf
N (q) =

qn

mp

rpp5

i+ ρpp
fN (q) = qn r̂pp5 f(q). (28)

Since |rpp5 | q/mp . 0.003 in the HJET measurements,
only one non-flip amplitude fN in each term of Eq. 27
should be replaced by its spin-flip counterpart f sf

N . In
particular,

fpfn → [(q/2+q′)nfp fn + fp (q/2−q′)nfn] r̂pp5

= qn r̂pp5 fpfn. (29)

𝐇𝐞𝟑

𝒑 𝒑

𝒏𝒅

FIG. 5. A polarized 3He spin structure in the ground 1S0

state. Due to the Pauli principle, the protons are in a spin
singlet state. A bound state of the neutron and proton with
parallel spins can be approximated by a deuteron.

Because each term on the right side of Eq. (27) acquired
a factor qn r̂5, one can readily reach Eq. (25).

Generally, elastic pA amplitude can be displayed as

Fii(q) =
∑
i

{Sifi}+
∑
i,j

{Sijfifj}

+
∑
i,j,k

{Sijkfifjfk}+ . . . , (30)

where, e.g., for the 3-amplitude terms,

{Sijkfifjfk} =

∫
Sijk(q′i, q

′
j , q
′
k) fi(q

′
i)fj(q

′
j)fj(q

′
k)

× δ(q − q′i − q′j − q′k)d2q′id
2q′jd

2q′k. (31)

And similarly for other terms. Thus, no detailed knowl-
edge of the form factor functions Si...j is needed to prove
Eq. (25).

In the case of unpolarized proton scattering of a fully
polarized nucleus with all nucleons having the same po-

larization P , one can easily find rAp5
∼=rpp5 P . In the case of

a space-symmetric distribution of the nucleons, the result
is proportional to the average polarization of the nucle-

ons, rpA5
∼= r5

∑
Pi/A. Assuming that 3He nuclei are in

a space-symmetric 1S0 state (Fig. 5), in which the helion
spin is carried by the neutron (i.e., Pn = 1 and Pp = 0),

one can find rhp5 =rpp5 /Ah [10]. Small corrections to Pn,p
due to the 3S1 and 3D1 partial waves were evaluated in
Ref. [23].

Considering a breakup scattering, e.g., hp→ dpp, one
can define the non-flip and spin-flip amplitudes as

Ffi(q) = ψfi(q)Fii(q), ψfi(q) = |ψfi(q)|eiϕfi(q), (32)

F sf
fi(q) =

qn

mp

r̃5

i+ ρpA
Ffi(q). (33)

Here, Ffi(q) and F sf
fi(q) are effective breakup amplitudes

(for a given value of q), i.e., sums of all amplitudes
over all internal states of the breakup. Therefore, the
calculation of probabilities, such as |Ffi|2, |F sf

fi|2, and

Im{F sf
fiF
∗
fi} assumes summation over these states.
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Since, the only difference between elastic and breakup
scattering is given [see Eq. (26)] by the final state wave
function Ψf , the amplitude expansion (30) should be
also valid (with some other set of functions Si...j) for
the breakup scattering. Thus,

r̃ph5 = rpp5

i+ ρph

i+ ρpp
, r̃hp5 = (1/3 + δpd) r

pp
5

i+ ρph

i+ ρpp
. (34)

Considering a single nucleon scattering of an unpo-
larized proton from the fully polarized helion h↑ in the
ground state (see Fig. 5) and assuming that q is suffi-
ciently large to knock out the target nucleon, one should
conclude that the h→ pd helion breakup can occur only
if the beam proton was scattered off the oppositely po-
larized proton, p↓, in 3He. Such a speculation suggests

that r̃hp5 = −rpp5 (or 1/3+δpd=−1).
Even for the relatively large value of |δpd| = 4/3,

the breakup correction to the measured Ph is small [24].
Moreover, since the accordance between the h → pd
breakup and the beam scattering off the p↓ nucleon
should be diluted at low q, the effect must be much
smaller in the HJET measurements. Following discus-
sion in the next section, one can find δpd = 0 (if t→ 0)
and ∣∣∣δpd/rhp5

∣∣∣ . O(1%) (35)

in the momentum transfer range (2).

IV. EVALUATION OF BREAKUP
CORRECTIONS IN HELION BEAM
POLARIZATION MEASUREMENTS

A basic assumption of the Glauber theory approach
that a high energy beam proton crosses a target nucleus
before any changes in the nucleus structure caused by the
proton occur, suggests that an electromagnetic interac-
tion is the same for the elastic and breakup scattering.
However, to compare the electromagnetic amplitudes for
the elastic and breakup scattering, the interaction, in ac-
cordance with Eq. (26), should be projected to the final
state wave functions Ψh and Ψpd, respectively. Assum-

ing that the helion disturbance, 3He → 3He
∗
(q), in the

scatterings is small, one finds that the reduced breakup
to the elastic ratio (13) is the same for the electromag-
netic and hadronic as well as for the spin-flip and non-flip
amplitudes.

〈Ψ̄pd|3He
∗
(q)〉em

〈Ψh|3He∗(q)〉em
≈ 〈Ψ̄pd|3He〉em

〈Ψh|3He〉em
=
〈Ψ̄pd|3He〉had

〈Ψh|3He〉had
= ψ̄.

(36)
For example, since function fBW(∆−∆0, σ∆) [Eq. (13)]

must be the same for the p↑h hadronic spin-flip and non-

flip amplitudes, Eq. (36) immediately leads to r̃ph5 = rph5

in agreement with Eqs. (25) and (34).
Would fBW(∆−∆0, σ∆) be the same for all amplitudes

considered in ratio (5), the breakup correction factors

1 +ωI(TR) will cancel in each interference (I) term in
Rh(TR). In other words, the breakup corrections cannot
affect the 3He beam polarization measurements in such
an approach.

In the more general case, the breakup corrections can
be modified (diluted) using the median breakup fraction
ω∗(TR)=[ωm(TR) + ω2m(TR)] /2:

1 + ωI(TR)→ 1 + ωI(TR)

1 + ω∗(TR)
= 1 + ω′I(TR), (37)

Since ω′I(TR) is small, of the order of 1%,

|ω′I(TR)| ≤ ∆ω(TR)/2. (38)

Replacing the real and imaginary parts of rpp5 in Eq. (5)
by the absolute value |rpp5 |≈0.02 and using the above in-
equality (38), one can find conservative estimates for the
breakup corrections ξ(TR) to the measured polarization
separately for each interference term:

φem
5 φhad

+ : ξκ(TR) < ∆ω(TR) (39)

≈ −0.11% + 0.13%
TR
Tc
, (40)

φhad
5 φem

+ : ξI5(TR) <

(
1

κp
− 1

3κh

)
|rpp5 |∆ω(TR) (41)

≈ −0.002% + 0.002%
TR
Tc
, (42)

φhad
5 φhad

+ : ξR5(TR) <

(
1

κp
− 1

3κh

)
|rpp5 |∆ω(TR)

TR
Tc
(43)

≈ −0.08% + 0.03%
TR
Tc
. (44)

For numerical estimates, a linear fit was done in the recoil
proton energy range 2<TR<10 MeV [25].

Relatively loose constraints,
∣∣∣ξR5

0

∣∣∣=0.08%, on possible

systematic errors in Eqs. (43), (44) can be explained by
the essential nonlinearity of the ∆ω(TR)TR/Tc function.
To improve this, a parabolic function

ξ(TR) ≈ ξ0 + ξ1TR/Tc + ξ2(TR/Tc)
2 (45)

can be considered to fit (with ξ0 ≡ 0) Pbeam(TR) in the

2<TR<7 GeV energy range. In this case,
∣∣∣ξR5

0

∣∣∣≈0.02%.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, possible 3He breakup related corrections
to the EIC 3He beam polarization measurements with
HJET were reviewed.

The breakup fraction in the HJET measurements, eval-
uated [4] using the deuteron data, was found to be con-
sistent with a value obtained in the hydrogen bubble
chamber experiment [12]. This result proves that, within
the experimental accuracy of the measurements [4], (i)
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the model used to describe the breakup event rate,
dN/dTRd∆, adequately simulates the experimental data
and (ii) the breakup event fraction can be reliably mon-
itored in the HJET measurements using 5–20 GeV 3He
beams.

In Ref. [4], the breakup fraction in the future 3He
beam polarization measurement at EIC was estimated
by extrapolation of the d→ pn results to the two-body
h→ pd breakup and neglecting the three-body h→ ppn
one. Analyzing experimental distributions displayed in
Refs. [18, 20], it was confirmed that the h→ ppn rate is
very small in the HJET measurements.

The evaluated [4] 3He breakup rate was compared with
the results of the 3He beam scattering in the hydrogen
bubble chamber [13, 18]. It was found that the functions
ω(TR) displayed in Fig. 2 should be interpreted as an up-
per limit for the breakup fraction in the EIC 3He beam
scattering in HJET.

It was shown that, within the applicability of the
Glauber theory, the ratio of the high energy proton-
nucleus p↑A breakup spin-flip and non-flip amplitudes is
the same as for elastic proton-proton scattering. Both for
p↑h and h↑p scattering in the HJET momentum transfer
range, the ratio of the spin-flip to non-flip amplitude is
the same, with a percent accuracy, for the elastic and
breakup amplitudes.

It was also found that the breakup corrections to the

interference terms ωI(TR) and the cross section ω(TR) are
about the same within 10–20% accuracy, which signifi-
cantly limits possible alteration of the analyzing power
ratio (5). Although the corrections, ωI(TR), may be as
large as 4% (relative), they do not exceed 1% in the ana-
lyzing power ratioRh(TR) and are reduced to a negligible
level if Pmeas(TR) is extrapolated to TR→0.

Considering the breakup correction cancellation in
Eq. (8), it should be concluded that the breakup cor-

rections alter the effective analyzing powers, AphN (t) and

AhpN , in the HJET 3He beam measurement by no more
than 1%. This estimate is also expected to be applicable
for the p↑A analyzing power study [26] at HJET.

Estimates given in Eqs. (39)–(44) verify that the
breakup corrections are negligible in the 3He beam po-
larization measurements at HJET [4].
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Accurate modelling is necessary to support precision experiments investigating strong-field QED phenomena. This
modelling is particularly challenging in the transition between the perturbative and nonperturbative regimes, where the
normalized laser amplitude 𝑎0 is comparable to unity and wavelength-scale interference is significant. Here we describe
how to simulate nonlinear Compton scattering, Breit-Wheeler pair creation, and trident pair creation in this regime,
using the Monte Carlo particle-tracking code Ptarmigan. This code simulates collisions between high-intensity lasers
and beams of electrons or 𝛾 rays, primarily in the framework of the locally monochromatic approximation (LMA). We
benchmark our simulation results against full QED calculations for pulsed plane waves and show that they are accurate
at the level of a few per cent, across the full range of particle energies and laser intensities. This work extends our
previous results to linearly polarized lasers and arbitrarily polarized 𝛾 rays.

I. INTRODUCTION

Experiments are planned or underway to measure nonlinear Compton and Breit-Wheeler pair-creation in the strong-field QED
regime1–3, where the quantum parameter 𝜒 is of order unity. For plane waves, 𝜒 is the product of the (classical) dimensionless
laser amplitude, 𝑎0, and the (quantum, linear) energy parameter [. One promising experimental strategy is to collide a multi-
terawatt laser pulse with a beam of >10-GeV electrons, achieving 𝑎0 ∼ 𝑂 (1) and [ ∼ 𝑂 (0.1), and thereby reaching the
strong-field regime4–7. In this case, quantum interference has a significant effect, because the formation lengths of all strong-field
QED processes can be comparable to the laser wavelength. The polarization of the 𝛾 rays, i.e. high-energy photons, that drive
electron-positron pair creation also has an important role to play8–10. Indeed, earlier theory work suggests that 𝛾-ray polarization
has a larger effect on the total probability than fermion spin, as seen when comparing the nonlinear trident process11,12 with
double nonlinear Compton scattering13,14. Accounting for both interference and polarization effects is necessary for numerical
simulations to achieve an accuracy that matches the expected precision of experimental investigations of the transition regime
(𝑎0 ∼ 1), e.g. LUXE7.

In this work we present the Ptarmigan simulation framework, which resolves wavelength-scale interference effects by means
of the locally monochromatic approximation (LMA)15–19 and how photon emission and electron-positron pair creation depend
on the polarization of the high-energy photons. As we have already demonstrated that LMA-based simulations accurately
model these processes in circularly polarized electromagnetic waves20,21, we consider here the interaction with linearly polarized
electromagnetic waves. This is a richer and more physically relevant problem because of the broken symmetry of linear
polarization. The electric and magnetic fields oscillate along fixed directions, instead of rotating around the propagation axis,
thereby defining a preferred direction in space. As a result, the angular profile of the radiation emitted by electrons travelling
through an linearly polarized wave lacks rotational symmetry: it is dipolar (along the 𝐵-field direction) for small 𝑎0, before
becoming increasing elliptical (along the 𝐸-field direction) at larger 𝑎0

22,23. Furthermore, the emitted 𝛾-ray photons are strongly
polarized parallel to the laser 𝐸-field24–28. Inducing secondary processes with this high-energy radiation provides opportunities
to test how strong-field QED processes depend on 𝛾-ray polarization. Finally, from a practical perspective, high-power laser
systems are naturally linearly polarized to begin with. Converting to circular polarization at fixed laser energy leads to a peak
electric field at focus that is reduced by a factor of

√
2. It follows that the classical and quantum nonlinearity parameters, 𝑎0 and

𝜒, are larger for linear polarization and hence nonlinear and quantum effects are also larger.
We begin by reviewing the probability rates for photon emission (or nonlinear Compton scattering, 𝑒 → 𝑒𝛾) and electron-

positron pair creation (𝛾 → 𝑒+𝑒−) in monochromatic, linearly polarized electromagnetic waves in section II. We then discuss how
the Ptarmigan simulation framework combines Monte Carlo sampling of these probability rates with tracking of cycle-averaged
classical trajectories to generate predictions for final-state particle spectra, as well as the alternative models that are available,
in section III. Comparisons with full QED results are presented in section IV, which validate the accuracy of the underlying
approach. We also present some examples of the physics that can be explored with Ptarmigan in section V.
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II. PROBABILITY RATES

The probability rates for QED processes in monochromatic electromagnetic waves are controlled by two Lorentz-invariant
parameters: the normalized root-mean-square (r.m.s.) amplitude of the wave1, 𝑎rms = 𝑒𝐸rms/(𝑚𝜔), and a (quantum) energy
parameter [ = 𝑘.𝑞/𝑚2. Here 𝑒 is the elementary charge, 𝑚 is the electron mass, 𝐸rms the r.m.s. electric field, 𝑘 is the wavevector
of the background, 𝜔 = |k| is its frequency, and 𝑞 is the cycle-averaged momentum (or quasimomentum) of the incoming particle.
We set ℏ and 𝑐 to unity throughout unless otherwise stated. In a plane EM wave, the quasimomentum of an electron or positron
with asymptotic momentum 𝑝 is 𝑞 = 𝑝 +𝑚2𝑎2

rms𝑘/(2𝑘.𝑝), where 𝑞2 = 𝑚2 (1 + 𝑎2
rms). The peak and r.m.s. amplitudes are related

by 𝑎0 =
√

2𝑎rms for linear polarization and 𝑎0 = 𝑎rms for circular polarization. The quasimomentum of a photon, 𝑞𝛾 , coincides
with the asymptotic momentum, 𝑘 ′, as photons are uncharged and massless.

The differential rates depend on the properties of the particle in the initial state through the two parameters 𝑎rms and [. As is
characteristic of QED processes in plane EM waves with a well-defined carrier frequency, they can be written as a sum over an
integral harmonic index 𝑛. The dependence on the momenta of the daughter particles is parametrized in terms of 𝑠, the fraction
of the parent lightfront momentum transferred to one of the daughters, and the polar and azimuthal angles \ and 𝜙. For photon
emission, 𝑠 = 𝑘.𝑘 ′/𝑘.𝑞, where 𝑘 ′ is the momentum of the emitted photon and 𝑞 the quasimomentum of the electron or positron.
For pair creation, 𝑠 = 𝑘.𝑞′/𝑘.𝑘 ′, where 𝑞′ is the quasimomentum of the produced positron and 𝑘 ′ the momentum of the decaying
photon. The two angles are conveniently defined in the zero-momentum frame (ZMF) of the scattering event. The polar angle \
is determined by kinematics if 𝑠 and 𝑛 are known; thus it does not appear explicitly in the theoretical results we will show. The
azimuthal scattering angle 𝜙 is the angle between e, one of the two vectors defining the background field’s polarization, and the
projection of the emitted photon (or created positron) momentum k′ (q) on the e-(e × k) plane.

In this work we use rates that are fully resolved in the polarization of the high-energy photons, whether those photons are in
the initial or final state. This ensures that we capture how the positron yield in trident pair creation (𝑒 → 𝑒𝛾 → 𝑒𝑒+𝑒−) depends
on the polarization of the intermediate photon8. At the same time, the rates are averaged over the spin of the initial-state electron
(or positron) and summed over the spin states of any final-state electrons or positrons. We make this assumption despite the fact
that, at high intensity 𝑎0 � 1, the radiation power of electrons that are polarized parallel or antiparallel to the magnetic field
differs by 30%; or that as they continue to radiate, electrons spin-polarize antiparallel to the local magnetic field, in an analogy
of the Sokolov-Ternov effect29. This is because we consider the interaction with plane-wave-like fields, where the electric and
magnetic fields change sign every half-cycle (linear polarization) or rotate around the propagation axis (circular polarization).
Thus initially unpolarized electrons do not accumulate significant polarization over the course of the interaction, particularly if
the laser pulse is more than a few cycles in duration14. There are interaction scenarios where this does occur, but generally some
symmetry-breaking mechanism is required, such as a laser field with two colours30 or a small degree of elliptical polarization31

(the latter combined with an angular cut). Here it is sufficient to treat electrons and positrons as always being unpolarized; we
will return to this point in future work.

The polarization of the emitted (or decaying) photon is defined in terms of the three Stokes parameters 𝑆1, 𝑆2 and 𝑆3. The two
basis vectors used in deriving the theoretical results are2

ε1 = x + 𝑘 ′𝑥
𝜔′ − 𝑘 ′𝑧

(n − n′) , ε2 = y +
𝑘 ′𝑦

𝜔′ − 𝑘 ′𝑧
(n − n′) , (1)

where n and n′ are unit vectors along the laser wavevector and photon momentum, respectively. The basis vectors ε1 and ε2
form an orthonormal triad with n′ = k′/𝜔′. Here 𝜔′ = |k′ | and the coordinate system is defined by unit vectors parallel to the
laser electric field (x), magnetic field (y) and wavevector (z). 𝑆1, 𝑆2 and 𝑆3 are: the degree of linear polarization with respect to
the basis given in eq. (1); the degree of linear polarization with respect to the same basis, but rotated by 45° around k′; and the
degree of circular polarization. We will refer to photons with 𝑆1 = −1, which are polarized parallel to the laser electric field, as
“𝐸-polarized”, and to photons with 𝑆1 = +1, which are polarized parallel to the laser magnetic field, as “𝐵-polarized”.

In what follows, we give the double-differential emission rates per unit proper time in azimuthal angle 𝜙 and lightfront
momentum fraction 𝑠 for the nonlinear Compton and Breit-Wheeler processes. If integrated over a plane-wave background, they
are related to the probability P of the process via:

P =

∫
d𝜏𝑊, (2)

𝑊 =

∞∑︁
𝑛=𝑛★

∫ 𝑠+𝑛

𝑠−𝑛

d𝑠
∫ 2𝜋

0
d𝜙

d2𝑊𝑛

d𝑠d𝜙
(3)

1 In this section we assume that 𝑎rms is a constant. In a simulation framework based on the locally monochromatic approximation, it becomes a slowly varying
function of space and time, 𝑎rms (𝑋 ) .

2 These are equivalent to the manifestly covariant basis vectors Y1,2 = 𝜖1,2 − 𝛿1,2𝑘, where 𝛿1,2 = 𝜖1,2 · 𝑘′/𝑘 · 𝑘′, 𝜖 `

1 = (0, 1, 0, 0) , 𝜖 `

2 = (0, 0, 1, 0) and
𝑘` = 𝜔 (1, 0, 0, 1)27, which are orthonormal in the four-dimensional sense: Y1 · Y2 = 0, Y1,2 · 𝑘′ = 0 and Y 𝑗 · Y 𝑗 = −1 for 𝑗 ∈ {1, 2}. We make these
orthonormal in the three-dimensional sense, at the expense of explicit covariance, by transforming Y1,2 → Y1,2 + 𝛿1,2𝜔𝑘′/𝜔′.
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where 𝑛★ is the threshold harmonic, the lightfront momentum fraction limits 𝑠−𝑛 and 𝑠+𝑛 can depend on harmonic order, and 𝜏 is
the proper time. Strictly, eq. (2) is valid only when the integral is small compared to one; it may be interpreted as the limiting
case of P = 1 − exp(−

∫
d𝜏𝑊), the probability for at least one event to occur. We focus here on the case that the background

field is a linearly polarized electromagnetic wave; for completeness, the equivalent results for a circularly polarized wave and a
constant, crossed field are presented in appendices A and B respectively.

A. Photon emission

Emission of a single, high-energy photon is often called nonlinear Compton scattering in the context of laser interactions.
The double-differential emission rate per unit proper time, 𝑊𝛾 , at a particular harmonic index 𝑛, in the LMA is given by18 (see
also32):

d2𝑊
𝛾
𝑛

d𝑠d𝜙
= −𝛼𝑚

2𝜋

{
𝐴2

0 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) + 𝑎
2
rms

[
2 + 𝑠2

1 − 𝑠

] [
𝐴0 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦)𝐴2 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝐴2

1 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦)
]}

(4)

where the arguments of the 𝐴 functions (see section II C) are

𝑥 = −2𝑛 cos 𝜙

√︄
2𝑎2

rms𝑤𝑛 (1 − 𝑤𝑛)
1 + 𝑎2

rms
, 𝑦 =

𝑎2
rms

4[𝑒
𝑠

1 − 𝑠 , 𝑤𝑛 =
𝑠

𝑠𝑛 (1 − 𝑠) , 𝑠𝑛 =
2𝑛[𝑒

1 + 𝑎2
rms
, (5)

and 0 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 𝑠𝑛/(1 + 𝑠𝑛). The energy parameter of the electron [𝑒 = 𝑘.𝑞/𝑚2. The total rate𝑊𝛾 is obtained by integrating eq. (4)
over 𝑠 and 𝜙 and summing the resulting partial rates𝑊𝛾

𝑛 over all 𝑛 ≥ 1.
The Stokes parameters of the emitted photon are given by26,33:

𝑆1 =
1
𝑆0

[
2(𝐴2

1 − 𝐴0𝐴2) − (1 + 2𝑟2
𝑛 sin2 𝜙)

𝐴2
0

𝑎2
rms

]
,

𝑆2 =
1
𝑆0

[
𝑟2
𝑛𝐴

2
0

𝑎2
rms

sin 2𝜙 + 4𝑟𝑛𝐴0𝐴1√
2𝑎rms

sin 𝜙

]
,

𝑆3 = 0,

(6)

where

𝑆0 =

(
1 − 𝑠 + 1

1 − 𝑠

)
(𝐴2

1 − 𝐴0𝐴2) −
𝐴2

0

𝑎2
rms
, 𝑟2

𝑛 =
2𝑛[𝑒 (1 − 𝑠)

𝑠
− (1 + 𝑎2

rms). (7)

These are defined with respect to the basis given in eq. (1). In the limit 𝑠 → 0, where emission is dominated by the first harmonic
𝑛 = 1, 𝑆1 = cos 4𝜙 and 𝑆2 = sin 4𝜙. In general, the radiation is only partially polarized.

a. Classical limit (nonlinear Thomson scattering). In the limit that [𝑒 → 0, 𝑥 and 𝑦 have universal shapes as functions of
𝑣 = 𝑠/𝑠𝑛.

d2𝑊
𝛾,cl
𝑛

d𝑣d𝜙
= −𝛼𝑚𝑠𝑛

2𝜋
{
𝐴2

0 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) + 2𝑎2
rms

[
𝐴0 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦)𝐴2 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝐴2

1 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦)
]}
. (8)

The arguments of the 𝐴 functions are

𝑥 = −2𝑛 cos 𝜙

√︄
2𝑎2

rms𝑣(1 − 𝑣)
1 + 𝑎2

rms
, 𝑦 =

𝑛𝑎2
rms𝑣

2(1 + 𝑎2
rms)

, (9)

and 0 ≤ 𝑣 ≤ 1. The total rate is proportional to [𝑒. The Stokes parameters are obtained by using 𝑟2
𝑛 = (1 + 𝑎2

rms) (1 − 𝑣)/𝑣 and
replacing 1 − 𝑠 + 1/(1 − 𝑠) → 2 in eq. (6).

b. Low-intensity limit (linear Compton scattering). The arguments of the Bessel functions 𝑥 and 𝑦 reach their largest values
when 𝑠 = 𝑠𝑛/(2 + 𝑠𝑛) and \ = 0, where 𝑥 =

√
2𝑛𝑎rms/

√︁
1 + 𝑎2

rms and 𝑦 = 𝑛𝑎2
rms/[4(1 + 𝑎2

rms)]. In the linear regime, 𝑎rms → 0,
we may therefore expand 𝐽𝑛 (𝑥, 𝑦) around 𝑥 = 𝑦 = 0. As 𝑥 is linear in 𝑎rms, and 𝑦 quadratic, this expansion is done to order 𝑥2𝑘

and 𝑦𝑘 .
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For the first harmonic, we find (expanding to 𝑘 = 1):

d2𝑊
𝛾

1
d𝑠d𝜙

=
𝛼𝑚𝑎2

rms
8𝜋

{
1 − 𝑠 + 1

1 − 𝑠 +
[

2𝑠2

[2
𝑒 (1 − 𝑠)2

− 4𝑠
[𝑒 (1 − 𝑠)

]
cos2 𝜙

}
, (10)

where 0 ≤ 𝑠 ≤ 2[𝑒/(1 + 2[𝑒), and

𝑊
𝛾

1 =
𝛼𝑚𝑎2

rms
4

[
1
2
+ 4
[𝑒

− 1
2(1 + 2[𝑒)2 +

(
1 − 2

[𝑒
− 2
[2
𝑒

)
ln(1 + 2[𝑒)

]
. (11)

At the first Compton edge 𝑠 = 2[𝑒/(1 + 2[𝑒), the Stokes parameters take the limiting values 𝑆1 =

(
1 + 2[2

𝑒

1+2[𝑒

)−2
≤ 1 and

𝑆2 = 𝑆3 = 0.

B. Pair creation

Production of an electron-positron pair is often called the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process in the context of laser interactions.
The double-differential pair-creation rate per unit “proper” time, 𝑊±, at a particular harmonic index 𝑛, is given by34 (see also
Nikishov and Ritus 32 )

d2𝑊±
𝑛

d𝑠d𝜙
=
𝛼𝑚

2𝜋

{
𝐴2

0 + 𝑎
2
rms

[
1

𝑠(1 − 𝑠) − 2
] (
𝐴2

1 − 𝐴0𝐴2

)
− 𝑆1

[
(𝐴0 𝑟𝑛 cos 𝜙 −

√
2𝑎rms𝐴1)2 − (𝐴0 𝑟𝑛 sin 𝜙)2

]
−𝑆2

[
2𝐴0 𝑟𝑛 sin 𝜙

(
𝐴0 𝑟𝑛 cos 𝜙 −

√
2𝑎rms𝐴1

)]}
(12)

where the arguments of the functions 𝐴𝑖 ≡ 𝐴𝑖 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) are

𝑥 =

√
2𝑎rms𝑟𝑛 cos 𝜙
[𝛾𝑠(1 − 𝑠) , 𝑦 =

𝑎2
rms

4[𝛾𝑠(1 − 𝑠) , 𝑟2
𝑛 = 2𝑛[𝛾𝑠(1 − 𝑠) − (1 + 𝑎2

rms), (13)

and the range of 𝑠 is bound by |𝑠 − 1/2| ≤
√︁

1/4 − 1/𝑠𝑛. The photon energy parameter [𝛾 = 𝑘.𝑘 ′/𝑚2. The Stokes parameters
appearing in this expression are defined with respect to the basis given in eq. (1). The total rate is obtained by integrating eq. (12)
over all 𝑠 and 𝜙, then summing over all harmonic orders 𝑛 ≥ 𝑛★ = d2(1 + 𝑎2

rms)/[𝛾e. It depends on the normalised amplitude
𝑎rms, energy parameter [𝛾 and only the first Stokes parameter 𝑆1, i.e. 𝑊± = 𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 𝑆1).

C. Double Bessel functions

The 𝐴 functions are defined in terms of the ‘double Bessel functions’ 𝐽𝑛 (𝑥, 𝑦):

𝐴0 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐽𝑛 (𝑥, 𝑦),

𝐴1 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) =
𝐽𝑛−1 (𝑥, 𝑦) + 𝐽𝑛+1 (𝑥, 𝑦)

2
,

𝐴2 (𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦) =
𝐽𝑛−2 (𝑥, 𝑦) + 2𝐽𝑛 (𝑥, 𝑦) + 𝐽𝑛+2 (𝑥, 𝑦)

4
.

(14)

The double Bessel functions extend the usual Bessel functions 𝐽𝑛 (𝑥) in the following way:

𝐽𝑛 (𝑥, 𝑦) =
1

2𝜋

∫ 𝜋

−𝜋
exp[−𝑖𝑛\ + 𝑖𝑥 sin \ − 𝑖𝑦 sin 2\] 𝑑\ =

∞∑︁
𝑟=−∞

𝐽𝑛+2𝑟 (𝑥)𝐽𝑛 (𝑦). (15)

The 𝐴 functions satisfy the following equality, when evaluated at the same 𝑛, 𝑥, 𝑦:

(𝑛 − 2𝑦)𝐴0 − 𝑥𝐴1 + 4𝑦𝐴2 = 0. (16)

We have implemented the recurrence algorithm introduced by Lötstedt and Jentschura 35 in order to evaluate these functions with
the necessary speed and accuracy. The kinematics of Compton scattering and pair creation mean that our implementation needs
to consider only the domain 0 ≤ 𝑥 < 𝑛

√
2 and 0 ≤ 𝑦 < 𝑛/2 at fixed 𝑛.
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III. SIMULATION FRAMEWORK

By default, the Ptarmigan simulation code models particle and photon dynamics in QED by means of the LMA. This mode
will be discussed in detail here and will be the focus of the benchmarking presented in section IV. However, the code also
includes modes based on classical electrodynamics and the locally constant field approximation (LCFA). Ptarmigan’s coverage
of polarization dependence in the two basic strong-field QED processes, as well as the theoretical models by which they are
implemented, is summarized in table I. The LMA is available in the parameter region [𝑒,𝛾 ≤ 1 and 𝑎0 ≤ 20, whereas the LCFA
can be used for arbitrary values of the same. In both cases, the laser may be linearly (LP) or circularly polarized (CP).

Process Polarization Available modes
𝑒± 𝛾 laser QED classical mod. clas.

𝑒± → 𝑒±𝛾
averaged (initial),
summed (final) arbitrary LP / CP LMA / LCFA LMA / LCFA LCFA

𝛾 → 𝑒+𝑒− summed arbitrary LP / CP LMA / LCFA n/a n/a

TABLE I. Polarization dependence and available models of photon emission and electron-positron pair creation in Ptarmigan.

A. Default mode

In the locally monochromatic approximation, the background electromagnetic field is modelled as a wave with a cycle-averaged
amplitude 𝑎rms and wavevector 𝑘 that vary slowly in space and time. Charged particles move through this field on classical
trajectories defined by the quasimomentum 𝑞 and cycle-averaged position 𝑋 , i.e. the slowly varying component of the worldline.
These satisfy the following equations of motion36

𝑑𝑞`

𝑑𝜏
=

1
2
𝑚𝜕`𝑎

2
rms (𝑋),

𝑑𝑋`

𝑑𝜏
=
𝑞`

𝑚
, (17)

where 𝑚 is the electron mass and 𝜏 is the proper time.3 The local energy parameter follows from [𝑒 = 𝑘.𝑞/𝑚2. The code solves
eq. (17) numerically by means of a leapfrog method, thereby tracking electrons and positrons as they travel through the laser
pulse. Each particle has a weight, which determines the statistical importance of that particular particle. When a simulation is
used to model a real experiment, and true particle counts are required as output, the weight is used to indicate the number of
physical particles represented by that individual particle.

Ptarmigan simulates interactions with plane-wave or focussed laser pulses by taking the normalized squared potential to be20:

𝑎2
rms (𝑋) =

[𝑎0 𝑔(𝜑)]2

1 + (𝑧/𝑧𝑅)2 exp

[
− 2r2

⊥
𝑤2

0 + (𝜗𝑧)2

]
×
{

1/2 LP
1 CP

, (18)

where 𝑋` = (𝑡, r⊥, 𝑧), 𝑤0 is the beam waist (the radius at which the intensity falls to 1/𝑒2 of its central value), 𝑧𝑅 = 𝜋𝑤2
0/_ is

the Rayleigh range, 𝜗 = 𝑤0/𝑧𝑅 is the diffraction angle, and the pulse envelope 𝑔(𝜑) is a function of phase 𝜑 = 𝜔(𝑡 − 𝑧).

1. Photon emission

At each timestep of size Δ𝑡, the probability of photon emission 𝑃𝛾 = 𝑊𝛾 (𝑎rms, [𝑒)Δ𝑡/(𝑞0/𝑚) is evaluated and a photon
generated if 𝑟1 < 𝑃

𝛾 , where 𝑟1 is a pseudorandomly generated number in the unit interval. The total rate of emission𝑊 (𝑎rms, [𝑒)
is precalculated and tabulated as a function of 𝑎rms and [𝑒. We do this by numerically integrating the double-differential rate,
eq. (4) (LP) or eq. (A1) (CP), over all 𝑠 and 𝜙 then summing the resulting partial rates all over harmonic orders 1 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑛max.
The cutoff 𝑛max is automatically determined to ensure convergence. On emission, the harmonic index 𝑛 is sampled by inverting
𝑟2 = cdf(𝑛). Here 𝑟2 is another pseudorandom number and cdf(𝑛) = ∑𝑛

𝑖=1𝑊
𝛾

𝑖
/𝑊𝛾 is the cumulative density function, which is

also precalculated and tabulated as a function of 𝑎rms, [𝑒 and 𝑛. Once the harmonic index has been determined, the lightfront
momentum transfer fraction 𝑠 and azimuthal angle 𝜙 are obtained by rejection sampling of the double-differential rate. In the
ZMF, the photon momentum and polar scattering angle are given by��k′

ZMF
�� = 𝑚𝑛[𝑒√︁

1 + 𝑎2
rms + 2𝑛[𝑒

, cos \ZMF = 1 − 𝑠(1 + 𝑎2
rms + 2𝑛[𝑒)
𝑛[𝑒

. (19)

3 The proper time is related to phase 𝜑 by the energy parameter: 𝑑𝜑

𝑑𝜏
= 𝑚[𝑒 .
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FIG. 1. In Ptarmigan, the polarization of a high-energy photon (in yellow) emitted by an electron (with quasimomentum 𝑞, in blue) is defined
with respect to the basis illustrated here. The first basis vector lies in the plane defined by the laser polarization E and wavevector k (illustrated
by the grey circle), and is perpendicular to the photon momentum k′. The second basis vector is perpendicular to the first and to k′. The
Stokes parameters are transformed to a local basis at each timestep so that the pair-creation probability can be evaluated. Under the locally
monochromatic approximation (LMA), this local basis is defined by eq. (1); under the locally constant field approximation (LCFA) it is defined
by the instantanous acceleration (see appendix B).

These quantities, with 𝜙, allow us to construct the photon’s four-momentum 𝑘 ′, which is then transformed back to the laboratory
frame. The four-velocity of the ZMF with respect to the laboratory frame is 𝑈 = (𝑞 + 𝑛𝑘)/|𝑞 + 𝑛𝑘 |. The electron (positron)
quasimomentum after the scattering, 𝑞′, is fixed by momentum conservation

𝑞 + 𝑛𝑘 = 𝑞′ + 𝑘 ′. (20)

The weight of the photon is identical to the weight of the emitting electron. We then assign the newly emitted photon a set of
Stokes parameters, using eq. (6) (LP) or eq. (A3) (CP). Note that we do not perform an additional sampling step to project the
photon polarization onto a particular eigenstate (as is done in Li et al. 37 , for example). In fact, no projection takes place unless
the photon reaches a synthetic detector, at which point we are free to choose an arbitrary basis. Once the Stokes parameters are
chosen, they are transformed such that they are defined with respect to a global basis, which is illustrated in fig. 1.

2. Pair creation

Photons, whether externally injected or emitted during the interaction, are tracked by the simulation as they travel through the
electromagnetic field on ballistic trajectories. In the current version of Ptarmigan, the only physical process that affects photon
propagation is decay to an electron-positron pair. As each photon represents many real particles, this means that the (complex)
polarization vector, as defined by the Stokes parameters, becomes a dynamical quantity: it is reduced in magnitude and it rotates.

The change in magnitude is handled by pseudorandomly generating pair-creation events that reduce the photon weight. At
each timestep of size Δ𝑡, the Stokes parameters of the photon are transformed to the basis defined by eq. (1) and the probability
of pair creation 𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 𝑆 𝑗 )Δ𝜏 is evaluated. An electron-positron pair is generated if 𝑟1 < 𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 𝑆 𝑗 )Δ𝜏, where 𝑟1 is a
pseudorandomly generated number in the unit interval, Δ𝜏 = Δ𝑡/(𝜔′/𝑚), and 𝑗 = 1 (LP) or 3 (CP). The pair creation rate is
precalculated and tabulated as a function of 𝑎 and [𝛾 for 𝑆 𝑗 = ±1; the value for arbitrary 𝑆 𝑗 is fixed by linear interpolation
between the two extreme cases, because the rate is a linear function of the Stokes parameters.

If pair creation occurs, the harmonic index 𝑛 is obtained by inverting 𝑟2 = cdf(𝑛), where 𝑟2 is a pseudorandom number and
cdf(𝑛) = ∑𝑛

𝑖=𝑛★𝑊
±
𝑖
/𝑊± is the cumulative density function, precalculated and tabulated as a function of 𝑎, [𝛾 and 𝑛 for 𝑆 𝑗 = ±1.

The fraction of lightfront momentum transferred to the positron 𝑠 and azimuthal angle 𝜙 are obtained by rejection sampling of
the double-differential rate, eq. (12) (LP) or eq. (A9) (CP). The positron four-momentum 𝑞′ is constructed in the ZMF using

𝑞0
ZMF = 𝑚

(
𝑛[𝛾/2

)1/2
,

��q′
ZMF

�� = 𝑚 [
𝑛[𝛾/2 − (1 + 𝑎2

rms)
]1/2

, cos \ZMF =
(1 − 2𝑠)𝑞0

|q′ | (21)

and then transformed back to the laboratory frame. The electron four-momentum 𝑞 follows from

𝑘 ′ + 𝑛𝑘 = 𝑞 + 𝑞′. (22)

As pair creation is much rarer than photon emission, Ptarmigan incorporates a form of event biasing, where we artificially
increase the pair-creation rate 𝑊± by a factor 𝑅↑, while reducing the weight of the daughter particles by the same factor: see
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Section 3.3 in Blackburn and King 21 . Thus a photon with initial weight 𝑤𝛾 , creating an electron and positron with weights
𝑤𝛾/𝑅↑, becomes a photon with weight𝑤𝛾 (1−1/𝑅↑). This accelerates the convergence of the statistical properties of pair-creation
events, at the expense of generating many low-weight particles that must subsequently be tracked.

The photon polarization must rotate because it is a mixed state and the pair-creation rate is polarization-dependent. Consider,
for example, a photon with weight 𝑤𝛾 and arbitrary −1 ≤ 𝑆1 ≤ 1 (taking the background to be LP). The weight in each
eigenstate 𝑆1 = ±1 is 𝑤± = 𝑤𝛾 (1 ± 𝑆1)/2. Decay to electron-positron pairs means that these individual weights are reduced
to 𝑤′

± = 𝑤𝛾 (1 ± 𝑆1) [1 − 𝑊± (𝑎rms, [𝛾 ,±1)Δ𝜏]/2 after a time interval Δ𝜏. The decrease in the total weight 𝑤𝛾 is therefore
accompanied by a change in the Stokes parameters, as 𝑆′1 = (𝑤′

+ − 𝑤′
−)/(𝑤′

+ + 𝑤′
−) ≠ 𝑆1. To account for this, the photon Stokes

parameters are modified after each timestep to:

𝑆′𝑖 = 𝑆𝑖
1 −𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 0)Δ𝜏
1 −𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 𝑆 𝑗 )Δ𝜏

− 𝛿𝑖 𝑗
𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 1) −𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 ,−1)

2
Δ𝜏, (23)

where 𝛿𝑖 𝑗 is the Kronecker delta, 𝑖 ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and 𝑗 = 1 (LP) or 3 (CP). This correction becomes significant only when pair
creation itself becomes likely.4 The Stokes parameters of the surviving photon 𝑆′

𝑖
are then transformed back to the global basis

(see fig. 1).

B. Classical electrodynamics

It is possible to use the same simulation framework to model the interaction entirely classically. In this case, the electron
(positron) does not recoil at individual emission events, according to eq. (20). Instead, energy loss is accounted for by a radiation
reaction force, here in the Landau-Lifshitz prescription39. Under the additional assumption that radiative losses are weak, i.e.
that 𝑞 does not change significantly over a single cycle, we can define the following equation of motion for the quasimomentum
𝑞40:

𝑑𝑞`

𝑑𝜏
=

1
2
𝑚𝜕`𝑎

2
rms (𝑋) −

2𝛼
3
𝑚(𝑎rms[𝑒)2𝑞` . (24)

We solve eq. (24) numerically to track charged particles as they travel through the EM field, emitting radiation. This radiation is
modelled by pseudorandomly generating ‘photons’, even though these do not exist classically: this works because the relevant
physical observable in classical electrodynamics, the energy per unit frequency 𝑑E

𝑑𝜔′ , can be used to define a ‘number’ spectrum
via 𝑑𝑁

𝑑𝜔′ = (ℏ𝜔′)−1 𝑑E
𝑑𝜔′ (temporarily restoring factors of ℏ). The emission algorithm is then adapted so that it uses the nonlinear

Thomson spectrum, eq. (8), rather than the nonlinear Compton spectrum, eq. (4), as follows.
At each timestep, a photon is generated if a pseudorandom number 𝑟1 < 𝑃, where 𝑃 = 𝑊𝛾,cl (𝑎, [𝑒)Δ𝑡/(𝑞0/𝑚). The total rate

is precalculated by integrating eq. (8) over all 𝑣 and 𝜙, then summing over all 𝑛, and is tabulated as a function of 𝑎. On emission,
a harmonic index 𝑛 is obtained by inverting 𝑟2 = cdf(𝑛), where the cumulative density function is itself tabulated as a function
of 𝑎 and 𝑛. We then sample 𝑣 and 𝜙 from eq. (8), which define the photon momentum and polar scattering angle in the electron’s
instantaneous rest frame (IRF):��k′

IRF
�� = 𝑚𝑛[𝑒√︁

1 + 𝑎2
rms
, cos \IRF = 1 − 2𝑣. (25)

The four-momentum is then transformed back to the laboratory frame, using that the IRF travels at four-velocity𝑈 = 𝑞/|𝑞 |. Pair
creation has no classical equivalent and is therefore automatically disabled.

C. LCFA-based dynamics

The the locally constant field approximation (LCFA)41–44 is the basis of the standard method by which strong-field QED
processes are included in numerical simulations45,46. The essential difference to the LMA is that photon emission and pair
creation are assumed to occur instantaneously, i.e. that their formation lengths are much smaller than the laser wavelength.
The rates are therefore functions of the locally defined quantum parameter 𝜒𝑒,𝛾 , which is defined in terms of the instantaneous
(kinetic) momentum 𝜋`; the particle worldline (𝑥`) is defined at all, arbitrarily small, timescales. In an LCFA-based simulation,
charged particle trajectories follow from the Lorentz force equation:

𝑑𝜋`

𝑑𝜏
=
𝑞𝐹`a𝜋

a

𝑚

𝑑𝑥`

𝑑𝜏
=
𝜋`

𝑚
, (26)

4 Equivalent logic applies to electron polarization, which changes due to the emission of radiation in a spin-dependent way.38
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where 𝐹`a is the electromagnetic field tensor and 𝑞 = ±𝑒 is the charge. The electric field of a linearly polarized laser pulse is
given by E = Re(Ẽ)𝑔(𝜑) + Im(Ẽ) 𝑑𝑔

𝑑𝜑
, where Ẽ is the paraxial solution for the complex electric field of a focussed Gaussian

beam47 and 𝑔(𝜑) is the pulse envelope: we include terms up to fourth-order in the diffraction angle 𝜗 = 𝑤0/𝑧𝑅. A circularly
polarized pulse is defined by adding together two linearly polarized pulses that have a phase difference of 𝜋/2 and orthogonal
polarization vectors.

The trajectory is partitioned into timesteps of size Δ𝑡; photon emission occurs in a given timestep if a pseudorandom number
𝑟 < 𝑊𝛾 (𝜒𝑒)Δ𝑡/(𝜋0/𝑚), where 𝑊𝛾 is the LCFA photon emission rate. The total rate is precalculated using eq. (B5) and stored
as a lookup table in 𝜒𝑒. When emission occurs, the photon momentum k′ is constructed by first sampling the energy from the
single-differential rate [eq. (B4)], and then sampling the two angles from the triple-differential spectrum [eq. (B1)]. The photon
is then assigned a set of Stokes parameters using eq. (B2). The electron momentum after the scattering is fixed by conserving
three-momentum, π′ = π − k′, which leads to a small, 𝑂 (1/𝛾2), error in energy conservation48. Pair creation is modelled
in an analogous way, by tracking the photons along ballistic trajectories and sampling the LCFA pair-creation rate [eq. (B9)].
An additional subtlety is that the Stokes parameters entering the rates are defined with respect to a basis that depends on the
instantaneous electric and magnetic fields (see appendix B); thus the Stokes parameters must be transformed at every timestep to
match.

We can define a classical LCFA framework in much the same way that we defined a classical LMA, by accounting for
continuous radiative energy losses in the equations of motion themselves. Charged particle trajectories are therefore obtained
by numerically solving the Landau-Lifshitz equation49,50. Photons are pseudorandomly generated along these trajectories by
sampling the classical emission spectrum [eq. (B6)]. We have also implemented a phenomenologically motivated modified
classical model which incorporates quantum corrections to the emission spectrum, but does not include stochastic recoil48,51. In
this case, the radiation-reaction force is reduced in magnitude by the Gaunt factor2, 0 < G(𝜒𝑒) < 1, and photons are sampled
from the QED emission spectrum [eq. (B1)].

IV. BENCHMARKING

We begin by comparing the polarization-resolved spectra of photons emitted when a high-energy electron collides with an
intense laser pulse, which we model as a 1D pulsed plane wave. Its vector potential 𝑒𝐴` (𝜑) = 𝑚𝑎0 sin 𝜑 𝑔(𝜑)𝜖 `1 , where
𝜖
`

1 = (0, 1, 0, 0) and the temporal envelope, 𝑔(𝜑) = cos2 [𝜑/(2𝑁)], is non-zero for phases 𝜑 that satisfy |𝜑| < 𝑁𝜋; the number
of cycles corresponding to the total duration of the pulse 𝑁 = 16. (The full-width-at-half-maximum duration of the intensity
profile is 𝑇 [fs] ' 0.97𝑁_ [0.8 `m] ' 15.5.) We choose three values of 𝑎0 ∈ {0.5, 2.5, 10} to illustrate the transition from the
perturbative to nonperturbative regimes. The energy parameter of the electrons is fixed at [𝑒 = 0.1, which corresponds to an
energy of 8.4 GeV for a head-on collision with a laser of wavelength of 0.8 `m. Furthermore, in order to make comparisons with
theory calculations that are first-order (single-vertex) in nature, we assume that this energy parameter does not change during the
interaction with the pulse, i.e. we neglect quantum radiation reaction effects52. Our simulation and theory results are shown in
fig. 2.

Harmonic structure, which is clearly visible for 𝑎0 = 0.5, is washed out as the laser intensity increases. The first Compton
edge is redshifted to smaller energies and the spectrum becomes increasingly synchrotron-like as the number of contributing
harmonics increases. The radiation is mainly polarized along the laser electric field, though the exact polarization purity is
also photon-energy dependent: at very small 𝑠, 𝐸- and 𝐵-polarized photons are equally likely, whereas at the Compton edges,
𝐸-polarization dominates. The angular profile of the 𝐸-polarized radiation changes from a dipole, at small 𝑎0, to an ellipse
elongated along the laser electric field, at large 𝑎0. The same compression in the 𝐵-direction may be seen in the angular profile
of the 𝐵-polarized radiation, which changes from a quadrupole to a double ellipse. The presence of an extinction line along
𝑟𝑦 = 0 may be understood classically: for observers in this plane, which is also the plane of the trajectory, there is no vertical
component of the electron current. Our results demonstrate that simulations accurately reproduce what is expected from theory,
both in terms of the absolute numbers and shapes of the spectra. However, note that simulations have a finite cutoff for the largest
harmonic order, so the high-energy tail of the spectrum will be underestimated. Close examination of the first Compton edge,
particularly in fig. 2(a), reveals that the theory prediction is somewhat smoother than the simulation result. This softening occurs
because of interference at the scale of the pulse duration53,54, which the LMA neglects: the longer the pulse, the less significant
this becomes.

We now consider positron production by high-energy photons colliding with an intense laser pulse. In this comparison the
laser temporal envelope is Gaussian, 𝑔(𝜑) = exp[−𝜑2/(4𝑁2)], and 𝑁 = 16. (The full-width-at-half-maximum duration of the
intensity profile is 𝑇 [fs] ' 𝑁_ [0.8 `m] ' 16.0.) We choose three values of 𝑎0 ∈ {0.5, 1.0, 2.5} to illustrate the transition from
the perturbative to quasistatic (tunnelling) regimes. The energy parameter of the photons is fixed at [𝛾 = 0.2, which corresponds
to an energy of 16.8 GeV for a laser wavelength of 0.8 `m. The pair-creation probability is much smaller than one for all cases
considered, so we use a rate biasing factor of 𝑅↑ ∈ {1015, 2×108, 105} to be able to resolve the positron spectrum. Our simulation
and theory results are shown in fig. 3.
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FIG. 2. Photon spectra predicted by LMA-based simulations and by QED, for electrons with energy parameter [𝑒 = 0.1 colliding with linearly
polarized, pulsed plane waves that have peak amplitude 𝑎0 = 0.5 (top row), 2.5 (middle row) and 10.0 (bottom row): (first column) 𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠
from simulations (solid lines) and QED (black, dashed lines); (second and third columns) the polarization-resolved angular profiles of the
emitted radiation; (fourth column) lineouts through the angular profiles at fixed 𝑟⊥, from simulations (solid lines) and QED (black, dashed
lines).

As is the case in photon emission, the harmonic structure that is visible in the multiphoton regime, 𝑎0 . 1, is washed out as
𝑎0 increases. The theory prediction is generally smoother than the simulation results because of pulse-envelope effects, which
are more significant for a threshold process like pair creation. The pulse contains a (small) range of frequency components and
therefore, at fixed 𝑠, there is a range of threshold harmonic orders, spread around the LMA-predicted threshold order, 𝑛★. This
may be seen in the double-differential spectra, where the simulation results have clearly defined harmonics [observe the rings
in the left-hand side of fig. 3(b)] and the theory results contain substructure between these harmonics. Nevertheless, there is
generally good agreement between the theory and simulations: notice that the pair creation probability increases by five orders
of magnitude between 𝑎0 = 0.5 and 𝑎0 = 1.0.

Finally, we provide a benchmark for Ptarmigan’s classical electrodynamics mode. We compare the simulation results against
a direct calculation of the 𝑠-weighted spectrum, given the classical electron trajectory for two cases: i) where radiation reaction
is ignored, so the trajectory satisfies the Lorentz force equation; and ii) where radiation reaction is accounted for, so the trajectory
satisfies the Landau-Lifshitz equation. In the latter case, the electron’s energy parameter decreases as it propagates through the
laser pulse. Solving the Landau-Lifshitz equation for a circularly polarized, pulsed plane wave with envelope 𝑔(𝜑), we find:55

[(𝜑) = [𝑒

1 + 2
3𝛼𝑎

2
0[𝑒I(𝜑)

, I(𝜑) =
∫ 𝜑

−∞

[
𝑔2 (𝜓) +

(
𝑑𝑔

𝑑𝜓

)2
]

d𝜓, (27)

where [𝑒 is the initial energy parameter. Using the LMA equations of motion [eq. (24)] for a plane wave would give the same
result, except that the derivative term in I(𝜑) would be absent; this is because LMA locally approximates variations in the
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FIG. 3. Positron spectra for high-energy photons with energy parameter [𝛾 = 0.2 colliding with linearly polarized, pulsed plane waves that
have peak amplitude 𝑎0, wavelength 0.8 `m, and Gaussian temporal envelope. Left panels give the single-differential spectra for photons that
are linearly polarized parallel (blue) or perpendicular (orange) to the laser electric field, as predicted by LMA-based simulations (solid lines)
and by QED (dashed lines). Right panels give the log-scaled double-differential spectra for unpolarized photons. The 𝑎0s have been chosen to
illustrate the transition from the perturbative (multiphoton) regime in (a, b) to the quasistatic (tunnelling) regime in (e, f).

envelope18.
Let us consider the case that 𝑎0 = 2.5, [𝑒 = 0.4 and 𝑔(𝜑) = cos2 [𝜑/(2𝑁)], where 𝑁 = 32. (The full-width-at-half-maximum

duration of the intensity profile is 31.0 fs.) We find that the final energy parameter [′𝑒 = [𝑒/(1 + 1
2𝜋𝛼𝑎

2
0[𝑒𝑁) ' 0.209, i.e. that

the electron loses almost half its energy. An energy loss of this magnitude manifests itself in a significant redshift of the first
nonlinear Thomson edge, which is located at:

𝑠edge = min
𝜑

2[2 (𝜑)
[𝑒

[
1 + 𝑎2

0𝑔
2 (𝜑)

] . (28)

We obtain 𝑠edge ' 0.0454 with radiation reaction and 𝑠edge = 2[𝑒/(1 + 𝑎2
0) ' 0.110 without. Both are in good agreement with

the results of LMA-based simulations and direct calculations of the Lienard-Wiechert integrals from classical electrodynamics:
see fig. 4. The photon spectrum, in the presence and absence of classical radiation reaction, is reproduced very well by the
simulations.

There is, however, a discrepancy at very small 𝑠. The LMA predicts that 𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠 tends to a constant in the infrared limit,5 i.e.,
that lim𝑠→0 𝑠 (𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠) ∝ 𝑠, whether radiation reaction is present or absent. Naturally, the simulations obtain the same result.

5 The LCFA spectrum, by contrast, contains an integrable singularity in this limit32: lim𝑠→0 (𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠) ∝ 𝑠−1/3.
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FIG. 4. Radiation spectra predicted by LMA-based simulations (solid lines) and classical theory (dashed lines), for electrons with energy
parameter [𝑒 = 0.4 colliding with circularly polarized, pulsed plane waves that have peak amplitude 𝑎0 = 2.5, wavelength 0.8 `m, and
duration equivalent to 𝑁 = 32. Vertical, dot-dashed lines in (a) give the expected positions of the first nonlinear Thomson edges (see text).
The horizontal, dot-dashed line in (b) gives eq. (29), the IR limit expected from theory. There is no cutoff in classical electrodynamics so the
spectrum extends beyond 𝑠 = 1.

However, it can be shown by regularising the plane wave result56 that in the exact plane wave result, 𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠 diverges as 𝑠 → 0,
and57:

lim
𝑠→0

𝑠
𝑑𝑁𝛾

𝑑𝑠
=
𝑒2

4𝜋2

[(
2 + Δ

Δ

)
ln(1 + Δ) − 2

]
, Δ = lim

𝜑→∞

[
[𝑒

[(𝜑)

]2
− 1. (29)

In the limit Δ → 0, the exact plane-wave result for the IR limit becomes 𝑠 (𝑑𝑁𝛾/𝑑𝑠) → (𝑒2/24𝜋2)Δ2. We note that logarithmic
form of eq. (29) is similar in structure to the low-𝜔′ limit of the energy spectrum 𝑑E/𝑑𝜔′ derived by Di Piazza 58 . The non-zero
IR limit for the energy spectrum originates from the fact the electron moves with reduced velocity after the collision; as it is
associated with timescales much longer the laser period, the discrepancy is found at very small 𝑠, where envelope effects are
important and the LMA is not accurate.

V. EXAMPLES

Here we present two examples of the physics that can be explored with polarization-resolved simulations.

A. Trident pair creation

Electron-laser collisions can produce a large flux of photons with energies comparable to that of the incident electron. The
probability that these photons create pairs, and therefore fail to escape the pulse, depends not only the photon’s momentum but
also its polarization. At large 𝑎0 and small 𝜒𝛾 , for example, 𝐵-polarized photons are twice as likely to pair create as 𝐸-polarized
photons. The fact that electron-laser collisions produce mainly 𝐸-polarized photons means that the positron yield is overestimated
by simulations that use spin-averaged and summed probability rates8. As Ptarmigan incorporates polarization dependence in
both photon emission and pair creation, we consider how the yield of positrons changes when the polarization of the intermediate
photon is taken into account, as an example.

The rapid growth of the pair-creation probability with increasing photon energy means that the dominant contribution to the
trident positron yield comes from the tail of the photon spectrum. Resolving this tail with Monte Carlo simulations requires large
statistics: the results presented in fig. 5 are the mean and standard deviation obtained from an ensemble of 𝑁𝑐 simulated collisions,
where each collision includes 107 primary electrons and 𝑁𝑐 = {200, 100, 20, 5, 5, 5} for 𝑎0 = {0.75, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0}
respectively. To resolve the pair creation itself we set the rate biasing factor to 𝑅↑ = {1021, 1017, 1013, 1011, 1010, 108}, respectively.
We set the electron energy parameter to [𝑒 = 0.197, which is equivalent to an energy of 16.5 GeV for a head-on collision, the
laser pulse envelope to 𝑔(𝜑) = cos2 [𝜑/(2𝑁)], where 𝑁 = 16, and vary 𝑎0 between 0.75 and 3.0. In order to compare our results
with a direct numerical calculation of the two-step trident yield12, we initially disable the recoil associated with photon emission,
i.e. quantum radiation reaction.

Simulations show that taking the polarization of the intermediate photon into account reduces the yield by ∼16% across the
full range of 𝑎0 we have considered, which is consistent with the theoretical result. The yields themselves are consistent with
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FIG. 5. (left panel) Positron yield per incident electron for electrons with energy 𝐸𝑒 = 16.5 GeV ([𝑒 ' 0.197) colliding with linearly polarized
laser pulses with peak amplitude 𝑎0 and duration equivalent to 𝑁 = 16 cycles: simulation results, accounting for photon-polarization effects,
with (blue points) and without (green points) quantum radiation reaction. (right panel) The change in the positron yield when taking into
account: the polarization of the intermediate photon (green points) and additionally radiative energy losses (blue points). The coloured bands
indicate the uncertainty in the simulation results at the single standard deviation level. Our results are crosschecked against theory data from
Tang and King 12 (black, dashed lines).

the theory results at the 2% level (for 𝑎0 ≥ 1) and 5% level (for 𝑎0 = 0.75), albeit that simulations predict fewer positrons than
expected. This is because the nonlinear Compton rate is only summed up to a finite cutoff harmonic 𝑛max. When quantum
radiation reaction is enabled, the positron yield is further reduced. This is because radiative energy losses reduce the electron
energy parameter [𝑒 and therefore the energy parameters of the photons that go on to produce electron-positron pairs. This
correction becomes increasingly important as 𝑎0 rises.

B. Polarization-resolved angular profiles

Measuring the angular profile of the radiation emitted in an electron-laser collision has been proposed as means of inferring
the laser amplitude 𝑎0, because the profile effectively carries information about the electron transverse momentum22,59. Consider
a high-energy electron colliding head-on with a circularly polarized laser pulse with envelope 𝑔(𝜑). The transverse momentum
as a function of phase is 𝑝⊥ (𝜑) = 𝑚𝑎0𝑔(𝜑); assuming that the longitudinal momentum is sufficiently large that the Lorentz
factor 𝛾 � 𝑎2

0, the angle between the electron momentum and the collision axis is \ (𝜑) ' 𝑎0𝑔(𝜑)/𝛾. As the radiation is strongly
beamed along the instantaneous momentum, the angular size of the profile ∼ 𝑎0/𝛾.

Let us consider the angular profile of the radiation emitted when an electron with initial energy parameter [𝑒 = 0.2 collides
with a circularly polarized laser pulse of amplitude 𝑎0 = 10 (the pulse envelope 𝑔(𝜑) = cos2 [𝜑/(2𝑁)] and 𝑁 = 16), assuming
that we also resolve the polarization of emitted radiation. Figure 6 gives the angular distributions expected if we select photons
that are linearly polarized along the horizontal or vertical axes. We see that a clear “batwing” structure emerges, with extinction
regions lined up along the polarization axis. This relationship may be understood classically with the help of the diagram in
fig. 6(c), which shows the electron trajectory in a monochromatic, circularly polarized plane wave, as viewed along the collision
axis (or laser wavevector). The crucial point is that in the transverse plane the electron’s instantaneous momentum, p⊥, and
acceleration, −𝑒E/𝑚, are perpendicular to each other. In a constant, crossed field, radiation is polarized along the direction of
the instantaneous acceleration. Thus a photon, emitted by a electron with 𝑝𝑥 = 𝑚𝑎0 and 𝑝𝑦 = 0 (as shown in the diagram),
travels horizontally (i.e. in 𝑥) and is polarized vertically (i.e. in 𝑦). Selecting the horizontally polarized component, for example,
then leads to an extinction region along the horizontal axis: see fig. 6(a).

The same structure emerges in both LMA- and LCFA-based simulations because 𝑎0 = 10 and the photon formation length is
small compared to the laser wavelength. In our previous work20, we observed that the LMA effectively moves the fast oscillation
of the trajectory into the QED rates. The same phenomenon occurs here: the structure in the polarization-resolved angular profile
comes from the azimuthal angle dependence in the Stokes parameters, eq. (A3), rather than the trajectory itself. We conclude
that, in the same way that the polarization-summed angular profile contains information about the transverse momentum, the
polarization-resolved angular profile additionally contains information about the transverse acceleration.
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FIG. 6. Angular profile of the radiation emitted when an energy with energy parameter [𝑒 = 0.2 collides with a circularly polarized laser pulse
of amplitude 𝑎0 = 10, as predicted by LMA- and LCFA-based simulations: (a) horizontally and (b) vertically polarized components. The
origin of the angular structure is illustrated in (c): the electron is accelerated by the laser electric field (in green) on a circular orbit (in blue),
emitting radiation (in orange) that is mostly polarized along the instantaneous acceleration.

VI. SUMMARY

We have presented a simulation framework based on the locally monochromatic approximation (LMA), which enables us
to predict strong-field QED interactions in the perturbative (𝑎0 � 1), transition (0.5 . 𝑎0 . 2), and nonperturbative regimes
(𝑎0 � 1). The limitations of this approach are that i) the background field must be sufficiently ‘plane-wave-like’, which sets
bounds on the duration of the laser pulse and ii) the computational cost of evaluating very high-order harmonics restricts our
implementation of the LMA to normalized amplitudes 𝑎0 ≤ 20. Nevertheless, this goes considerably further than any previous
code and ensures good overlap with the region in which the LCFA is accurate. In contrast to our previous work20,21, where we
examined circularly polarized lasers and unpolarized 𝛾 rays, we have considered here the physically richer problem of linearly
polarized lasers. The broken symmetry of this case makes the numerical implementation more challenging, because the loss
of azimuthal symmetry means that an additional integral must be performed to evaluate the probability rates. It also makes it
necessary to account for 𝛾-ray polarization effects, because the radiation emitted by an electron in a linearly polarized background
is preferentially polarized along the direction of the laser electric field.

The open-source Ptarmigan code60 can now be used to simulate strong-field QED interactions: in linearly or circularly
polarized, plane-wave or focussed, laser pulses; using QED, classical or modified-classical models of the particle dynamics;
with either LMA- or LCFA-based probability rates. Fine-grained control of the physics under consideration can be achieved
by enabling (or disabling) radiation reaction, electron-positron pair creation, or the polarization dependence thereof. Our
benchmarking against theoretical calculations of nonlinear Compton scattering, nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pair creation, and
trident pair creation shows that the code achieves per cent level accuracy across the whole transition regime (0.5 . 𝑎0 . 2).
This accuracy is also maintained at higher 𝑎0, where the LMA automatically recovers the LCFA where it should do so18.
The Ptarmigan simulation framework is designed to be extensible and additional physics can be included, as motivated by
experimental needs. Future work will include the role of fermion spin and higher order processes, such as vacuum polarization.
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Appendix A: Circularly polarized plane waves

The laser polarization is defined by the Stokes parameter 𝑆laser
3 = ±1. 𝑆laser

3 = 1 denotes right-circular polarization, which
means that the electric field rotates anticlockwise around the direction of propagation, or equivalently that the laser photons have
positive helicity (right handedness). 𝑆laser

3 = −1 denotes left-circular polarization or that the laser photons have negative helicity
(left handedness): this is the default setting for circularly polarized lasers in Ptarmigan.

1. Photon emission

The single-differential emission rate per unit proper time, at a particular harmonic index 𝑛, in the LMA is given by18
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where the argument of the Bessel functions 𝑧 and auxiliary variables are

𝑧2 =
4𝑛2𝑎2

rms

1 + 𝑎2
rms

𝑠

𝑠𝑛 (1 − 𝑠)

[
1 − 𝑠

𝑠𝑛 (1 − 𝑠)

]
, 𝑠𝑛 =

2𝑛[
1 + 𝑎2

rms
(A2)

and 0 < 𝑠 < 𝑠𝑛/(1 + 𝑠𝑛). The azimuthal angle 𝜙 is uniformly distributed in [0, 2𝜋).
The Stokes parameters of the emitted photon are given by26

S =
©«
−cos 2𝜙 −sin 2𝜙 0
sin 2𝜙 −cos 2𝜙 0

0 0 1

ª®¬ ©«
𝑆′1
𝑆′2
𝑆′3

ª®¬ (A3)

where

𝑆′1 =
2
𝑆′0

{[
𝐽2
𝑛−1 (𝑧) + 𝐽

2
𝑛+1 (𝑧) − 2𝐽2

𝑛 (𝑧)
]
+ 4

(
1 − 𝑛2

𝑧2
+ 1

2𝑎2
rms

)
𝐽2
𝑛 (𝑧)

}
, (A4)

𝑆′2 = 0, (A5)

𝑆′3 =
𝑆laser

3
𝑆′0

(
1 − 𝑠 + 1

1 − 𝑠

) [
1 − 2𝑠

𝑠𝑛 (1 − 𝑠)

] [
𝐽2
𝑛−1 (𝑧) − 𝐽

2
𝑛+1 (𝑧)

]
(A6)

and

𝑆′0 =

(
1 − 𝑠 + 1

1 − 𝑠

) [
𝐽2
𝑛−1 (𝑧) + 𝐽

2
𝑛+1 (𝑧) − 2𝐽2

𝑛 (𝑧)
]
− 4
𝑎2

rms
𝐽2
𝑛 (𝑧). (A7)

The rotation matrix ensures that the Stokes parameters are defined with respect to the basis given in eq. (1). Note that this is the
only place that the azimuthal angle 𝜙 appears explicitly.

a. Classical limit. In the limit that [ � 1 (for arbitrary 𝑎), the partial rates take the form

d𝑊𝛾,cl
𝑛

d𝑣
=

𝛼𝑚𝑛[

1 + 𝑎2
rms

[𝑎2
rms𝐽

2
𝑛−1 (𝑧) + 𝑎

2
rms𝐽

2
𝑛+1 (𝑧) − 2(1 + 𝑎2

rms)𝐽2
𝑛 (𝑧)], 𝑧2 =

4𝑎2
rms𝑛

2𝑣(1 − 𝑣)
1 + 𝑎2

rms
, (A8)

where 0 ≤ 𝑣 = 𝑠/𝑠𝑛 ≤ 1. The Stokes parameters are obtained by replacing 1− 𝑠+1/(1− 𝑠) → 2 and 1−2𝑠/[𝑠𝑛 (1− 𝑠)] → 1−2𝑣.

2. Pair creation

The double-differential pair-creation rate per unit time,𝑊±, at a particular harmonic index 𝑛, is given by34 (see also Nikishov
and Ritus 32 )

d2𝑊±
𝑛

d𝑠d𝜙
=
𝛼𝑚

2𝜋

{
𝐽2
𝑛 +

𝑎2
rms
4

𝑠2 + (1 − 𝑠)2

𝑠(1 − 𝑠)

(
𝐽2
𝑛−1 + 𝐽

2
𝑛+1 − 2𝐽2

𝑛

)
− (𝑆1 cos 2𝜙 + 𝑆2 sin 2𝜙)

[(
2𝑛2𝑎2

rms
𝑧2

− 1 − 𝑎2
rms

)
𝐽2
𝑛 −

𝑎2
rms
2

(
𝐽2
𝑛−1 + 𝐽

2
𝑛+1

)]
− 𝑆laser

3 𝑆3

[
𝑎2

rms
4

𝑠2 + (1 − 𝑠)2

𝑠(1 − 𝑠)

(
1 − 2

𝑠𝑛𝑠(1 − 𝑠)

) (
𝐽2
𝑛−1 − 𝐽

2
𝑛+1

)]}
, (A9)

where

𝑧2 =
4𝑛2𝑎2

rms

1 + 𝑎2
rms

1
𝑠𝑛𝑠(1 − 𝑠)

[
1 − 1

𝑠𝑛𝑠(1 − 𝑠)

]
, 𝑠𝑛 =

2𝑛[
1 + 𝑎2

rms
, (A10)

and
1
2

[
1 −

√︁
1 − 4/𝑠𝑛

]
< 𝑠 <

1
2

[
1 +

√︁
1 − 4/𝑠𝑛

]
. (A11)

The second term, which depends on 𝑆1 and 𝑆2, disappears on integration over the azimuthal angle 𝜙. Pair creation is likelier for
photons with 𝑆3 = 𝑆laser

3 , i.e. that have the same helicity as the background, than for photons with 𝑆3 = −𝑆laser
3 . The total rate is

obtained by integrating eq. (A9) over all 𝑠 and 𝜙, then summing over all harmonic orders 𝑛 ≥ 𝑛★ = d2(1 + 𝑎2
rms)/[e. It depends

on the normalised amplitude 𝑎rms, energy parameter [𝛾 and only the third Stokes parameter 𝑆3, i.e. 𝑊± = 𝑊± (𝑎, [𝛾 , 𝑆3).
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Appendix B: Constant crossed fields

Rates calculated for constant, crossed fields form the basis of the locally constant, crossed fields approximation, which has
become the standard method by which strong-field QED processes are included in numerical simulations45,46.

1. Photon emission

The double-differential emission rate per unit proper time is given by62

d2𝑊𝛾

d𝑢dZ
=

2𝛼𝑚
3
√

3𝜋𝜒𝑒

𝑢

(1 + 𝑢)3

{
Z2/3 [1 + (1 + 𝑢)2] − (1 + 𝑢)

}
𝐾1/3

(
2𝑢Z
3𝜒𝑒

)
, (B1)

where 𝑢 = 𝜔′/(𝛾𝑚−𝜔′) and Z = [2𝛾2 (1− |v | cos \)]3/2. Here \ is the polar angle in the lab frame, measured with respect to the
electron’s instantaneous velocity v, and 𝛾 is the electron Lorentz factor. The domain of eq. (B1) is 0 ≤ 𝑢 < ∞ and 1 ≤ Z < ∞;
the azimuthal angle is uniformly distributed in [0, 2𝜋). A useful approximation for ultrarelativistic particles is Z ' (1 + 𝛾2\2)3/2

as \ ∼ 𝑂 (1/𝛾).
The polarization of the emitted photon is fixed with respect to the orthonormal basis e1 = a − (n · a)n and e2 = a × n,

where a is the unit vector along the electron’s instantaneous acceleration E + n ×B and n is the unit vector along the photon’s
3-momentum. Let 𝛽 be the angle between n and the plane defined by the electron’s instantaneous velocity and acceleration:
𝛽 = n · (v × a) ∼ 𝑂 (1/𝛾). Then the Stokes parameters of the emitted photon are62:

𝑆1 =
1
𝑆0

[
`2𝐾2

2/3 (a) − 𝛽
2𝐾2

1/3 (a)
]

𝑆2 = 0

𝑆3 =
2
𝑆0

[
1 + 𝑢2

2(1 + 𝑢)

]
𝛽`𝐾1/3 (a)𝐾2/3 (a)

(B2)

where

𝑆0 = `2𝐾2
2/3 (a) + 𝛽

2𝐾2
1/3 (a) +

𝑢2`2

2(1 + 𝑢)

[
𝐾2

1/3 (a) + 𝐾
2
2/3 (a)

]
(B3)

and `2 = 𝛽2 + 1/𝛾2 and a = 𝑢𝛾3`3/(3𝜒𝑒). As 𝑆2
1 + 𝑆

2
2 + 𝑆

2
3 < 1, the photon is only partially polarized. Integrating over all Z , we

obtain

d𝑊𝛾

d𝑢
=
𝛼𝑚
√

3𝜋
1

(1 + 𝑢)3

{
[1 + (1 + 𝑢)2]𝐾2/3 (b) − (1 + 𝑢)

∫ ∞

b

𝐾1/3 (𝑡) d𝑡
}
. (B4)

where b = 2𝑢/(3𝜒𝑒). Finally we obtain the total rate by integrating over all 𝑢:

𝑊𝛾 =

√
3𝛼𝑚
2𝜋

𝜒𝑒H(𝜒𝑒), H(𝜒𝑒) =
2

9𝜒𝑒

∫ ∞

0

5𝑢2 + 7𝑢 + 5
(1 + 𝑢)3 𝐾2/3

(
2𝑢
3𝜒𝑒

)
𝑑𝑢 (B5)

a. Classical limit. The classical limit of eq. (B1) is given by:

d2𝑊𝛾,cl

d𝑢dZ
=

2𝛼𝑚
3
√

3𝜋𝜒𝑒
𝑢

(
2Z2/3 − 1

)
𝐾1/3

(
2𝑢Z
3𝜒𝑒

)
. (B6)

As there is no cutoff in photon frequency, 𝑢 = 𝜔′/(𝛾𝑚). The Stokes parameters are obtained by setting 𝑢2/(1 + 𝑢) → 0 in
eqs. (B2) and (B3); as a result, 𝑆2

1 + 𝑆
2
2 + 𝑆

2
3 = 1. The classical total rate is obtained by setting H(𝜒𝑒) = 5𝜋/3 in eq. (B5).

2. Pair creation

The pair creation probability rate is used to determine the positron’s energy (as a fraction 𝑓 of the photon energy 𝜔′), polar
angle \ and azimuthal angle 𝜙 (as defined with respect to n, the unit vector along the photon’s 3-momentum). The rate is a
function of the photon’s quantum parameter 𝜒𝛾 and its polarization. We define the latter in terms of the three Stokes parameters
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𝑆1,2,3 and the orthonormal basis e1 = a − (n · a)n, e2 = a × n, where a is the unit vector along the instantaneous acceleration
E + n ×B. The triple-differential rate per unit time (resolved in energy and polar and azimuthal angle) is given by

d3𝑊±

d 𝑓 dZd𝜙
=

𝛼𝑚

2
√

3𝜋2

{[
1 + Z2/3 𝑓

2 + (1 − 𝑓 )2

𝑓 (1 − 𝑓 )

]
𝐾1/3 (𝛿Z)

+ 𝑆1

[
cos 2𝜙 − Z2/3 (1 + cos 2𝜙)

]
𝐾1/3 (𝛿Z)

− 𝑆2 sin 2𝜙 (Z2/3 − 1)𝐾1/3 (𝛿Z)

+𝑆3 sin 𝜙
[
Z1/3 (Z2/3 − 1) 𝑓

2 + (1 − 𝑓 )2

𝑓 (1 − 𝑓 )

]
𝐾2/3 (𝛿Z)

}
, (B7)

where Z =
[
2𝛾2 (1 − |v | cos \)

]3/2 ≥ 1 is a transformed polar angle that depends on the positron Lorentz factor 𝛾 and velocity v
and the auxiliary variable

𝛿 =
2

3𝜒𝛾 𝑓 (1 − 𝑓 ) . (B8)

The 𝑆2- and 𝑆3-dependent terms vanish on integration over the azimuthal angle62:

d2𝑊±

d 𝑓 dZ
=
𝛼𝑚
√

3𝜋
𝛿

[
1 + Z2/3

(
𝑓

1 − 𝑓
+ 1 − 𝑓

𝑓
− 𝑆1

)]
𝐾1/3 (𝛿Z). (B9)

Photon-polarization dependence appears in the form of the Stokes parameter 𝑆1, which gives the degree of linear polarization
with respect to e1 and e2. The sign indicates that pair creation is more probable for photons polarized perpendicular to the
acceleration, 𝑆1 = −1, than for photons polarized parallel to the acceleration, 𝑆1 = 1. As expected, the spectrum is symmetric
around 𝑓 = 1/2.
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1 Introduction

At the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), Higgs bosons are frequently produced in weak boson

fusion (WBF). This process has a recognizable signature, characterized by two energetic

low-p⊥ jets in the opposite hemispheres. Higgs boson production in WBF has been mea-

sured by CMS [2, 3] and ATLAS [4, 5] collaborations. The measured WBF cross section

agrees with the Standard Model prediction to within 20%. Further improvements in the

experimental exploration of Higgs boson production in weak boson fusion are expected

during the Run III and the high-luminosity phase of the LHC.

Theoretical understanding of Higgs boson production in WBF is very advanced. It is

based on the knowledge of next-to-leading order (NLO) [6, 7] and next-to-next-to-leading

order (NNLO) [8–11] QCD corections, as well as mixed QCD-EW [12] corrections to this

process. N3LO QCD corrections have also been computed [13]; they change the leading-

order cross section by just about one permille.

It is to be noted, however, that all these studies were performed in the so-called factor-

ization approximation where contributions due to gluon exchanges between two incoming

fermion lines are neglected. These effects, that we will refer to as non-factorizable cor-

rections, are color-suppressed and, for this reason, are expected to be smaller than the

factorizable ones [8, 9]. However, virtual non-factorizable corrections, which start con-

tributing to the WBF cross section at NNLO QCD, exhibit a peculiar enhancement by

two powers of π. This enhancement was first observed when the two-loop non-factorizable

– 1 –



amplitude was computed in the leading eikonal approximation [1]. To better understand

these two-loop effects and to establish the validity of the eikonal approximation for phe-

nomenological analyses of Higgs boson production in weak boson fusion, it is essential to

go beyond the leading term in the eikonal expansion.

Since the calculation of exact non-factorizable contributions, which requires the two-

loop five-point amplitude with five independent kinematic variables and two masses, is

currently not possible, it is reasonable to explore the possibility to extend the eikonal

expansion beyond the forward limit. In this paper we make the first step in that direction

and compute the leading power correction to the eikonal limit of non-factorizable five-point

WBF amplitude.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we describe

kinematics of weak boson fusion and explain how we use it to set up an expansion around the

eikonal limit. In Sections 3 and 4, we derive integral representations for one- and two-loop

amplitudes which contribute to non-factorizable corrections to WBF; these representations

retain the next-to-eikonal accuracy. In Section 5, we explain how the infra-red finite, two-

loop non-factorizable correction can be derived from these integral representations. In

Section 6 we analyze the numerical impact of the computed next-to-eikonal corrections

and show that they change the current estimate of the non-factorizable contribution to

the WBF cross section by about O(30) percent. We conclude in Section 7. Discussion of

the analytic computation of one- and two-loop non-factorizable amplitudes is relegated to

appendix. The analytic results for the amplitudes can be found in an ancillary file provided

with this submission.

2 Kinematics of Higgs production in weak boson fusion

We begin with the discussion of the kinematics of Higgs production in the WBF process

q(p1) + q(p2)→ q(p3) + q(p4) +H(pH) . (2.1)

We perform the Sudakov decomposition of the four-momenta of the outgoing quarks and

write

p3 = α3p1 + β3p2 + p3,⊥ ,

p4 = α4p1 + β4p2 + p4,⊥ .
(2.2)

Employing the on-shell conditions p2
3 = 0, p2

4 = 0, we find1

β3 =
p2

3,⊥
sα3

, α4 =
p2

4,⊥
sβ4

, (2.3)

where s = 2p1 · p2 is the partonic center-of-mass energy squared. The WBF events are

selected by requiring that two tagging jets with a relatively small transverse momentum are

present in opposite hemispheres; this ensures that α3 ∼ β4 ∼ 1 and that p2
3,⊥ ∼ p2

4,⊥ � s.

1Throughout the paper, the bold-faced notation is used for two-dimensional Euclidian vectors.
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We define two auxiliary vectors q1 and q2 which describe momentum transfers from

the quark lines to the Higgs boson. They read

q1 = p1 − p3 = δ3p1 − β3p2 − p3,⊥ ,

q2 = p2 − p4 = −α4p1 + δ4p2 − p4,⊥ ,
(2.4)

where δ3 = 1− α3 and δ4 = 1− β4. It follows from the momentum conservation condition

that

pH = q1 + q2 . (2.5)

Upon squaring the two sides of this equation and some rearrangements, we find

δ3δ4s = m2
H +

p2
3,⊥
α3

+
p2

4,⊥
β4

+ 2p3,⊥ · p4,⊥ −
p2

3,⊥p2
4,⊥

α3β4s
. (2.6)

We can use Eq. (2.6) to fully specify the relevant aspects of WBF kinematics around the

forward limit. Indeed, given the proximity of the Higgs boson mass and electroweak boson

masses, and the fact that the important contribution to WBF cross section comes from

kinematical configurations where the transverse momenta of tagging jets are comparable

to mH and mW,Z , the above equation implies

δ3δ4 ∼
m2
V

s
∼ m2

H

s
∼

p2
3,⊥
s
∼

p2
4,⊥
s
∼ λ� 1 . (2.7)

Note that we introduced a parameter λ to indicate the smallness of various ratios in the

above equation. We consider central production of Higgs bosons so that neither forward

nor backward direction is preferred. Then δ3 ∼ δ4 and

δ3 ∼ δ4 ∼
√
λ� λ . (2.8)

We note that, with the required accuracy, the two parameters δ3,4 can be written as

follows

δ3,4 =

√
p2
H,⊥ +m2

H

s
e±yH , (2.9)

where pH,⊥ is the transverse momentum and yH is the rapidity of the Higgs boson in the

partonic center-of-mass frame. We will use the above relations between kinematic param-

eters to construct the expansion of one- and two-loop non-factorizable WBF amplitudes in

the following sections.

3 One-loop non-factorizable contributions to WBF

We consider the one-loop non-factorizable QCD corrections to Higgs boson production in

WBF. To avoid confusion, we note that they do not contribute to the WBF cross section

at NLO since their interference with the leading order amplitude vanishes because of color

conservation. Nevertheless, since the one-loop amplitude is needed for the construction of

the NNLO QCD corrections, we need to discuss it.

– 3 –



To write the non-factorizable amplitude in a convenient way, we assume that the

coupling of the vector boson V to the Higgs boson is given by igV V H gµν and that the

coupling of the massive vector boson to quarks is vector-like, −igWγµ. Since we work with

massless quarks, their helicities are conserved and we can reconstruct non-factorizable

contributions for V = Z and V = W from the results that are reported below.

We write the one-loop non-factorizable amplitude as follows

M1 = g2
sg

2
W gV V H T ai3i1T

a
i4i2 A1 , (3.1)

where T aij denote the generators of the SU(3) color group and A1 stands for the color-

stripped one-loop amplitude2

A1 =

∫
ddk1

(2π)d
1

d1d3d4
Jµν(k1,−k1 − q1) J̃µν(−k1, k1 − q2) . (3.2)

In Eq. (3.2), we used the notation

d1 = k2
1 + i0, d3 = (k1 + q1)2 −m2

V + i0, d4 = (k1 − q2)2 −m2
V + i0 , (3.3)

to define propagators of virtual bosons. In addition, following the conventions in Fig. 1,

we introduced two quark currents

Jµν(k1,−k1 − q1) = 〈3|
[
γν(p̂1 + k̂1)γµ

ρ1(k1)
+
γµ(p̂3 − k̂1)γν

ρ3(−k1)

]
|1] ,

J̃µν(−k1, k1 − q2) = 〈4|
[
γν(p̂2 + k̂1)γµ

ρ2(k1)
+
γν(p̂4 − k̂1)γµ
ρ4(−k1)

]
|2] ,

(3.4)

where we assumed that the incoming fermions are left-handed. In writing Eq. (3.4) we

employed the quantities ρi(k), i = 1, 2, 3, 4 to describe quark propagators; they read

ρi(k) =
1

(pi + k)2 + i0
. (3.5)

We would like to construct an expansion of the amplitude in Eq. (3.2) in powers of

λ. To understand how to do tatt, we introduce the Sudakov parametrization of the loop

momentum k1 and write

k1 = α1p1 + β1p2 + k1,⊥ . (3.6)

The integration measure in Eq. (3.2) becomes

ddk1

(2π)d
=
s

2

dα1

2π

dβ1

2π

dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

. (3.7)

The various propagators in Eq. (3.2) are linear polynomials in α1 and β1. Hence,

integration over either one of these two variables can be easily performed using the residue

2Throughout this paper, we use dimensional regularization, with the dimensionality of space-time being

d = 4− 2ε.
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Region α1 β1 k1,⊥
a λ λ

√
λ

b λ
√
λ
√
λ

c
√
λ
√
λ
√
λ

d 1 λ
√
λ

e 1 1 1

Table 1: Kinematic regions relevant for one-loop non-factorizable contributions. Symmet-

ric regions are not shown.

k1

p1 p3

p2 p4

H

W/Z

W/Z

g

p1 p3

µ ν

k1 −k1 − q1

Figure 1: The one-loop amplitude, shown on the left, can be constructed by contracting

the currents for the upper and lower fermion lines. The current for the upper fermion line

Jµν(k1,−k1 − q1) is shown on the right.

theorem. The resulting integrand is a product of (at most) quadratic polynomials in the

other variable so that the structure of singularities can be easily analyzed. Performing this

analysis and assuming that the transverse loop momentum can either be of the same order

as the transverse momenta of the outgoing jets or of the same order as the center-of-mass

energy, we come to the conclusion that the following loop-momenta regions,3 shown in

Table 1, need to be considered. The first region is the so-called Glauber region; the second

one is “Glauber-soft”, the third one is soft, the fourth is collinear and the last one is hard.

Using the scaling of the loop-momentum components as indicated in Table 1, we esti-

mate the contributions of the various regions to the one-loop amplitude. We find

M(a) ∼ λ−2 , M(b) ∼ λ−2 , M(c) ∼ λ−2 , M(d) ∼ λ−3/2 , M(e) ∼ 1 . (3.8)

We note that the leading order WBF amplitude scales as λ−2 and that, as follows from

Eq. (3.8), the expansion of the one-loop amplitude proceeds in powers of
√
λ. To compute

O(
√
λ) correction to the virtual amplitude, we need to account for the contributions of

regions a), b) and c) to first subleading power and the contribution of region d) to leading

power in the expansion in λ.

We begin with the discussion of region a). Using momentum scaling in Table 1, we

simplify the various propagators that appear in the integrand in Eq. (3.4). To present the

3See Refs. [14–16] for the discussion of the strategy of regions and its application to computing loop

integrals.
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result in a compact way, we introduce the following quantities

∆1 = −k2
1,⊥, ∆3,1 = −(k1,⊥ − p3,⊥)2 −m2

V , ∆4,1 = −(k1,⊥ + p4,⊥)2 −m2
V ,

Θ3,1 = −
(
k2

1,⊥ − 2k1,⊥ · p3,⊥
)
, Θ4,1 = −

(
k2

1,⊥ + 2k1,⊥ · p4,⊥
)
.

(3.9)

In region a), all inverse propagators scale as O(λ). To compute the first subleading cor-

rection we need to keep all terms that scale as λ3/2 and neglect all terms that scale as λ2.

We find

d1 ≈ ∆1 + i0, d3 ≈ sδ3(β1 − β3) + ∆3,1 + i0, d4 ≈ −sδ4(α1 + α4) + ∆4,1 + i0 ,

ρ1(k1) ≈ sβ1 + ∆1 + i0 , ρ2(−k1) ≈ −sα1 + ∆1 + i0 ,

ρ3(−k1) ≈ −sα3β1 + Θ3,1 + i0 , ρ4(k1) ≈ sβ4α1 + Θ4,1 + i0 .

(3.10)

If we use the simplified propagators shown in Eq. (3.10) to compute the amplitude A1, we

observe that integrations over α1 and β1 factorize. We then write

A(a)
1 = −s

2

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆3,1∆4,1
Φµν Φ̃µν , (3.11)

where

Φµν =

σ∫
−σ

dβ1

2πi

∆3,1

sδ3(β1 − β3) + ∆3,1 + i0

× 〈3|
[
γν(p̂1 + k̂1,⊥)γµ

sβ1 + ∆1 + i0
+

γµ(p̂3 − k̂1,⊥)γν

−sα3β1 + Θ3,1 + i0

]
|1] ,

(3.12)

Φ̃µν =

σ∫
−σ

dα1

2πi

∆4,1

−sδ4(α1 + α4) + ∆4,1 + i0

× 〈4|
[
γν(p2 + k̂1,⊥)γµ

−sα1 + ∆1 + i0
+

γν(p4 − k̂1,⊥)γµ

sβ4α1 + Θ4,1 + i0

]
|2] .

(3.13)

In Eq. (3.11) σ is a cut-off parameter that forces β1 and α1 to stay in the region α1 ∼ β1 ∼ λ.

It is convenient to choose σ such that

λ� σ �
√
λ , (3.14)

since this choice will allow us to use the same cut-off σ to study the Glauber-soft region.

We note that we replaced k̂1 with k̂1,⊥ in the currents when writing Eq. (3.11); this is

justified since α1 and β1 terms in the Sudakov expansion of k provide O(λ) and not O(
√
λ)

corrections in region a). Hence, if we aim at computing the non-factorizable amplitude

with O(
√
λ) relative accuracy, we can discard them. In fact, to compute the amplitude

with O(
√
λ) relative accuracy, terms with k̂1,⊥ in Eq. (3.11) can be dropped altogether.

Indeed, since k1,⊥ ∼
√
λ, if we retain it in one of the terms that appear either in Φµν or in

Φ̃µν , the other current should be computed at leading λ-power. However, in this case

〈4|γµp̂2,4γ
ν |2] ≈ 4pµ2p

ν
2 , 〈3|γµp̂3,1γ

ν |1] ≈ 4pµ1p
ν
1 , (3.15)

– 6 –



and terms with k̂1,⊥ lead to the vanishing contributions

p̂i k̂1,⊥ p̂i = 0, i = 1, 2 , (3.16)

since p2
1,2 = 0 and p1,2 · k1,⊥ = 0.

Furthermore, in region a) we can expand the remnants of weak boson propagators that

appear in Eq. (3.11). Keeping terms that provide O(
√
λ) corrections, we find

∆3,1

sδ3(β1 − β3) + ∆3,1 + i0
≈ 1 +

sδ3(β3 − β1)

∆3,1
+O(λ) ,

∆4,1

−sδ4(α1 + α4) + ∆4,1 + i0
≈ 1 +

sδ4(α4 + α1)

∆4,1
+O(λ) .

(3.17)

Focusing on Φµν , we simplify the expression for the current, use Eq. (3.17) and obtain4

Φµν =
2pµ1 〈3|γν |1]

s
Φ , (3.18)

where

Φ =

σ∫
−σ

dβ1

2πi

(
1 +

sδ3(β3 − β1)

∆3,1

)[
1

β1 + ∆1
s + i0

+
1

−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0

]
. (3.19)

To compute Φ, we use

σ∫
−σ

dβ1

2πi

1

±β1 − za + i0
= −1

2
+O(za/σ) , (3.20)

valid for za ∈ [−σ, σ]. Furthermore, we need∫ σ

−σ

dβ1

2πi
β1

(
1

β1 − za + i0
+

1

−β1 − zb + i0

)
= −1

2
(za − zb) +O(z2

a/σ, z
2
b/σ) . (3.21)

Neglecting the σ-dependent terms that will cancel with the contribution from the Glauber-

soft region, we obtain

Φ = (−1)

[
1 +

δ3

2∆3,1
(2sβ3 + ∆1 −Θ3,1)

]
. (3.22)

A similar computation for Φ̃µν gives

Φ̃µν =
2pµ2 〈4|γν |2]

s
Φ̃ , (3.23)

where

Φ̃ = (−1)

[
1 +

δ4

2∆4,1
(2sβ4 + ∆1 −Θ4,1)

]
. (3.24)

4We note that we are allowed to discard p3,⊥ from the numerator in the expression for Φµν for the same

reason that k1,⊥ was discarded.
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Combining these results for Φ and Φ̃ and neglecting all terms beyond desired O(
√
λ) cor-

rections, we obtain the following contribution to the one-loop amplitude from the Glauber

region

A(a)
1 = −〈3|γµ|1]〈4|γµ|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆3,1∆4,1

×
(

1 +
δ3

2∆3,1
(2sβ3 + ∆1 −Θ3,1) +

δ4

2∆4,1
(2sβ4 + ∆1 −Θ4,1)

)
.

(3.25)

We then proceed with the discussion of the contribution of region b) with the mixed

scaling α1 ∼ λ and β1 ∼
√
λ. According to Eq. (3.8), we require the contribution of this

region through first subleading terms. However, it is easy to see that, in actuality, the

contribution of region b) starts at O(λ−3/2) and, therefore, should be computed at leading

power only.

To understand why this is the case, we first discuss the currents Jµν and J̃µν and, in

particular, the numerators of the contributing terms. Since we work with O(
√
λ) accuracy,

in region b) we should replace k1 with k1 → β1p2 + k1,⊥ in both currents. Suppose we

do this replacement in Jµν . Since these terms already provide an O(
√
λ) correction, the

current J̃µν should be taken at leading power. Since at leading power J̃µν ∼ pµ2p
ν
2 , it is

easy to see that all contributions of vector k1 drop from the current Jµν once the Lorentz

indices are contracted.

However, if we account for k1 in the current J̃µν , the situation is different. In this

case, since i) k1 is independent of α1, ii) it appears with different signs in the two terms

in J̃µν , and iii) J̃µν is contracted with Jµν computed at leading power, the corresponding

contribution vanishes after integration over α1.

Having concluded that, similar to the Glauber region, we can drop k1 from the fermion

currents, we note that the current Jµν(k1,−q1 − k1) in region b) can be further simplified.

Indeed, using the fact that β1 � ∆1/s,Θ3,1/s, we expand the current and obtain

Jµν(k1,−q1 − k1) ≈ pµ1pν1
(

1

sβ1 + ∆1 + i0
+

α3

−sα3β1 + Θ3,1 + i0

)
≈ −p

µ
1p

ν
1

sβ2
1

(∆1 + Θ3,1) .

(3.26)

This equation implies that in region b) the current scales as O(1) and not as O(λ−1/2) as a

naive estimate suggests. This suppression occurs because of the cancellation between two

terms in brackets in Eq. (3.26). This means that the contribution of the region b) starts

at λ−3/2, so that all ingredients needed to compute the amplitude in region b), except the

current Jµν(k1,−q1 − k1), are to be taken at leading power in λ.

Hence, we find

A(b)
1 = −〈3|γµ|1]〈4|γµ|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆3,1∆4,1
∆Φ Φ̃, (3.27)
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where Φ̃ is still given by Eq. (3.24) and

∆Φ =

(
−∆1

s
− Θ3,1

s

) ∞∫
−∞

dβ1

2πi

(θ(β1 − σ) + θ(−σ − β1))∆3,1

(sδ3β1 + ∆3,1 + i0) β2
1

. (3.28)

Calculation of this integral is straightforward. We obtain5

∆Φ =
δ3

2∆3,1
(∆1 + Θ3,1) . (3.29)

Performing a similar computation for a symmetric region β ∼ λ, α ∼
√
λ, we obtain

∆Φ̃ =
δ4

2∆4,1
(∆1 + Θ4,1) . (3.30)

Combining the contributions of regions a) and b), we find

Aa&b
1 = −〈3|γµ|1]〈4|γµ|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆3,1∆4,1

×
(

1 +
δ3

∆3,1
(sβ3 −Θ3,1) +

δ4

∆4,1
(sα4 −Θ4,1)

)
.

(3.31)

We turn our attention to region c) which corresponds to the soft scaling α1 ∼ β1 ∼
|k1,⊥| ∼

√
λ. According to Eq. (3.8) we require the contribution of this region through

first subleading power. However, a more careful analysis shows that the contribution of

this region is suppressed stronger than originally expected. To see this we note that in

the soft region, to leading power, the currents vanish. For example, the expression for

Jµν(k1,−q1 − k1) reads

Jµν(k1,−q1 − k1) ≈ pµ1pν1
(

1

sβ1 + i0
+

α3

−sα3β1 + i0

)
= pµ1p

ν
1(−2iπ)δ(β1)→ 0 , (3.32)

and we have set it to zero because poles of the fermion propagators have already been

accounted for when the Glauber region was analyzed. Hence, to obtain a non-vanishing

contribution from the soft region, subleading terms in both currents Jµν and J̃µν are needed.

The subleading contributions to the currents scale as O(1) and not as 1/
√
λ as a naive

estimate for the currents’ scaling would suggest. This implies that at variance with the

original estimateM(c) ∼ λ−2 in Eq. (3.8), the contribution of the soft region is suppressed

by an additional power of λ. For this reason, the soft region is not needed for computing

the two-loop non-factorizable amplitude with O(
√
λ) accuracy.

The contribution of the collinear region can be analyzed in the same way. Since, in

this case, the amplitude scales as Md ∼ λ−3/2, both currents need to be taken at leading

5We do not display contributions that scale as ∆3,1/σ since they cancel against the contribution of the

Glauber region.

– 9 –



power. We find

Jµν(k1, k2) = 〈3|
[
γν(p̂1 + β1p̂2)γµ

β1s+ i0
+
γµ(p̂1 − β1p̂2)γν

−β1s+ i0

]
|1]

= 〈3|γµp̂2γ
ν + γν p̂2γ

µ|1] = 2〈3|pµ2γν + pν2γ
µ − gµν p̂2|1],

J̃µν(k1, k2) = 〈4|
[
(1 + β1)

γν p̂2γ
µ

ρ2(k1)
+ (1− β1)

γν p̂2γ
µ

ρ4(−k1)

]
|2] .

(3.33)

It is clear that the contraction of the two currents in Eq. (3.33) vanishes. Hence, we

conclude that collinear regions do not provide the O(
√
λ) corrections to the leading term

in the eikonal expansion. Since, obviously, the hard region is not relevant as well, we

conclude that, with O(
√
λ) accuracy, the one-loop non-factorizable contribution is given

by the sum of the Glauber and Glauber-soft contributions in Eq. (3.31).

Having performed this analysis, we note that the final result for the two regions a)

and b) can be obtained by simply computing the functions Φ and Φ̃ from the following

unexpanded expressions

Φ =

∫
dβ1

2πi

∆3,1

sδ3(β1 − β3) + ∆3,1 + i0

[
1

β1 + ∆1
s + i0

+
1

−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0

]
,

Φ̃ =

∫
dα1

2πi

∆4,1

−sδ4(α1 + α4) + ∆4,1 + i0

[
1

−α1 + ∆1
s + i0

+
1

α1 +
Θ4,1

sβ4
+ i0

]
.

(3.34)

It is straightforward to integrate over β1 and α1 in Eq. (3.34). Indeed, focusing on the

function Φ, we note that, if we close the integration contour in the upper half plane, only

the residue at β1 = Θ3,1/(sα3) contributes. We then find

Φ = (−1)
∆3,1

∆3,1 + δ3(Θ3,1 − sβ3)
. (3.35)

Expanding this result in δ3, performing a similar computation for Φ̃, and keeping only the

relevant terms in the product of Φ and Φ̃, we obtain Eq. (3.31).

Finally, it is convenient to write the one-loop non-factorizable amplitude by extracting

exact (i.e. not expanded in powers of λ) Born amplitude. The latter reads

M0 = ig2
W gV V H

〈3|γµ|1]〈4|γµ|2]

(q2
1 −m2

V )(q2
2 −m2

V )
. (3.36)

Using it, we write

M1 = i
g2
s

4π
T ai3i1T

a
i4i2M0 C1, (3.37)

The function C1 reads

C1 = 2

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)1−2ε

(p2
3,⊥ +m2

V )(p2
4,⊥ +m2

V )

∆1∆3,1∆4,1

×
[

1− δ3

(
m2
V

p2
3,⊥ +m2

V

+
m2
V

∆3,1

)
− δ4

(
m2
V

p2
4,⊥ +m2

V

+
m2
V

∆4,1

)]
.

(3.38)
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We note that the above expression includes both the leading and the first subleading terms

in the expansion of the one-loop amplitude in powers of
√
λ. The function C1 can be

computed analytically and expressed through logarithmic and dilogarithmic functions; the

corresponding discussion can be found in appendix.

4 Two-loop non-factorizable contributions to WBF

We continue with the computation of two-loop non-factorizable QCD corrections to Higgs

boson production in weak boson fusion. The two-loop non-factorizable amplitude is written

as

M2 = −ig4
sg

2
W gV V H

(
1

2
{T a, T b}

)
i3i1

(
1

2
{T a, T b}

)
i4i2

A2 , (4.1)

where

A2 =
1

2!

∫
ddk1

(2π)d
ddk2

(2π)d
1

d1d2d3d4
Jµνα(k1, k2,−k12 − q1)J̃µνα(−k1,−k2, k12 − q2) . (4.2)

The overall factor 1/2! comes from the symmetrization of two identical gluons and

d1 = k2
1 +i0, d2 = k2

2 +i0, d3 = (k12 +q1)2−m2
V +i0, d4 = (k12−q2)2−m2

V +i0 , (4.3)

are bosonic propagators.6 Similarly to the one-loop case, in Eq. (4.2), we defined two quark

currents; the conventions are explained in Fig. 2. The currents read

Jµνα(k1, k2,−k12 − q1) = 〈3|
{

γα(p̂1 + k̂12)γν(p̂1 + k̂1)γµ

ρ1(k12)ρ1(k1)
+
γα(p̂1 + k̂12)γµ(p̂1 + k̂2)γν

ρ1(k12)ρ1(k2)

+
γν(p̂3 − k̂2)γα(p̂1 + k̂1)γµ

ρ3(−k2)ρ1(k1)
+
γµ(p̂3 − k̂1)γα(p̂1 + k̂2)γν

ρ3(−k1)ρ1(k2)

+
γν(p̂3 − k̂2)γµ(p̂3 − k̂12)γα

ρ3(−k2)ρ3(−k12)
+
γµ(p̂3 − k̂1)γν(p̂3 − k̂12)γα

ρ3(−k1)ρ3(−k12)

}
|1] ,

(4.4)

and

J̃µνα(−k1,−k2, k12 − q2) = 〈4|
{

γα(p̂2 − k̂12)γν(p̂2 − k̂1)γµ

ρ2(−k12)ρ2(−k1)
+
γα(p̂2 − k̂12)γµ(p̂2 − k̂2)γν

ρ2(−k12)ρ2(−k2)

+
γν(p̂4 + k̂2)γα(p̂2 − k̂1)γµ

ρ4(k2)ρ2(−k1)
+
γµ(p̂4 + k̂1)γα(p̂2 − k̂2)γν

ρ4(k1)ρ2(−k2)

+
γν(p̂4 + k̂2)γµ(p̂4 + k̂12)γα

ρ4(k2)ρ4(k12)
+
γµ(p̂4 + k̂1)γν(p̂4 + k̂12)γα

ρ4(k1)ρ4(k12)

}
|2] .

(4.5)

6We use k12 = k1 + k2.
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p1 p3

p2 p4

H

W/Z

W/Z

k2k1

p1 p3

µ ν α

k1 k2 −k12 − q1

Figure 2: The two-loop amplitude, shown on the left, is thought in terms of the currents

that make it up. On the right, we define of the generalized upper current Jµνα(k1, k2,−k12−
q1) used in the calculation of the two-loop amplitude.

To integrate over the loop momenta k1,2, for each of them (and also for their linear

combinations) we need to consider regions shown in Table 1. We write

ki = αip1 + βip2 + ki,⊥, i = 1, 2 . (4.6)

The leading contribution comes from the Glauber region where α1 ∼ β1 ∼ α2 ∼ β2 ∼ λ

and |k1,⊥| ∼ |k2,⊥| ∼
√
λ. Similar to the one-loop case, the leading correction arises from

the mixed region where some of the α- or β-components scale as
√
λ. Both in the Glauber

region and in the mixed region, the loop momenta in the numerators of both currents Jµνα

and J̃µνα can be discarded. The reason for this is the same as in the one-loop case and we

do not repeat this analysis here.

Building on the experience with the one-loop calculation reported in the previous

section, we can make the following observation. To obtain O(
√
λ) correction, we only need

to consider the cases where i) one or both β1,2 components of the loop momenta scale as√
λ and both α1,2 scale as λ, or ii) the other way around. If one of the two α’s and one of

the two β’s scale as
√
λ, then α12 and β12 also scale as

√
λ. As the result, both currents in

Eq. (4.4) and Eq. (4.5) are suppressed by O(
√
λ). Thus, the contribution of this region is

suppressed by O(λ) and can be discarded. We conclude that, if we want to construct an

integrand which is valid both in the Glauber region and in the mixed region, we need to

write an expression that incorporates
√
λ corrections to one of the currents and that the

other current should be taken at leading order.

These considerations also guide the expansion of the propagators in powers of λ to make

them valid in both the Glauber region and in the mixed region. To write the approximate

expressions, we define

∆i = −k2
i,⊥ , ∆3,i = −(ki,⊥ − p3,⊥)2 −m2

V , ∆4,i = −(ki,⊥ + p4,⊥)2 −m2
V ,

Θ3,i = −
(
k2
i,⊥ − 2ki,⊥ · p3,⊥

)
, Θ4,i = −

(
k2
i,⊥ + 2ki,⊥ · p4,⊥

)
,

(4.7)

for i ∈ {1, 2, 12}, where α12 = α1 + α2, β12 = β1 + β2 etc. and obtain

d1,2 ≈ ∆1,2 + i0 , d3 ≈ sδ3(β12 − β3) + ∆3,12 + i0 ,

d4 ≈ −sδ4(α12 + α4) + ∆4,12 + i0 ,
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ρ1(ki) ≈ sβi + ∆i + i0 , ρ3(ki) ≈ sα3β3 + Θ3,i + i0 , (4.8)

ρ2(ki) ≈ sαi + ∆i + i0 , ρ4(ki) ≈ sβ4αi + Θ4,i + i0 .

We emphasize that the above expressions for propagators are valid both in the Glauber

region and in the mixed region. Because of that, we can use them to compute the two-loop

non-factorizable amplitude with O(
√
λ) accuracy in the same way as Eq. (3.34) was used

to do that in the one-loop case.

Using the expanded propagators, we simplify the currents in Eq. (4.5) and write the

amplitude as

Aa&b
2 =

1

2!
〈3|γα|1]〈4|γα|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

dd−2k2,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆2∆3,12∆4,12
Φ Φ̃ , (4.9)

where

Φ =

∫
dβ1

2πi

dβ2

2πi

∆3,12

sδ3(β12 − β3) + ∆3,12 + i0

{
1

(β12 + ∆12
s + i0)(β1 + ∆1

s + i0)

+
1

(β12 + ∆12
s + i0)(β2 + ∆2

s + i0)
+

1

(−β2 +
Θ3,2

sα3
+ i0)(β1 + ∆1

s + i0)

+
1

(−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0)(β2 + ∆2

s + i0)
+

1

(−β2 +
Θ3,2

sα3
+ i0)(−β12 +

Θ3,12

sα3
+ i0)

+
1

(−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0)(−β12 +

Θ3,12

sα3
+ i0)

}
,

(4.10)

and

Φ̃ =

∫
dα1

2πi

dα2

2πi

∆4,12

−sδ4(α4 + α12) + ∆4,12 + i0

{
1

(−α12 + ∆12
s + i0)(−α1 + ∆1

s + i0)

+
1

(−α12 + ∆12
s + i0)(−α2 + ∆2

s + i0)
+

1

(α2 +
Θ4,2

sβ4
+ i0)(−α1 + ∆1

s + i0)

+
1

(α1 +
Θ4,1

sβ4
+ i0)(−α2 + ∆2

s + i0)
+

1

(α2 +
Θ4,2

sβ4
+ i0)(α12 +

Θ4,12

sβ4
+ i0)

+
1

(α1 +
Θ4,1

sβ4
+ i0)(α12 +

Θ4,12

sβ4
+ i0)

}
.

(4.11)

To integrate over β1,2 and α1,2 it is useful to rearrange terms in the curly brackets in

Eqs. (4.10, 4.11). Focusing on the integrand in Eq. (4.10), we rewrite it as follows{
....

}
→

∆1
s + ∆2

s − ∆12
s

(β12 + ∆12
s + i0)(β1 + ∆1

s + i0)(β2 + ∆2
s + i0)

+

Θ3,1

α3s
+

Θ3,2

α3s
− Θ3,12

α3s

(−β12 +
Θ3,12

α3s
+ i0)(−β1 +

Θ3,1

α3s
+ i0)(−β2 +

Θ3,2

α3s
+ i0)

+

(
1

β1 + ∆1
s + i0

+
1

−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0

)(
1

β2 + ∆2
s + i0

+
1

−β2 +
Θ3,2

sα3
+ i0

)
.

(4.12)
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We use the above representation to compute the function Φ in Eq. (4.10). We note

that the first term in Eq. (4.12) can be discarded, because of the location of its poles.

Indeed,

Φ1 =

∫
dβ1

2πi

dβ2

2πi

∆3,12

sδ3(β12 − β3) + ∆3,12 + i0

×
∆1
s + ∆2

s − ∆12
s

(β12 + ∆12
s + i0)(β1 + ∆1

s + i0)(β2 + ∆2
s + i0)

= 0 .

(4.13)

To compute the contribution of the second term in Eq. (4.12), we close the integration

contours in the lower half-planes for both integration variables. We obtain

Φ2 =

∫
dβ1

2πi

dβ2

2πi

∆3,12

sδ3(β12 − β3) + ∆3,12 + i0

×
Θ3,1

α3s
+

Θ3,2

α3s
− Θ3,12

α3s

(−β12 +
Θ3,12

α3s
+ i0)(−β1 +

Θ3,1
α3s

+ i0)(−β2 +
Θ3,2

α3s
+ i0)

=
δ3(Θ3,1 + Θ3,2 −Θ3,12)

∆3,12
.

(4.14)

To compute the contribution of the third term in Eq. (4.12), we close the integration

contours for both β1 and β2 in the upper half-planes. The result reads

Φ3 =

∫
dβ1

2πi

dβ2

2πi

∆3,12

sδ3(β12 − β3) + ∆3,12 + i0

×
(

1

β1 + ∆1
s + i0

+
1

−β1 +
Θ3,1

sα3
+ i0

)(
1

β2 + ∆2
s + i0

+
1

−β2 +
Θ3,2

sα3
+ i0

)

=
∆3,12

sδ3(
Θ3,1

s +
Θ3,2

s − β3) + ∆3,12

≈ 1− δ3(Θ3,1 + Θ3,2 − sβ3)

∆3,12
.

(4.15)

Adding up Φ1,2,3, we find the following expression for the function Φ which provides the

combined contribution of both the Glauber region and the mixed region

Φ =
3∑
i=1

Φi = 1− δ3(Θ3,12 − sβ3)

∆3,12
. (4.16)

The calculation for Φ̃ proceeds in an identical way. We obtain

Φ̃ = 1− δ3(Θ4,12 − sα4)

∆4,12
. (4.17)

Finally, putting everything together and retaining terms that provide O(
√
λ) correc-

tions, we find the following result for the two-loop non-factorizable amplitude

Aa&b
2 = − 1

2!
〈3|γα|1]〈4|γα|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

dd−2k2,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆2∆3,12∆4,12

×
[
1 +

δ3

∆3,12
(sβ3 −Θ3,12) +

δ4

∆4,12
(sα4 −Θ4,12)

]
.

(4.18)
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It remains to analyze the contributions of the other regions to the two-loop non-

factorizable amplitude. This analysis proceeds along the lines of the discussion of the

one-loop case. It relies on the fact that for soft and collinear gluons, fermion currents

simplify dramatically. Consider, for example, the case where k1 is Glauber and k2 is soft.

Naively, this region would contribute at O(λ−2) so that we need to account for subleading

contributions from this region. In practice, the contribution is O(λ) suppressed compared

to a naive estimate.

Indeed, if k2 is soft and k1 is Glauber, then k12 is also soft. To understand how

the currents simplify in this case, consider Eq. (4.12). Since β12 ∼ β1 ∼
√
λ � λ, the

leading contribution in the last line of Eq. (4.12) vanishes; we then find that the current in

Eq. (4.12) scales as λ−1, at variance with the naive scaling λ−3/2. We note that we ignore

the pole at β1,2 = 0 for the same reason as in the one-loop case, see Eq. (3.32). Since

both currents exhibit this behavior, we conclude that the contribution of this region to the

amplitude scales as O(λ−1) and not as O(λ−2) as naively expected. For this reason, it is

not relevant for the calculation of the two-loop amplitude with the O(
√
λ) accuracy.

Similar to the one-loop case, we write the two-loop amplitude as

M2 = −1

2

g4
s

(4π)2

(
1

2
{T a, T b}

)
i3i1

(
1

2
{T a, T b}

)
i4i2

M0 C2, (4.19)

where M0 is defined in Eq. (3.36) and the function C2 reads

C2 = 4

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)1−2ε

dd−2k2,⊥
π(2π)1−2ε

(p2
3,⊥ +m2

V )(p2
4,⊥ +m2

V )

∆1∆2∆3,12∆4,12

×
[

1− δ3

(
m2
V

p2
3,⊥ +m2

V

+
m2
V

∆3,12

)
− δ4

(
m2
V

p2
4,⊥ +m2

V

+
m2
V

∆4,12

)]
.

(4.20)

This function looks analogous to the one-loop function C1, c.f. Eq. (3.38). It is relatively

straightforward to compute C2 analytically; the corresponding discussion can be found in

appendix.

5 Infrared pole cancellation and the finite remainder function

To compute the double-virtual non-factorizable contribution to the differential WBF cross

section, we square the one-loop amplitude in Eq. (3.37) and calculate the interference of

the two-loop amplitude in Eq. (4.19) with the Born amplitude. Summing over spins and

colours, we find

dσ̂NNLO
nf =

N2
c − 1

4N2
c

α2
s Cnf dσ̂LO, (5.1)

where αs = g2
s/4π is the strong coupling constant,7 dσ̂LO is the exact Born differential

cross section for Higgs boson production in WBF and Cnf characterizes the non-factorizable

7Strictly speaking, this is the bare coupling constant. However, as we will explain shortly, the function

Cnf is ε-finite. Because of this, the difference between bare and renormalized coupling constants can be

ignored.
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corrections. The function Cnf reads

Cnf = C2
1 − C2 , (5.2)

and all terms that are suppressed stronger than O(
√
λ) are supposed to be discarded when

computing it.

We note that functions C1 and C2 are infra-red divergent; these divergences arise when

the loop momenta ki,⊥, i = 1, 2, vanish. Computing these functions and expanding in ε,

we find

C1 = −1

ε
+ C1,0 + ε C1,1 +O(ε2) ,

C2 =
1

ε2
− 2

ε
C1,0 + C2,0 +O(ε1) .

(5.3)

Using these results in Eq. (5.2), we obtain

Cnf = C2
1,0 − 2 C1,1 − C2,0 , (5.4)

which is infra-red finite and can be computed for ε = 0. The fact that the double-virtual

contribution to non-factorizable corrections in WBF is finite through O(
√
λ) is in accord

with Catani’s formula for infra-red divergences of generic two-loop amplitudes applied to

the WBF process [17]. Analytic results for the function Cnf can be found in the ancillary

file provided with this submission.

6 Numerical results and phenomenology

It is instructive to study the results of the calculation in several ways. First, we compare the

analytic results for the function Cnf at leading order in the λ-expansion against numerical

results8 reported in Ref. [1] and find good agreement. Second, to explore the accuracy

of our result in a realistic setting, we compare the one-loop amplitude including leading

and first sub-leading terms in the λ-expansion, with the exact one-loop non-factorizable

amplitude A1. To this end, we generate events that pass the WBF cuts [19], use them to

evaluate both amplitudes, and compute the following quantity

Xδ =
A1 −Aa&b

1

Aa&b
1 −A(0)

1

. (6.1)

In Eq. (6.1), A1 is the exact amplitude, A(0)
1 is the leading eikonal amplitude

A(0)
1 = −〈3|γµ|1]〈4|γµ|2]

∫
dd−2k1,⊥
(2π)d−2

1

∆1∆3,1∆4,1
, (6.2)

and Aa&b
1 is given in Eq. (3.31). We expect that in WBF kinematics Xδ ∼ O(

√
λ) and we

would like to check if this is indeed the case.

WBF events are required to contain at least two jets with transverse momenta p⊥,j >
25 GeV and rapidities |yj | < 4.5. The two jets must have well-separated rapidities, |yj1 −

8We note that very recently an analytic result for Cnf at leading order in the λ-expansion was com-

puted [18].
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Figure 3: In the left pane, typical δ3 and δ4 values for events allowed by the WBF cuts

are shown. In the right pane, Xδ distribution is presented. See text for details.

yj2 | > 4.5, and their invariant mass should be larger than 600 GeV. In addition, the two

leading jets must be in the opposite hemispheres in the laboratory frame; this is enforced by

requiring that the product of their rapidities in the laboratory frame is negative, yj1yj2 < 0.

Finally, we require that the absolute value of Higgs boson rapidity in the partonic center-

of-mass frame is less than one, |yH | < 1.0. We impose this cut to remove events with too

large δ3 ∼ eyH and δ4 ∼ e−yH , see Eq. (2.6). We note that the cut on the Higgs rapidity

removes just about 5% of the events that pass standard WBF cuts.

In the left pane in Fig. 3, we show typical values of δ3 and δ4 for selected events. The

distribution peaks at δ3 ∼ δ4 ∼
√
λ ∼ 0.1 which is sufficiently small to justify the expansion

in powers of
√
λ. In the right pane in Fig. 3, we show the distribution of Xδ defined in

Eq. (6.1) for selected events. We see that, on average, the next-to-eikonal corrections

reproduce the evaluation of the exact one-loop amplitude subject to WBF cuts. The Xδ-

distribution peaks at around 0.1 which confirms our expectation that Xδ ∼
√
λ. However,

the distribution is fairly broad, which means that neglected terms amount to about 30%

of the next-to-eikonal contribution. This is consistent with magnitude of terms that we

neglected by truncating the λ-expansion at O(
√
λ) accuracy.

We are now in position to investigate the impact of next-to-eikonal corrections on the

WBF cross section. The cross section reads

dσ =
∑
i,j

∫
dx1 dx2 fi(x1, µF ) dσ̂NNLO

nf (x1, x2, µR) fj(x2, µF ) , (6.3)

where fi,j are parton distribution functions and dσ̂NNLO
nf (x1, x2, µR) is the partonic WBF

cross section that includes non-factorizable corrections computed through next-to-eikonal

approximation. We employ NNPDF31 nnlo as 0118 parton distribution functions [20] and

– 17 –



10−2

10−1

100

|d
σ
V
V
/d
p j

1
,⊥
|[

fb
/G

eV
]

σ
(0)
V V

σa&b
V V

50 100 150 200 250 300
pj1,⊥ [ GeV ]

-50%

0%

50%

∆
a
&
b /
σ

(0
)

V
V

[%
]

−0.3

−0.2

−0.1

0.0

d
σ
V
V
/d
y j

1
[f

b
]

σ
(0)
V V

σa&b
V V

−4 −2 0 2 4
yj1

-30.0%

-15.0%

0.0%

∆
a
&
b /
σ

(0
)

V
V

[%
]

Figure 4: Eikonal and next-to-eikonal contributions to the transverse momentum and

rapidity distributions of the leading jet. In the upper pane, leading eikonal contribution is

plotted with a red, dashed line and the next-to-eikonal one with a green, solid line. In the

lower pane, we show the ratio of next-to-eikonal to eikonal contributions. We note that in

the upper left pane, absolute values are shown. See text for further details.

use dynamical renormalization and factorization scales9

µF = µR =
mH

2

[
1 +

4p2
H,⊥
m2
H

]1/4

. (6.4)

We set the mass of the W boson to mW = 80.398 GeV, the mass of the Z boson to

mZ = 91.1876 GeV, and the mass of the Higgs boson to mH = 125 GeV. The Fermi

constant is taken to be GF = 1.16637× 10−5 GeV−2.

For 13 TeV proton-proton collisions, we find that the non-factorizable, double-virtual

contribution to Higgs boson production in WBF evaluates to

σV V = (−3.1 + 0.53) fb , (6.5)

where we display contributions of leading and next-to-leading terms in the λ-expansion.

We emphasise that the next-to-eikonal correction is calculated by excluding kinematic con-

figurations where |yH | > 1 in the partonic center-of-mass frame, in addition to conventional

WBF cuts that we listed earlier. It follows from Eq. (6.5) that the correction to the leading

eikonal approximation amounts to O(17%).

We now turn to the discussion of kinematic distributions. In Fig. 4, we display non-

factorizable corrections to transverse momentum and rapidity distributions of the leading

jet. The comparison of leading and next-to-leading eikonal contributions in lower panes

shows that next-to-leading eikonal corrections range from ten to fifty percent. They appear

to modify the leading order eikonal contribution by O(50%) for higher values of p⊥,j1 . This

enhancement is partially related to the fact that the leading eikonal contribution changes

sign at around p⊥,j1 ∼ 2mW , which is the reason for rapidly changing ratio of eikonal

factors shown in the lower pane.

9It is not clear that this popular choice of the renormalization and factorization scales [10] is the optimal

choice for non-factorizable contributions.
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Figure 5: Eikonal and next-to-eikonal contributions to the transverse momentum and

rapidity distributions of the Higgs boson. In the upper pane, leading eikonal contribution

is plotted with a red, dashed line and the next-to-eikonal one with a green, solid line. In

the lower pane, we show the ratio of next-to-eikonal to eikonal contributions.

The non-factorizable contributions to Higgs boson transverse momentum and rapidity

distributions are shown in Fig. 5. The relation between eikonal and next-to-eikonal con-

tributions are similar to what was observed for the fiducial cross section as well as p⊥ and

rapidity distributions of the leading jet.

7 Conclusion

We computed the two-loop virtual non-factorizable QCD corrections to Higgs boson pro-

duction in weak boson fusion through next-to-leading order in the eikonal expansion. We

found that such an expansion proceeds in powers of p⊥,H/
√
s ∼ mH/

√
s and explained

how to simplify the integrand of the two-loop amplitude to calculate both the leading and

the next-to-leading terms in such an expansion.

We observed that combining individual diagrams before integrating over loop momenta

leads to significant simplifications in the calculation. This happens because contributions

of some of the virtual-momenta regions, that are relevant for computing next-to-eikonal

corrections in individual Feynman diagrams, receive additional suppression in the full am-

plitude and start contributing only at next-to-next-to-leading power.

We have derived compact integral representations for the double-virtual non-factorizable

amplitude at both leading and next-to-leading power in the eikonal expansion. We have also

explained how to compute the two-loop amplitude analytically and provided the analytic

results in the ancillary file.

The numerical impact of next-to-eikonal corrections is significant although, given the

overal smallness of non-factorizable contributions, they do not change the original conclu-

sions of Refs. [1, 21]. Nevertheless, we find that, typically, the next-to-eikonal corrections

change the estimate of the non-factorizable contributions based on the leading term in the

eikonal expansion by O(20) percent.

– 19 –



As a final comment, we note that other sources of non-factorizable contributions to

WBF cross sections, including double-real emission and the real-virtual corrections, were

recently studied in Ref. [22]. It was found that, thanks to the WBF cuts, all the contri-

butions beyond the double-virtual ones are tiny and cannot impact the phenomenological

studies of Higgs production in WBF in any way. The results reported in this reference

allow us to estimate the contribution of the non-factorizable double-virtual corrections to

the WBF cross section with a precision that is likely better than O(10) percent. Since the

non-factorizable contribution itself is just O(1) percent of the total WBF cross section, the

remaining uncertainties stemming from the imprecise knowledge of the two-loop virtual

amplitude are irrelevant. We conclude that the current understanding of non-factorizable

effects is sufficient for phenomenological studies of Higgs production in weak boson fusion

envisaged for the Run III and the high-luminosity phase of the LHC.
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A Calculation of two-dimensional master integrals

The goal of this appendix is to explain how the d = 2 Feynman integrals that contribute

to the coefficients C1,2 can be computed. We begin with the discussion of the two-loop

case. Two-loop d = 2 integrals that are required for computing C2 belong to the following

integral family

j[a1, a2, a3, a4] =
(m2

V )2ε

πd−2Γ(1 + ε)2

∫
dkd−2

1,⊥ dkd−2
2,⊥

∆a1
1 ∆a2

2 ∆a3
3,12∆a4

4,12

. (A.1)

These integrals depend on the transverse momenta of the outgoing jets and of the Higgs

boson, as well as on the mass of the vector boson V . For later convenience, we introduce

three dimensionless variables as

x =
p2

3,⊥
m2
V

, y =
p2

4,⊥
m2
V

, z =
p2
H,⊥
m2
V

. (A.2)

It is straighforward to write down integration-by-parts (IBP) identities [24, 25] for the

integral family j[a1, a2, a4, a4]. Performing the IBP reduction with LiteRed [26, 27], we

find that there are six master integrals. They are

f1 = j[2, 1, 2, 0], f2 = j[2, 2, 1, 0], f3 = j[2, 1, 0, 2],

f4 = j[2, 2, 0, 1], f5 = j[2, 1, 1, 1], f6 = j[2, 1, 2, 1].
(A.3)
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Figure 6: Two-dimensional two-loop master integrals. The thick and thin internal lines

represent massive and massless propagators, respectively. Red lines have mass mV . The

black thick lines correspond to external ”massive” legs. A dot on the internal line means

raising the power of corresponding propagator by one.

The master integrals are displayed in Fig. 6. Although we need these integrals at

d = 2, we find it more convenient to study them first in four dimensions. In particular, at

d = 4, we easily obtain the canonical basis [28] using the Magnus series expansion method

[29]. We then transform the integrals to d = 2 using the dimensional recurrence relations

[30]. In four dimensions, the canonical basis reads

g1 = xε2m2
V f1,

g2 = 2ε2m2
V f1 + (x+ 1)ε2m2

V f2,

g3 = yε2m2
V f3,

g4 = 2ε2m2
V f3 + (y + 1)ε2m2

V f4,

g5 = 2ε3m2
V r2f5, (A.4)

g6 =
ε2r1m

2
V

4[2(y − x) + z(1 + y)]

{
4m2

V [(x− y)2 − (x+ 1)(y + 1)z]f6

− 6ε[(x− y)(y − 1) + z(1 + y)]f5 + (y + 1)2(f4 + 2f3)

− (x+ 1)(y + 1)(f2 + 2f1)

}
,

where r1,2 represent two square roots,

r1 =
√
z(z + 4), r2 =

√
(x+ y − z)2 − 4xy. (A.5)

Note that all the g’s are normalized to be dimensionless and can be regarded as functions of

x, y and z only. The canonical basis vector ~g = (g1, g2, g3, g4, g5, g6)T satisfies a differential
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equation in the dlog form,

d~g(x, y, z; ε) = ε(dA) ~g(x, y, z; ε), (A.6)

where the matrix A reads

l1 − 2l2 −l2 0 0 0 0

4 (l1 − l2) −2l2 0 0 0 0

0 0 l3 − 2l4 −l4 0 0

0 0 4 (l3 − l4) −2l4 0 0

2l10 − l12 + l14
l14−l12

2 2l11 + l12 − l14
l12−l14

2
l5−3l7+4l9

2 −2 (l12 + l14)
−l8+l12−2l13+l14

4
2l8+l12−2l13+l14

8
−l8−l12+2l13−l14

4
2l8−l12+2l13−l14

8 − l12+l14
8

l5−2l6−l7
2


, (A.7)

and the 14 logarithms that constitute A are

l1 = log(x), l2 = log(x+ 1), l3 = log(y),

l4 = log(y + 1), l5 = log(z), l6 = log(z + 4),

l7 = log
[
(x− y)2 − (x+ 1)(y + 1)z

]
, l8 = log

(
z + 2− r1

z + 2 + r1

)
, l9 = log (r2) ,

l10 = log

(
x− y + z − r2

x− y + z + r2

)
, l11 = log

(−x+ y + z − r2

−x+ y + z + r2

)
, (A.8)

l12 = log

(
r1 − r2 + x− y
r1 + r2 + x− y

)
, l13 = log

(
r1 − r2 + x− y
r1 + r2 − x+ y

)
,

l14 = log

(
r1 − r2 − x+ y

r1 + r2 − x+ y

)
.

Eq. (A.6) can be recursively solved order-by-order in ε and the solutions are expressed

in terms of Chen’s iterated integrals [31] with some boundary constants that cannot be

determined from the differential equations alone. For the integrals g1,..,6 these constants

can be computed with a relative ease since all canonical integrals, except g2 and g4, vanish

when x = y = z = 0. The non-vanishing integrals g2 and g4 at this kinematic point

evaluate to

g2,4(0, 0, 0) = −πε csc(πε)Γ(1 + 2ε)

Γ(1 + ε)2
= −1− π2

3
ε2 +O

(
ε3
)
. (A.9)

Furthermore, under the change of variables

x = zuv, y = z(1− u)(1− v), z =
(1− w)2

w
, (A.10)

the square roots r1,2 are rationalized simultaneously and we find

r1 =
(1− w)(1 + w)

w
, r2 =

(1− w)2(u− v)

w
. (A.11)

As the result, the solutions of the system Eq. (A.6) can be expressed in terms of multiple

polylogarithms. In fact, since we need ~g only through O(ε2), relevant expressions for

integrals involve logarithms and dilogarithms of u, v, w. To express them in terms of x, y, z,

we use the following formulas

u, v =
x− y + z ± r2

2z
, w =

2 + z − r1

2
. (A.12)
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Finally, to compute the one-loop amplitude, we need to study the following integral

family

j[a1, a2, a3] =
(m2

V )ε

π(d−2)/2Γ(1 + ε)

∫
dkd−2

1,⊥
∆a1

1 ∆a2
3,1∆a3

4,1

. (A.13)

The analysis is identical to the two-loop case and we will not repeat it here. We only

mention that the canonical basis at d = 2 reads

g1 = εj[0, 0, 1],

g2 = εj[0, 1, 1]m2
V r1,

g3 = εj[1, 0, 1]m2
V (1 + y) ,

g4 = εj[1, 1, 0]m2
V (1 + x) ,

g5 =
εm2

V

2r2

{
2j[1, 1, 1]m2

V

[
(x− y)2 − (1 + x)(1 + y)z

]
(A.14)

+ j[1, 1, 0] [(−x+ y − z) + x (x− y − z)]
− j[1, 0, 1] [(−x+ y + z) + y (x− y + z)]

+ j[0, 1, 1] (2− x− y + z) z
}
.

The canonical basis statisfies a differential equation in the dlog form, similar to Eq. (A.6).

The corresponding matrix A reads
0 0 0 0 0

l8 −l6 0 0 0

−l3 0 l3 − 2l4 0 0

−l1 0 0 l1 − 2l2 0
l10+l11

2
l12+l14

2
−l11−l12+l14

2
−l10+l12−l14

2 2l9 − l7

 , (A.15)

where the logarithms, li, are given in Eq. (A.8). To compute the boundary constants, we

use the fact that the basis is finite at x = y = z = 0 and g1 = −1.
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The Muon-Higgs coupling at a muon collider Jürgen Reuter

1. Introduction

Muon colliders have recently gained a lot of interest again driven by technological progress
made on the accelerator side. The muon collider is now not any longer considered as a Higgs
factory operating at the Higgs threshold, but at an energy frontier machine in the multi-TeV range
which very prominently featured in the US Snowmass Community Summer Study [1–4]. Due to
the very clean environment of the pointlike leptonic beams, their search reach for new particles
and phenomena can supersede that of high-energy hadron colliders like the FCC-hh (one of these
examples is the search for heavy neutrinos, cf. [5]). Muon colliders do have much less synchrotron
radiation and much less beam-energy spread than high-energy (i.e. linear) 𝑒+𝑒− colliders, as well as
much less QED initial-state radiationm which leads to different physics reaches between MuC and
e.g. CLIC at the same collider energies (cf. e.g. [5]. Here, we focus on the search for new physics
in deviations of the muon Yukawa coupling from its Standard Model (SM) value. This proceedings
article contains two sections, Sec. 2 on the sensitivity of muon colliders to anomalous muon-Higgs
couplings and the discovery potential for higher-dimensional operators in this sector from multi-
boson signatures at the MuC, while in Sec. 3 we show that it is possible to provide precision
predictions for these signatures in the SM regarding complete electroweak next-to-leading order
(NLO) corrections. Finally, we briefly conclude.

2. The muon Yukawa coupling sensitivity

After the H(125) particle discovery in 2012, many of its properties have been proven to be
SM-like in the past decade, however, the couplings to the second-generation fermions are still very
elusive. In the SM, the muon Yukawa coupling is one of the smallest parameters. It is expected, that
after the high-luminosity run of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) this coupling could be measured
with a precision of ca. 5 %, however, its sign cannot be determined as it is only accessible from
the Higgs decay. A model-independent measurement would be highly desirable, and indeed it is
possible in direct production at a muon collider. Here, the muon Yukawa coupling shows a subtle
cancellation with production of longitudinal gauge bosons at high energies. As the muon Yukawa
coupling is a tiny parameter in the SM, huge deviations beyond the SM are possible, and could deceit
a default power counting in SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT). There are also BSM examples, like
extra-dimensional theories, where the muon-Yukawa coupling could follow a completely different
renormalization-group running as in the SM, and hence has completely different values at very
energies. Here, we investigate the effect of non-standard muon-Higgs couplings on multi-boson
final states: here, longitudinal polarizations dominate at high energies and anlytic calculations can
be approximated bu the Goldstone-boson equivalence theorem. We will parameterize new physics
effects by EFT operator insertions.

We considered two different EFT representations, a non-linear realization with non-linear
sigma model of Goldstone bosons and a linear representation in terms of a SMEFT expansion. As
an extreme case we assume a toy model where the higher-dimensional operators completely cancel
the SM contribution, leading to a vanishing muon-Higgs coupling, called "matched" case. The
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Figure 1: Cross sections of the production of three and four bosons as a function of the MuC energy. Full
lines are the SM, dotted lines show the increase due to higher-dimensional operators, and dashed lines cross
section from the VBF channel.

modification of the muon-Higgs coupling gets the following modifications from its SM value:

𝐾ℓ = 1 − 𝑣
√

2
𝑀−1

ℓ

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

𝐶
(𝑛)
ℓ𝜑

𝑛𝑣2𝑛

2𝑛−1 , (1)

with contributions of dimensionality 4 + 2𝑛. Here, 𝑀ℓ is the muon mass, 𝑣 the Higgs vacuum
expectation value and 𝐶 (𝑛)

ℓ𝜙
are the Wilson coefficients of the corresponding higher-dimensional

operators. For more details on the model setup cf. [6].
Among the three-boson processes on which we concentrate here, the process `+`− → 𝑍𝑍𝐻

shows the largest deviations from the SM cross section, however, has a smaller rate than the process
`+`− → 𝑊+𝑊−𝐻. For this reason, we mainly use the latter process in this study.

In Fig. 1 we show the cross sections for the production of three and four gauge or Higgs bosons
for the SM (full lines, promt production), dashed lines (SM, vector-boson fusion, VBF) and dashed
lines with insertion of higher-dimension operators as a function of the MuC energy. The VBF
channel is not sensitive to the (anomalous) muon Yukawa coupling and needs to be filtered out in
the event selection. This is achieved with a cut-based selection, demanding that the total invariant
mass of the 3- or 4-boson systems exceeds 80% of the total energy, 𝑀3/4𝐵 > 0.8 ·

√
𝑠, requesting

a minimum polar angle of 10 degrees, \𝑖 𝑓 > 10◦ for each boson (as the VBF process originates
from collinear splitting being mostly forward), and a minimal 𝑅-space distance, Δ𝑅𝐵𝐵 > 0.4 as
resolution criterion. The separation of signal and VBF background is shown in the right hand side
of Fig. 2 for the invariant mass of 3-boson system for the process `+`− → 𝑊+𝑊−𝐻, where one
sees that the first cut above is really efficient.

There are bounds from perturbative partial wave unitarity for the processes of several Higgs
bosons on the size of operator coefficients or total cross sections. These are shown in the left plot of
Fig. 2 for the matched cases (i.e. vanishing explicit muon-Higgs coupling) for the case of dimension-
6 operators only, and then including dimension-8, -10, -12 and -14 operators, respectively. For the
most interesting cases of dimension-6 and -8, the considered MuC energies of 1 <

√
𝑠 < 30 TeV

are still within the bounds.
Our results have been cross-checked with two independent analytic calculations in the Goldstone-

boson equivalence approximation as well as by numeric simulation, using the Monte-Carlo event
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Figure 2: Left plot: Unitarity bound for the matched cases considering Wilson coefficients from different
combinations of higher-dimensional operators as a function of the MuC energy. Right plot: differential
distribution of the invariant mass of the 3-boson system in `+`− → 𝑊+𝑊−𝐻 at 10 TeV: prompt production
vs. VBF, and the effect of the fiducial phase-space cuts.

generator WHIZARD [7, 8], using a UFO model implementation [9, 10]. Several different bench-
merk scenarios have been studied: dimension-6 alone, dimension-8 alone, dimension-6+8 combined
as well as the abovementioned "matched" case. MuC energies between 1 and 30 TeV have been
considered with the luminosity scaling of L =

(√
𝑠/10 TeV

)2 · 10ab−1. The numer of signal events
is defined by the number of events with signal-strength modifier ^` subtracted by the number
of corresponding SM events, 𝑆 = 𝑁^` − 𝑁^`=1. The number of background events is given by
𝐵 = 𝑁^`=1 + 𝑁VBF is this SM event number and the number of VBF events in the fiducial phase
space volume defined above. Our significance is then defined via S = 𝑆/

√
𝐵, where the number of

events in the SM is always the smallest: 𝑁^` ≥ 𝑁^`=1. Also note that because the deviations of the
cross sections is the same for up- and downwards deviations from the SM value, ^` = 1 ± 𝛿, the
significance is the same for these two value. The 5𝜎 significance for establishing such a deviation
from a measurement of these processes is roughly possible for a 20% deviation at a 10 TeV MuC,
and goes down to a 2% deviation at a 30 TeV MuC. This translates to an access to new physics
scales of several tens of TeV to almost a hundred TeV:

Λ > 10 TeV ·
√︂

𝑔

Δ^`
. (2)

This reach is summarized in Fig. 3.

3. Precision predictions for multi-boson processes at the muon collider

To match the experimental precision at colliders, high-precision higher-order theoretical pre-
dictions and simulations are indispensable. In the last section, we discussed multi-boson signatures,
`+`− → 𝑉𝑛𝐻𝑚 with 𝑉 ∈ {𝑊±, 𝑍} and 𝑛 + 𝑚 ≤ 4, as discovery probes for new physics in the
electroweak sector. Electroweak processes at high energies experience large electroweak correc-
tions in terms of Sudakov logarithms (double and single logarithms of the form log `2/𝑀2

𝑉
) that

are typically negative and reduce the cross section, especially in the high-𝑝𝑇 tails of final-state
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Figure 3: 2𝜎 and 5𝜎 significance reach for different deviations of the muon-Higgs coupling from its SM
value as a function of the muon collider energy. Four different triple-boson processes are shown, within the
same fiducial phase-space volume.

particles. These Sudakov logarithms originate from two different sources: (1) virtual electroweak
corrections are not cancelled fully with corresponding real corrections, as one only consider real
QED radiation, but no𝑊/𝑍 radiation, and (2) the initial state, `+`−, and hence also the final state
is not an electroweak singlet. Leading EW corrections can be approximated by these Sudakov
logarithms (and they also provide means of their resummation), but a complete fixed-order NLO
EW calculation is nevertheless necessary to provide high precision in all regions of phase space,
and not only the kinematically enhanced ones. In Ref. [11], all relevant processes with two, three
and four EW gauge or Higgs bosons have been computed. For brevity, we show here the result only
for 3 TeV center-of-mass energy, with the result given in Tab. 1. For the 10 TeV results and more
technical details confer the original paper [11]. The NLO EW results have been calculated with
massive muons, without a collinearly factorized lepton PDF in the initial state. The calculations
rely on the NLO QCD+EW automation in the Monte Carlo framework WHIZARD [7] with virtual
matrix elements from RECOLA [12], using WHIZARD’s parallelized phase-space integrator [13].
This built upon an early EW NLO implementation for SUSY particles [14, 15] and NLO QCD
applications for high-energy lepton colliders [16, 17]. The results have been validated with results
from the literature for electron-positron processes, and the NLO corrections have been compared
to the leading Sudakov corrections and have been found to be in good agreement.

4. Conclusions

In this proceedings article we have shown the importance of future high-energy muon colliders
for the search of deviations of the muon-Higgs coupling from its SM value. For collider energies
beyond 10 TeV, 5𝜎 significance can be reached for deviations at the level of signal-digit per cent.
Unlike the LHC, where this is accessible only from the decay, the sign of the deviation can be
accesses. This search potential is reach in processes of one to three electroweak gauge bosons in
association with the 125 GeV Higgs boson. Different processes, e.g. 𝑊𝑊𝐻 and 𝑍𝑍𝐻 final state,
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`+`− → 𝑋,
√
𝑠 = 3 TeV 𝜎incl

LO [fb] 𝜎incl
NLO [fb] 𝛿EW [%]

𝑊+𝑊− 4.6591(2) · 102 4.847(7) · 102 +4.0(2)
𝑍𝑍 2.5988(1) · 101 2.656(2) · 101 +2.19(6)
𝐻𝑍 1.3719(1) · 100 1.3512(5) · 100 −1.51(4)
𝑊+𝑊−𝑍 3.330(2) · 101 2.568(8) · 101 −22.9(2)
𝑊+𝑊−𝐻 1.1253(5) · 100 0.895(2) · 100 −20.5(2)
𝑍𝑍𝑍 3.598(2) · 10−1 2.68(1) · 10−1 −25.5(3)
𝐻𝑍𝑍 8.199(4) · 10−2 6.60(3) · 10−2 −19.6(3)
𝐻𝐻𝑍 3.277(1) · 10−2 2.451(5) · 10−2 −25.2(1)
𝐻𝐻𝐻 2.9699(6) · 10−8 0.86(7) · 10−8 ∗

𝑊+𝑊−𝑊+𝑊− 1.484(1) · 100 0.993(6) · 100 −33.1(4)
𝑊+𝑊−𝑍𝑍 1.209(1) · 100 0.699(7) · 100 −42.2(6)
𝑊+𝑊−𝐻𝑍 8.754(8) · 10−2 6.05(4) · 10−2 −30.9(5)
𝑊+𝑊−𝐻𝐻 1.058(1) · 10−2 0.655(5) · 10−2 −38.1(4)
𝑍𝑍𝑍𝑍 3.114(2) · 10−3 1.799(7) · 10−3 −42.2(2)
𝐻𝑍𝑍𝑍 2.693(2) · 10−3 1.766(6) · 10−3 −34.4(2)
𝐻𝐻𝑍𝑍 9.828(7) · 10−4 6.24(2) · 10−4 −36.5(2)
𝐻𝐻𝐻𝑍 1.568(1) · 10−4 1.165(4) · 10−4 −25.7(2)

Table 1: Total inclusive cross sections at LO and NLO EW with corresponding relative corrections 𝛿EW, for
two-, three- and four-boson production at

√
𝑠 = 3 TeV.

show different event numbers and different signifcance to such deviations. Systematic uncertainties
can be reduced by taking ratios of these processes.

In the second part, we have provided the electroweak one-loop corrections to the SM processes,
which are negative and between 10-40 per cent of the LO cross section: this can be explained with
the importance of electroweak Sudakov logarithms in the high-energy regime.
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Quark distribution functions and spin-flavor structures in N → ∆ transitions
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Transition generalized parton distributions have emerged as a novel tool for studying the quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD) structure of resonances. They provide an integrated picture of the
transition form factors and the transition parton distribution functions. In this study, we delve into
the angular momentum (AM) properties for the N → ∆ transition and its decomposition into the
orbital angular momentum and the intrinsic spin in the context of the quark distribution functions.
First, we explore the spin-flavor structures within the framework of both the overlap representations
of the three-quark light-cone wave functions and the large Nc limit of QCD. We then estimate the
AM quark distribution functions for the N → ∆ transition. Our analysis reveals a substantial flavor
asymmetry present in both the orbital angular momentum and intrinsic spin components.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of nucleon tomography through generalized parton distributions (GPDs) has been a prominent topic in
hadron physics for several decades, offering valuable insights into the internal structure of hadrons; see Refs. [1–3]
for a review. The GPDs are defined as functions of the skewdeness ξ, the longitudinal momentum fraction of the
nucleon carried by the partons x, and the squared momentum transfer t between initial and final states. The GPDs
parametrize the matrix element of the non-local quark and gluon operators on the light cone and provide an integrated
picture of the parton distribution functions (PDFs) and the elastic form factors. In the forward limit, at zero ξ and t,
the GPDs are reduced to the nucleon PDFs. Furthermore, the Mellin moments of the GPDs are related to the elastic
form factors.

Similar to nucleon GPDs, transition GPDs can be introduced as the non-diagonal matrix elements of non-local QCD
operators. These transition matrix elements can involve the nucleon and excited states, such as N → N∗ or even
N∗ → N∗. The study of transition GPDs offers a new avenue to explore the QCD structure and the dynamic properties
of resonances. Recently, the analysis of the polarized cross section from the hard exclusive π−∆++ electroproduction
off an unpolarized hydrogen target has been performed by the CLAS collaboration [4] and will reveal the N → ∆
transition GPDs. Theoretical studies have also been performed on the exclusive electroproduction of the π −∆ final
states [5] and the deeply virtual Compton process e−N → e−γπN [6].

The first Mellin moments of the transition vector and axial vector GPDs at zero momentum transfer t = 0 correspond
to the isovector components of the anomalous magnetic moments κu−dp→∆+ and axial charge gu−dA,p→∆+ , respectively.

In addition, the second Mellin moments, known as the ”transition angular momentum (AM)” Ju−dp→∆+ in N → ∆

transitions, have recently been studied and related to the transition vector GPDs in the large Nc limit of QCD in
Ref. [7]. In addition, the relation between the quadrupole GPDs HE and HC and the isovector quadrupole EMT
form factors has been established, together with mechanical interpretations of the transition energy-momentum tensor
(EMT) form factors [8]. The Lorentz structure of the transition matrix element of the EMT current has been studied
in Ref. [9], and the corresponding Lorentz invariant functions have been estimated using the light-cone QCD sum
rule [10]. However, the forward limits of the GPDs are still unknown. The study of the transition PDFs is a crucial
aspect of the understanding of the N → ∆ transitions by nucleon tomography.

Reference [7] discusses the definition of the transition angular momentum (AM) on the light cone, which provides
a clear and unambiguous two-dimensional mechanical interpretation as opposed to a three-dimensional distribution.
This approach was exemplified by the interpretation of the non-diagonal matrix element of the +-component of the
electromagnetic current as a light-cone charge distribution [11, 12]. However, the price to pay is that the longitudinal
information of the distribution is lost and taken over by the quark distribution functions. Numerous studies have
addressed this problem for the nucleon [2, 13–18]. Therefore, the tomography of the N → ∆ transition must include
the study of its quark distribution function.

In this study, we aim to investigate the quark distribution functions using the three-quark (3Q) light-cone wave
function (LCWF). The unique properties of the relativistic 3Q LCWF for the nucleon and its partial wave structure
have been extensively studied [19–21]. Building on this uniqueness, we explore the spin-flavor structure of the AM
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in terms of the overlap representation of the 3Q LCWFs. Furthermore, we address a dynamic aspect concerning the
decomposition of the total AM into the intrinsic spin and the orbital angular momentum (OAM). The configuration
of the LCWFs is derived from the light-cone chiral quark-soliton model (LCχQSM). In this model, the baryon is
viewed as Nc valence quarks bound by the pion mean field, and the corresponding system is boosted to the infinite
momentum frame and reconstructed to the LCWFs. It was first developed by Diakonov, Petrov and Polyakov [22, 23]
and then elaborated by Lorcé [24–27]. More recently, the normalization fN of the LCWF was determined in Ref. [28].

An alternative method to study the quark distribution functions in the N → ∆ transition is to use the standard
chiral quark-soliton model (χQSM) [29, 30]. This model embodies the spin-flavor symmetry in the large Nc limit
of QCD [31–35]. Using this spin-flavor symmetry and having the quark distribution functions for the nucleon as
input, one can estimate the corresponding distributions for the N → ∆ transition and the ∆ baryon. Moreover, a
notable advantage of this approach is its explicit inclusion of all contributions from quark-antiquark pairs to the quark
distribution functions, which are neglected in the overlap representation of the 3Q LCWFs. To obtain more realistic
results for the quark distribution functions in the N → ∆ transition, we take data from the χQSM on the nucleon
quark distribution functions [36, 37].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section II, we begin by introducing the formal definitions of the
longitudinally polarized and OAM quark distribution functions for a non-diagonal matrix element, starting from the
EMT current. In section III, we study the spin-flavor structures of these quark distribution functions in the context
of the overlap of the 3Q LCWFs. We evaluate the contributions of the OAM and the intrinsic spin to the total AM
in the N → ∆ transition. In section IV we establish the relations between the quark distribution functions for the
nucleon, the ∆ baryon, and the N → ∆ transition in the context of the large Nc limit. We also establish a connection
between the transition quark distribution functions and the axial vector GPDs. In order to obtain more realistic
results for the quark distribution functions, we have taken data from the χQSM on the quark distribution functions
of the nucleon. From this we derive the corresponding distributions for the ∆ baryon and the N → ∆ transition.
Finally, we summarize our results in the concluding section.

II. QUARK DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS

Before discussing the definition of the quark distribution functions, we start with the QCD EMT current. The
+i-components of the energy-momentum tensor are related to the normalizations of the longitudinally polarized ∆q
and OAM lq quark distribution functions [38], where q denotes the quark flavor. According to Ji’s decomposition [39]
with the gauge-field degrees of freedom dropped, the quark part of the EMT current is expressed as

T̂µνkin,q =
i

2
ψ̄q

(
γµ
←→
∂ µ
)
ψq, (1)

with
←→
∂ µ =

−→
∂ µ −

←−
∂ µ. The symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the kinetic EMT current can be represented by

the divergence of the spin density and the Belinfante-Rosenfeld EMT current, respectively. These expressions are
described in the Refs. [38, 40]:

T̂
[µν]
kin,q = −∂αŜαµνq , T̂

{µν}
kin,q = 2T̂µνq , (2)

where T̂µνq is the Belinfante-Rosenfeld EMT current, and {ab} = ab+ ba, [ab] = ab− ba. It is important to note that
while the isoscalar EMT current is conserved, the isovector component of the EMT current is not conserved. In the
symmetric frame on the light cone, known as the generalized Drell-Yan-West (DYW) frame with P⊥ = 0 and ∆+ = 0,
the EMT distributions are defined by the Fourier transform of the baryonic matrix element of the EMT current

T+i
q (b|B′B) =

∫
d2∆

(2π)2
e−i∆·b〈B′(P+,∆/2, S′3)|T̂+i

q |B(P+,−∆/2, S3)〉, (3)

where the initial and final baryons are denoted by B and B′, respectively. The average and the difference between
the incoming (p) and outgoing (p′) baryon momenta are given by P = (p′ + p)/2 and ∆ = p′ − p, respectively. While
S′3 and S3 denote the spin projections of the initial and final baryons, respectively, the baryon spin states in Eq. (3)
are chosen as light-front helicity states.

The QCD AM can be separated into two components: the OAM denoted by lq, which is associated with the kinetic
EMT current T+i

kin,q, and the intrinsic spin represented by ∆q, which corresponds to the antisymmetric part of the

kinetic EMT current T
[+i]
kin,q. The QCD AM is then defined by

2Sz(S′3, S3)JqB′→B = 2Sz(S′3, S3)[lq + ∆q]B′→B =
1

2P+

∫
d2b [b× T+T

q (b|B′B)]z, (4)
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with the matrix element of the generalized spin vector

Sz(S′3, S3) =
√
S(S + 1)

√
2S + 1

2S′ + 1
C
S′S′3
SS310, (5)

where S′ and S represent the spins of the initial and final states, respectively, and C
S′S′3
SS310 corresponds to the SU(2)

Clebsch-Gordan coefficient. The equation (5) holds not only for the diagonal matrix element |S′ − S| = 0, but also
for the non-diagonal transition |S′ − S| = 1. The standard spin vector is recovered by setting S′ = S. By inserting
the different initial and final spin quantum numbers, one can define the transition angular momentum [7].

Similarly, we can introduce and interpret the longitudinally polarized and OAM quark distribution functions for
the N → ∆ transition as the forward limits of the transition GPDs. While the forward limit of the twist-2 nucleon
axial-vector GPDs [1–3] is related to the longitudinally polarized quark distribution, the OAM quark distribution is
related to the twist-3 nucleon GPDs [41–43]. Similar relations can be found for the N → ∆ transition, which will be
discussed in section IV. Again neglecting the gauge-field degrees of freedom, the longitudinally polarized ∆qB→B′(x)
and OAM lqB′→B(x) quark distributions are formally given by (see Refs. [1–3, 38] for a review)

2Sz(S′3, S3)∆qB→B′(x) =
1

2

∫
dz−

2π
eixP

+z−〈B′(P+,0, S′3)|ψ̄q
(
−z

2

)
γ+γ5ψq

(z
2

)
|B(P+,0, S3)〉

∣∣∣∣
z+=z⊥=0

,

2Sz(S′3, S3)lqB′→B(x) =

∫
d2k⊥i(k⊥ ×∇∆)z

1

2

∫
dz−d2z⊥

(2π)3
ei(xP

+z−−k⊥·z⊥)

× 〈B′(P+,∆/2, S′3)|ψ̄q
(
−z

2

)
γ+ψq

(z
2

)
|B(P+,−∆/2, S3)〉

∣∣∣∣
z+=0,∆=0

, (6)

where x is the longitudinal momentum fraction of a baryon carried by quarks. Thus, the total AM quark distribution
function is given by

JqB→B′(x) := lqB→B′(x) + ∆qB→B′(x). (7)

III. LIGHT-CONE CHIRAL QUARK-SOLITON MODEL

The chiral quark-soliton model (χQSM) is a pion mean-field theory, motivated by the large Nc limit of QCD [44].
The pion field is created by the presence of valence quarks, and the valence quarks are in turn influenced by the pion
field. This self-consistent interaction leads to the formation of a baryon; see Refs. [29, 30] for s review. The light-cone
chiral quark soliton model (LCχQSM) is a version of the χQSM that is formulated on the light cone [22, 23]. This
allows for a more simpler treatment of the relativistic dynamics of the model.

A. Light-cone wave functions

In this model, the baryon wave function appears as the sum of the discrete-level wave function1 F jσ and the infinite
tower of quark-antiquark pair wave functions. While higher Fock states, such as 5Q and 7Q, can be generated by the
pair wave functions, we limit our investigation to the 3Q configuration. This choice is motivated by the observation
that the inclusion of higher Fock states would introduce corrections to the observables that are typically no larger
than 20% in many theoretical approaches. Therefore, we will consider only the discrete-level wave function

F jσ(x,k⊥) =

(
kLf⊥(x, |k⊥|) f‖(x, |k⊥|)
−f‖(x, |k⊥|) kRf⊥(x, |k⊥|)

)jσ ∣∣∣∣
kz=xMN−Elev

, (8)

where j is the quark isospin and σ is the light-cone helicity with kR,L = kx± iky and the nucleon mass MN . Here, the
longitudinal momentum fraction of the baryon carried by the quark is denoted by x, and the transverse momentum
of the quark is given by k⊥. The two independent functions f‖(x, |k⊥|) and f⊥(x, |k⊥|) are written as

f‖(x, |k⊥|) =

√
MN

2π

(
h(k) +

kzj(k)

|k|

)
, f⊥(x, |k⊥|) =

√
MN

2π

j(k)

|k|
. (9)

1 In fact, the configuration of the discrete-level wave function is slightly distorted by the vacuum polarization effects. Since these
contributions are negligible, we omit them in this work. Detailed estimates of such contributions can be found in Ref. [27].
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h and j are the upper and lower components of the Dirac spinor in the presence of the chiral fields. Elev is the
discrete-level quark eigenenergy bounded by the pion mean field. Note that in the nonrelativistic (NR) limit the
diagonal part of F jσ is dropped, i.e,

fNR
‖ (x, |k⊥|) =

√
MN

2π
h(k), fNR

⊥ (x, |k⊥|) = 0. (10)

After summing over the discrete-level energy Elev ∼ 0.2 and the Dirac continuum spectra, one finds the classical
nucleon mass MN ∼ 1.207 GeV.

In the limit of large Nc, the baryon wave function can be completely factorized in color space, so that the LCWFs
are given by the product of the Nc discrete-level wave functions (see Refs. [22, 23, 45] for the details):

|B(P, S3)〉 = T (B)f1f2f3j1j2j3,k

c0√
Pz

∫
[dk]

∫
[dx]F j1σ1(k1)F j2σ2(k2)F j3σ3(k3)

× εα1α2α3

√
Nc!

a†α1f1σ1
(p1)a†α2f2σ2

(p2)a†α3f3σ3
(p3)|0〉, (11)

with the relative transverse momenta of the quarks ki = (xi,ki⊥) and the physical transverse momenta pi = (xi,ki⊥+
xiP⊥). The index αi denotes the color index, and the light-cone wave function is antisymmetric in the color space.
The indices fi and σi stand for the quark flavors and the light-cone helicity, respectively. P = (P⊥, Pz) and c0
designate the baryon momentum and the normalization constant of the light-cone wave function, respectively. The
quark creation operator, denoted as a†, follows the anticommutation relations

{a†a(p⊥), aa′(p
′)} = δa′aδ(x− x′)(2π)2δ(2)(p′⊥ − p⊥). (12)

with a = {α, f, σ} and a′ = {α′, f ′, σ′}. In order to ensure a well-defined momentum for the baryon state, we take into
account the translational zero mode. This leads to the conservation of momentum in the baryon state. Consequently,
the integration measure for the 3Q state can be expressed as follows:∫

[dx] =

∫
dx1dx2dx3 δ

(
3∑
l=1

xl − 1

)
,

∫
[dk] =

∫ ( 3∏
i=1

d2ki⊥
(2π)2

)
(2π)2δ(2)

(
3∑
l=1

kl⊥

)
. (13)

To include the spin and isospin quantum numbers of the baryon, we also consider the rotational zero mode. Each of

the discrete-level quarks undergoes a rotation given by the matrix Rfj and is projected onto the spin-flavor baryon

state B∗(R) by integrating over R. We denote this group integral by the following shorthand:

T (B)f1f2f3j1j2j3,k
:=

∫
dRB∗k(R)Rf1j1R

f2
j2
Rf3j3 , (14)

where the spin-flavor baryon states are given by

p∗↑ =
√

8R†21 R
3
3, ∆+∗

↑ =
√

10(R†21 R
†2
1 R
†1
2 +R†22 R

†2
1 R
†1
1 ). (15)

The spin polarization of the baryon is denoted by k =↑, ↓= 1, 2. The prefactors of the spin-flavor baryon states are
determined through the following normalization:∫

dRB∗k(R)Bk(R) = 1. (16)

We refer to Refs. [24, 26, 45, 46] for the details of the group integrals.
Note that in the large Nc limit we set the masses of the nucleon and the ∆ baryon to be equal, i.e., MN = M∆ ∼

O(Nc). To include higher-order corrections beyond the leading Nc approximation, the argument of the Dirac delta
function in the integration measure must be adjusted. This modification accounts for the kinematical subleading
corrections in Nc and has been discussed in Ref. [47].

B. Normalization of the LCWFs

In this section, we focus on the parameterization of the overlap integrals of the LCWFs. This parameterization

allows us to determine the normalization of the LCWFs. Specifically, the normalization factor c0 =
√

(2π)/N (3) of
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the baryon LCWF can be obtained by evaluating the contraction of the creation and annihilation operators, which is
written as

N (3)(B) = 6T (B)f1f2f3j1j2j3,k
T (B)

j′1j
′
2j
′
3,k

f1f2f3

∫
[dk]F j1σ1(k1)F j2σ2(k2)F j3σ3(k3)F †j′1σ1

(k1)F †j′2σ2
(k2)F †j′3σ3

(k3). (17)

By performing the group integrals for both the proton and the ∆ baryon, we determine their respective normalizations

N (3)(p↑) =
3

2
αV , N (3)(∆+

↑ ) =
3

5
αV , (18)

where it is convenient to define the αV in terms of the quark distributions ΦV (x)

αI=V :=

∫
dxΦI=V (x) =

∫
[dx]

∫
[dk]DI=V (x,k1,k2,k3). (19)

with

DI=V = δ(x− x1)

[
f2
‖ (k1) + k1Rk1Lf

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
. (20)

Note that the normalizations of the discrete-level wave functions f⊥ and f‖ are arbitrary. For convenience, we choose

them to have a normalization parameter αV equal to 1.

C. Overlap integrals

We are now in a position to evaluate the quark distribution functions of the AM using the LCWFs. The overlap
representations for the AM operators are parameterized by the five quark distributions, and they are labeled by
I = A,L,L1, L2, L3. DI=A,L,L1,L2,L3(x,k1,k2,k3) is then defined as

DA = δ(x− x1)

[
f2
‖ (k1)− k1Rk1Lf

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
,

DL = δ(x− x1)

[
x1k1Rk1Lf

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
,

DL1 = δ(x− x1)

[
(1− x1)k1Rk1Lf

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
,

DL2 = δ(x− x2)

[
1

2
(k1Rk2L + k1Lk2R)x1f

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
,

DL3 = δ(x− x3)

[
1

2
(k1Rk3L + k1Lk3R)x1f

2
⊥(k1)

][
f2
‖ (k2) + k2Rk2Lf

2
⊥(k2)

][
f2
‖ (k3) + k3Rk3Lf

2
⊥(k3)

]
. (21)

Using the quark distributions given in Eq. (21), we obtained the AM quark distribution functions:

• for the proton (for the nuetron (u↔ d))

lup (x) =
4

3
ΦL1(x)− 1

3
ΦL2(x)− 1

3
ΦL3(x), ldp(x) = −1

3
ΦL1(x)− 2

3
ΦL2(x)− 2

3
ΦL3(x),

lu+d
p (x) = ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x), lu−dp (x) =

5

3
ΦL1(x) +

1

3
ΦL2(x) +

1

3
ΦL3(x),

∆up(x) =
2

3
ΦA(x), ∆dp(x) = −1

6
ΦA(x),

[∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]p =
1

2
ΦA(x), [∆u(x)−∆d(x)]p =

5

6
ΦA(x). (22)
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• for the ∆+ baryon

lu∆+(x) =
2

3

(
ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
, ld∆+(x) =

1

3

(
ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
,

lu+d
∆+ (x) = ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x), lu−d∆+ (x) =

1

3

(
ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
,

∆u∆+(x) =
1

3
ΦA(x), ∆d∆+(x) =

1

6
ΦA(x),

[∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]∆+ =
1

2
ΦA(x), [∆u(x)−∆d(x)]∆+ =

1

6
ΦA(x). (23)

• for the p→ ∆+ transition

lup→∆+(x) = −
√

2

3

(
2ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
, ldp→∆+(x) =

√
2

3

(
2ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
,

lu+d
p→∆+(x) = 0, lu−dp→∆+(x) = −2

√
2

3

(
2ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

)
,

∆up→∆+(x) = −
√

2

3
ΦA(x), ∆dp→∆+(x) =

√
2

3
ΦA(x),

[∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]p→∆+ = 0, [∆u(x)−∆d(x)]p→∆+ = −2
√

2

3
ΦA(x). (24)

Based on the spin-flavor structures of the proton (p), the neutron (n), the ∆+ baryon and the p→ ∆+ transition, we
obtain intriguing relations for the OAM quark distribution functions

lup→∆+(x) = −
√

2

3

(
lu∆+(x) + lup (x)

)
= −
√

2

9

(
2lun(x) + 5lup (x)

)
,

ldp→∆+(x) =

√
2

3

(
5ld∆+(x)− ldp(x)

)
=

√
2

9

(
5ldn(x) + 2ldp(x)

)
, (25)

and for the longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions

∆up→∆+(x) = − 1√
2

∆up(x) = −
√

2∆u∆+(x),

∆dp→∆+(x) = −2
√

2∆dp(x) = 2
√

2∆d∆+(x). (26)

By integrating the quark distribution functions over the variable x, we have obtained the values for the intrinsic
spin (also known as the axial charge ∆qB′→B = gqA,B′→B/2) and the OAM∫

dx∆qB→B′(x) = ∆qB→B′ ,

∫
dx lqB→B′(x) = lqB→B′ . (27)

From Eq. (21), one can easily see that the integral of the total AM quark distribution functions Ju+d
p,∆+(x) over x is

properly normalized to the baryon spin∫
dx Ju+d

p,∆+(x) =

∫
dx

[
1

2
ΦA(x) + ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

]
=

1

2
. (28)

Here we used the relation k1 + k2 + k3 = 0. It is obvious that the isoscalar transition AM Ju+d
p→∆+(x) is equal to

zero. It is worth noting that in the nonrelativistic limit, all OAM quark distribution functions become zero, while the
longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions become equivalent to the total AM quark distribution functions:

∆qB→B′,NR(x) = JqB→B′,NR(x), lqB→B′,NR(x) = 0. (29)
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FIG. 1. Longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions for the proton (upper left panel), ∆ baryon (upper right panel),
and p → ∆+ transition (lower panel). The solid (black), dashed (red), dot-dashed (blue), and dotted (green) lines represent
the ∆u+ ∆d, ∆u−∆d, ∆u, and ∆d contributions, respectively.

D. Numerical results

To estimate the AM quark distribution functions and their normalizations, we use the explicit quark wave functions
f⊥ and f‖, where the values of the dynamical parameters are taken from Refs. [22–24, 45]. We will provide not only
the quark distribution functions for the N → ∆ transition, but also how many fractions of the intrinsic spin and the
OAM contribute to the N → ∆ transition AM.

In Fig. 1 we first examined the longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions for the proton, the ∆ baryon,
and theN → ∆ transition. These distribution functions are parameterized with respect to the single quark distribution
ΦA, which is normalized as follows:∫

dxΦA(x) = αA = 0.861,

∫
dxΦANR(x) = αANR = 1, (30)

where we have reproduced the numerical values given in Ref. [26]. It is observed that the ∆u and ∆d values for the
proton have opposite signs, with ∆u being positive and ∆d being negative. However, for the ∆+ baryon, both ∆u
and ∆d have positive signs. Interestingly, in the case of the proton, the isovector component of the axial charge is
significantly larger than the isoscalar component. Conversely, for the ∆ baryon, this relation is reversed. Turning to
the quark distribution functions for the p→ ∆+ transition, they are naturally induced from the group relation. While
the isoscalar quark distribution functions in the p→ ∆+ transition are zero, a substantial asymmetry between the light
valence quarks is obtained. The normalizations of these distribution functions are summarized in Table I. Consistent
with the large Nc analysis [7], it is noteworthy that the flavor asymmetries in the intrinsic spin [∆u − ∆d]p→∆+ =

−0.812 and in the total AM Ju−dp→∆+ = −0.887 are estimated to be substantial. Note that the sign difference for Ju−dp→∆+
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compared to Ref. [7] might depend on the choice of the phases of the baryon states.
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FIG. 2. OAM quark distribution functions for the proton (upper left panel), ∆+ baryon (upper right panel), and p → ∆+

transition (lower panel). The solid (black), dashed (red), dot-dashed (blue), and dotted (green) lines represent the lu+d, lu−d,
lu, and ld contributions, respectively.

Figure 2 illustrates the OAM quark distribution functions. We observe that the OAM contribution lq to the
baryon spin is relatively small compared to ∆q. This suggests that the nonrelativistic approximation is a reasonable
approximation for describing the total AM. The OAM is parameterized in terms of the three quark distributions
ΦL1,L2,L3(x), and their normalizations αL1,L2,L3 are estimated as follows:∫

dxΦL1(x) = αL1 = 0.050,

∫
dxΦL2,L3(x) = αL2,L3 = −0.010, with ΦL2(x) = ΦL3(x). (31)

We then arrive at the value of the isoscalar OAM

lu+d
p,∆+ =

∫
dx
[
ΦL1(x)− ΦL2(x)− ΦL3(x)

]
=

∫
dxΦL(x) = αL = 0.070. (32)

This result is in agreement with the numerical estimate made in Ref. [21]. In the nonrelativistic limit, the OAM quark
distributions apparently become null

ΦL1,L2,L3

NR (x) = 0. (33)

Since the quark has no relativistic motion in this limit, all observables relevant to the OAM should be zero.
In the case of the proton, the OAM lu+d is similar in magnitude to lu−d, indicating that ld is close to zero.

However, in the ∆+ baryon, lu∆+ is twice as large as ld∆+ . This relation holds exactly for the intrinsic spin ∆q,
specifically ∆u∆+ = 2∆d∆+ . In addition, it is noteworthy that there is a significant flavor asymmetry of the OAM
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in the p → ∆ transition. The normalizations of these quantities can be found in Table I. The equal but opposite
contributions of the u and d quarks to the OAM result in lu+d

p→∆+ = 0. When the OAM and the intrinsic spin are

combined, they give the total AM. As shown in Eq. (28), numerically the total AM is indeed normalized to the baryon
spin.

TABLE I. Intrinsic spin, OAM, and total angular momentum of the nucleon, the ∆+ baryon, and the p → ∆ transition are
listed for both the nonrelativistic (NR) and relativistic (Rel.) cases.

Contents lq ∆q Jq

q u d u− d u+ d u d u− d u+ d u d u− d u+ d

NR

p→ p 0 0 0 0 2/3 −1/6 5/6 1/2 2/3 −1/6 5/6 1/2

∆+ → ∆+ 0 0 0 0 1/3 1/6 1/6 1/2 1/3 1/6 1/6 1/2

p→ ∆+ 0 0 0 0 −
√

2/3
√

2/3 −2
√

2/3 0 −
√

2/3
√

2/3 −2
√

2/3 0

Rel.

p→ p 0.073 −0.003 0.076 0.070 0.574 −0.144 0.718 0.431 0.647 −0.147 0.794 0.5

∆+ → ∆+ 0.046 0.023 0.023 0.070 0.287 0.144 0.144 0.431 0.333 0.167 0.167 0.5

p→ ∆+ −0.037 0.037 −0.074 0 −0.406 0.406 −0.812 0 −0.443 0.443 −0.887 0

IV. LARGE Nc ANALYSIS OF THE QUARK DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS

Another way to estimate the value of the quark distribution function is to use the spin-flavor structure in the
large Nc limit of QCD. In practice, this structure can be obtained within the chiral soliton approach. One of the
most realistic and representative models of this approach is the χQSM. In this model the various quark distribution
functions have been evaluated [36, 37, 48–50]. From the given quark distribution functions of the nucleon, one can
easily map those of the N → ∆ transitions by using the spin-flavor symmetry. In fact, the results of this approach are
more reliable than those of the LCχQSM. While in the LCχQSM the infinite tower of higher-fock states is truncated,
all sea-quark contributions (quark-antiquark pairs) are explicitly taken into account in their estimation.

Thus, this section is devoted to the extraction of the quark distribution functions for the N → ∆ transitions from
those for the nucleon using the leading order 1/Nc expansion relations. While the numerical data for the longitudinally
polarized quark distribution functions for the nucleon in the χQSM are given in Ref. [36, 37], those for the OAM
quark distribution are missing. Thus, we will discuss only the longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions.
In the large Nc they are derived as follows [36, 37, 51, 52]:

2Sz(S′3, S3)[∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]B→B′ = 〈S3〉B′B
(

∆usol(x) + ∆dsol(x)

)
∼ Nc × f(Ncx),

2Sz(S′3, S3)[∆u(x)−∆d(x)]B→B′ = 〈D33〉B′B
(

∆usol(x)−∆dsol(x)

)
∼ N2

c × f(Ncx). (34)

where 〈...〉B′B stands for the matrix element of the spin-flavor operator between the initial (B = {S, S3, I, I3}) and
final (B′ = {S′, S′3, I ′, I ′3}) baryon states:

〈S3〉B′B =
√
S(S + 1)C

S′S′3
SS310δS′SδI′3I3δI′I , 〈D33〉B′B = −

√
2S + 1

2S′ + 1
C
S′S′3
SS310C

I′I′3
II310. (35)

The explicit expressions of the quark distributions ∆usol and ∆dsol in the chiral soliton approach are given in Refs. [36,
37]. For the isoscalar, the proton and ∆+ baryon quark distribution functions are equivalent to each other

[∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]N→N = [∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]∆→∆, [∆u(x) + ∆d(x)]N→∆ = 0, (36)

and the isoscalar transition is obviously not allowed because the isospins of the N and ∆ baryons differ by |I ′−I| = 1,
so the operator must be |I ′ − I| ≥ 1. As for the isovector component, the longitudinally polarized quark distribution
for p→ p is related to those for p→ ∆+ and ∆+ → ∆+

[∆u(x)−∆d(x)]p→p =
1√
2

[∆u(x)−∆d(x)]p→∆+ = 5[∆u(x)−∆d(x)]∆+→∆+ . (37)
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Integrating these quark distribution functions over x, one obtains the axial-charge relations

gu−dA,p→p =
1√
2
gu−dA,p→∆+ = 5gu−dA,∆+→∆+ , (38)

which is exactly the same as the total AM [7]. In that paper it was emphasized that the spin-flavor symmetry in the
large Nc is blind to the decomposition between the intrinsic spin and the OAM. This is the reason why the spin-flavor
relation for the total AM also holds for the isovector axial charge.

In addition, we want to mention the relation of the transition GPDs to the quark distribution functions. The
N → ∆ GPDs [51] are defined as

P+

∫
dλ

2π
eixP

+z−〈∆+(p′, S′3)|ψ̄(−z/2)γ+γ
5τ3ψ(z/2)|p(p′, S′3)〉 = ūβ(p′, S′3)

[
C1(x, ξ, t)g+β + ...

]
u(p, S3), (39)

where ... denotes the GPDs suppressed in the large Nc limit and dropped in the forward limit ∆, ξ = 0, and ūβ and
u are Rarita–Schwinger and Dirac spinors, respectively. The first Mellin moment of the transition GPD is related to
the axial-vector form factor∫

dxC1(x, ξ, t) = 2C5(t), (40)

where the matrix element of the local axial vector current is parametrized in terms of the Adler-type form factors [53,
54] as

〈∆+(p′, S′3)|ψ̄(0)γµγ
5 τ

3

2
ψ(0)|p(p′, S′3)〉 = ūβ(p′, S′3)

[
C5(t)gµβ + ...

]
u(p, S3). (41)

In the forward limit ∆, ξ = 0, the transition GPDs are reduced to quark distribution functions in the N → ∆ transition

[∆u(x)−∆d(x)]p→∆+ =

√
2

3
C1(x, 0, 0). (42)

Integrating the quark distribution functions over x, one arrives at the axial charge

gu−dA,p→∆+ =
√

2gu−dA,p→p = 2

√
2

3
C5(0) ∼ O(Nc). (43)

They coincide with the large Nc relations between the nucleon and the N → ∆ transition GPDs and their Nc scalings

C1(x, ξ, t) =
√

3H̃u−d(x, ξ, t) ∼ N2
c × f(Ncx,Nc, ξ, t). (44)

It is easy to find these large Nc relations among the GPDs, the PDFs, and the charge for the ∆ baryon [55, 56].
Finally, it is worth noting that the same spin-flavor structure holds for the OAM quark distributions

lu−dp→p(x) =
1√
2
lu−dp→∆+(x) = 5lu−d∆+→∆+(x), (45)

because the spin-flavor structures of the intrinsic spin, OAM, and total AM are shared.
Figure 3 shows the longitudinally polarized quark distributions for the p → ∆+ and ∆+ baryons, based on their

spin-flavor structures. The upper left panel shows that the quark and antiquark distribution functions for the N → ∆
transition are about 1.4 times larger than those of the nucleon. Note that in the large Nc limit, the scaling behavior of
∆u+∆d and ∆u−∆d is of the order of O(N0

c ) and O(N1
c ), respectively. Therefore, a mere consideration of the leading

contributions is not sufficient for the flavor decomposition, since the subleading contribution to the isovector quark
distribution functions [∆u−∆d |sub ∼ O(N0

c ) must also be taken into account. In contrast, for the N → ∆ transition,
the isoscalar quark distribution functions must be zero, eliminating the Nc scaling admixture. Consequently, the
flavor-decomposed quark distributions are shown in the right panel of Fig. 3. Additionally, for completeness, we
include the quark distribution functions for the ∆ baryon. Similar to the LCχQSM, these distributions are relatively
small compared to the nucleon results due to the kinematical factors.

Table II shows the separate contributions of the OAM and the intrinsic spin to the total AM, using data from
lattice QCD at µ2 = 4 GeV2 and the χQSM at µ2 ∼ 0.36 GeV2. Instead of relying on the normalization values of
the quark distribution functions in Fig.3, we use values obtained from calculations of the EMT form factors[57–59].
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FIG. 3. Longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions for the p→ ∆+ (upper panels), ∆+ baryon (lower panels).

TABLE II. The intrinsic spin, OAM and total angular momentum of the nucleon, the ∆+ baryon and the p → ∆ transition
are listed using the input data from the QCD lattice [60] and the χQSM [57–59]. Input values are marked with an asterisk ∗.

Contents lq ∆q Jq

q u− d u+ d u− d u+ d u− d u+ d

Lattice QCD [60] µ2 = 4 GeV2

p→ p −0.38∗ 0.03∗ 0.61∗ 0.21∗ 0.23∗ 0.24∗

∆+ → ∆+ −0.08 0.03 0.12 0.21 0.05 0.24

p→ ∆+ −0.54 0 0.86 0 0.33 0

χQSM [57–59] µ2 ∼ 0.36 GeV2

p→ p −0.87∗ 0.23∗ 1.25∗ 0.27∗ 0.56∗ 0.50∗

∆+ → ∆+ −0.17 0.23 0.25 0.27 0.11 0.50

p→ ∆+ −1.23 0 1.77 0 0.79 0

In particular, both lattice QCD and the χQSM predict a substantial flavor asymmetry in both OAM and intrinsic
spin. These contributions have opposite signs, leading to a partial cancellation and resulting in a relatively small
value of Ju−d. This cancellation effect is observed in both lattice QCD and χQSM, although the magnitudes of lu−d

and ∆u−∆d in χQSM are almost twice as large as in lattice QCD.

The discrepancy observed in the isovector component is due to technical reasons. In the χQSM, the effective action
can be split into a real part and an imaginary part. The real part of the effective action exhibits ultraviolet (UV)
divergences, while the imaginary part is free of such divergences; see Ref. [29] for details. The total isovector AM
arises only from the imaginary part, so no regularization is necessary. This can be easily demonstrated by the gradient
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expansion, where the leading order is free of UV divergences. However, the individual contributions of the intrinsic
spin and the OAM suffer from UV divergences. Remarkably, the UV divergent parts of OAM and intrinsic spin exactly
cancel each other out, resulting in a total AM that is free of UV divergences [61]. Consequently, the separation of
OAM and intrinsic spin at the level of the EMT would be inappropriate. Only the total AM Ju−d can be considered
as a reliable observable when starting from the EMT. On the other hand, since Ju+d comes from the real part and is
already regularized, it is safe to study the separate contributions of OAM and intrinsic spin.

In our predictions in the large Nc limit, we determine the separate contributions of intrinsic spin and OAM for
both the ∆ baryon and the N → ∆ transition. Remarkably, the results show significant magnitudes for the isovector
components of both OAM and intrinsic spin. However, in the case of the ∆ baryon, the magnitudes of the isovector
components for OAM and intrinsic spin are comparatively smaller, in agreement with the expectations of the LCχQSM.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of this study is to investigate the quark distribution functions associated with the N → ∆ transition
and to address a dynamical aspect regarding the decomposition of the contributions from orbital angular momentum
and intrinsic spin.

Starting from the energy-momentum tensor current, we establish the definition of angular-momentum quark distri-
bution functions applicable to all initial and final baryon states, including the specific case of the N → ∆ transition.
These quark distribution functions include the longitudinally polarized quark distribution and the orbital angular-
momentum quark distribution. They can be related to the twist-2 and twist-3 generalized parton distributions,
respectively.

To estimate the angular-momentum quark distribution functions, we use two different approaches. The first ap-
proach involves the use of overlap representations of the 3Q light-cone wave function derived from the chiral quark-
soliton model. The second approach relies on the standard spin-flavor symmetry in the framework of the large Nc
limit of QCD.

First, the determination of the orbital angular momentum quark distribution function involves two independent
distributions, ΦL1(x) and ΦL2(x), derived from the overlap representation of the 3Q light cone wave function. It turns
out that a linear combination of the proton and neutron orbital angular momentum quark distributions allows the
extraction of those associated with the N → ∆ transition and the ∆ baryon. On the other hand, the longitudinally
polarized quark distribution relies solely on the single distribution ΦA(x). Thus, access to the quark distributions of
the proton allows the determination of those for the N → ∆ transition and the ∆ baryon.

We found that a significant fraction of the QCD angular momentum comes from the intrinsic spin, while the
remaining fraction is due to the relativistic motion of the quarks, known as orbital angular momentum. As a result,
the nonrelativistic approximation holds reasonably well for the 3Q light-cone wave function. Nevertheless, both the
intrinsic spin and the orbital angular momentum show a significant flavor asymmetry. This suggests that the isovector
component of the total angular momentum is substantial. The substantial flavor asymmetry in the angular momentum
holds for both the p→ p and p→ ∆+ processes. For the ∆+ baryon, however, the isovector component is suppressed
due to the associated kinematical factor.

Second, we use the spin-flavor symmetry in the large Nc limit of QCD to derive the longitudinally polarized quark
distribution functions for the ∆+ baryon and the p→ ∆+ transition. Using the dynamical information obtained in the
nucleon sector, we can easily extend the quark distribution functions to different baryon quantum numbers. To achieve
this, we use data from the chiral quark-soliton model, which provides reliable quark distribution functions for the
nucleon. A notable advantage of this approach is that it explicitly includes an infinite number of quark-antiquark pair
contributions, in contrast to a truncated 3Q light-cone wave function. Furthermore, we establish the relation between
the generalized quark distributions and the quark distribution functions for the N → ∆ transition. It is important
to emphasize that the spin-flavor relation observed in the longitudinally polarized quark distribution functions is also
applicable to functions associated with orbital angular momentum and total angular momentum. This is because the
spin-flavor symmetry does not distinguish between spin, orbital angular momentum, and total spin.

Using data from lattice QCD and the chiral quark-soliton model for the nucleon, we make predictions about
the orbital angular momentum, intrinsic spin, and total angular momentum of the ∆+ baryon and the p → ∆+

transition. While the isoscalar orbital angular momentum, intrinsic spin, and total angular momentum for the p→ ∆+

transition become zero due to the isospin properties, substantial flavor asymmetries are observed. Interestingly, most
of these asymmetries cancel out due to the opposite signs of the orbital angular momentum and the intrinsic spin.
Consequently, the total angular momentum is relatively small compared to the individual contributions of orbital
and intrinsic spin. Nevertheless, we find a significant flavor asymmetry in the isovector component of the total
angular momentum, which is consistent with the expected size in the large Nc limit of QCD. Moreover, our results
for ∆+ baryon are consistent with those obtained from the overlap representation of the 3Q light-cone wave function,



13

indicating that the overall smallness of the intrinsic spin, orbital angular momentum, and total angular momentum
for the ∆ baryon can be attributed to the kinematical factor.

It would be interesting to study the orbital angular momentum quark distribution functions for the nucleon in the
framework of the chiral quark-soliton model. In addition, while we have started with the energy-momentum tensor,
it would be interesting to study its parity-odd partner. It contains rich information about the partonic structure of
the nucleon, such as the spin-orbit correlation and the second moments of the quark helicity distribution [62].
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We propose to search for a new type of gravitational wave signature relevant for particle physics models
with symmetries broken at vastly different energy scales. The spectrum contains a characteristic double-peak
structure consisting of a sharp peak from domain walls and a smooth bump from a first order phase transition
in the early Universe. We demonstrate how such a gravitational wave signal arises in a new theory unifying
baryon number and color into an SU(4) gauge group broken at the multi-TeV scale, and with lepton number
promoted to an SU(2) gauge symmetry broken at the multi-EeV scale. The model contains two types of dark
matter particles, explains the observed domination of matter over antimatter in the Universe, and accommodates
nonzero neutrino masses. We discuss how future gravitational wave experiments, such as LISA, Big Bang
Observer, DECIGO, Einstein Telescope, and Cosmic Explorer, can be utilized to look for this novel signature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model of elementary particle physics is a
gauge theory based on the symmetry group

SU(3)c × SU(2)L ×U(1)Y . (1)

The electroweak sector of the theory was formulated in the
1960s [1–5], whereas the quantum chromodynamics part was
constructed in the 1970s [6–8]. Since then, the model has
withstood all experimental tests, culminating in the discovery
of the Higgs particle at the Large Hadron Collider in 2012
[9, 10]. Despite this huge success, the Standard Model on its
own is not complete, since it does not accommodate: (a) dark
matter, (b) matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe, and
(c) nonzero neutrino masses.

The symmetry structure in Eq. (1) is rather complex and its
origins are not understood. There is no theoretical reason to
expect that this exact gauge symmetry persists all the way up
to the Planck scale. Indeed, the Standard Model symmetry
might be just a low-energy manifestation of a larger gauge
group existing at higher energy scales, just like U(1)EM is
a leftover symmetry from the breaking of SU(2)L × U(1)Y
at the electroweak scale. Additionally, the outstanding open
questions require new fields to be introduced into the theory
– such new fields would most naturally be part of a gauge
structure beyond that of the Standard Model.

Specifically, the evidence for the existence of dark matter
has piled up over the last decades [11–13], but the strength
of its interactions with the Standard Model remains unknown,
with only upper limits set by various experiments (for a re-
view, see [14]). Although the pessimistic scenario, in which
the dark matter particle is completely decoupled from the
Standard Model, is a viable possibility, the hope is that the
dark matter actually constitutes an integral part of a larger
particle physics structure involving nonzero interactions with
the known particles. In such a case, there must exist a gauge
symmetry describing how the dark matter fits into the entire
particle physics picture. This framework could also offer ex-
planations for other pressing problems, such as the origin of
the matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe or the mech-
anism behind neutrino masses.

In this work, we propose a new gauge extension of the Stan-
dard Model which accomplishes the above-mentioned goals,
adopting elements of the models constructed in [15] and [16].
This theory contains two possible GeV-scale candidates for
the dark matter particle, while the observed excess of mat-
ter over antimatter is explained in an asymmetric dark matter
setting, i.e., the dark matter and ordinary matter asymmetries
share a common origin [17–22]. The out-of-equilibrium dy-
namics needed for a successful baryogenesis/leptogenesis is
provided by two first order phase transitions in the early Uni-
verse. The energy scales for those phenomena are free pa-
rameters, and we consider the scenario in which both of them
are high, inaccessible at the Large Hadron Collider. However,
such high symmetry breaking scales make the model ideal for
being probed in gravitational wave experiments.

Indeed, the much needed breakthrough in particle physics
might come from the detection of primordial gravitational
waves. Thus far, the Laser Interferometer Gravitational Wave
Observatory (LIGO) within the LIGO/Virgo collaboration has
discovered signals coming from black hole/neutron star merg-
ers [23], however, a stochastic gravitational wave background
from the early Universe is predicted by many models of
physics beyond the Standard Model. Although LIGO is cur-
rently sensitive to a relatively small parameter space of such
models, the reach will be considerably improved with future
upgrades, as well as other planned gravitational wave ex-
periments, such as the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna
(LISA) [24], Big Bang Observer (BBO) [25], DECIGO [26],
Einstein Telescope (ET) [27] and Cosmic Explorer (CE) [28].
The possible sources for this stochastic gravitational wave sig-
nal are: first order phase transitions in the early Universe after
inflation [29], inflation itself [30], and topological defects (do-
main walls [31] and cosmic strings [32, 33]). In the model we
propose, gravitational waves originate from annihilating do-
main walls and a first order phase transition.

Domain walls are topological defects which are created
when a discrete symmetry is spontaneously broken [34]. They
exist around boundaries of regions corresponding to differ-
ent vacua. Stable domain wall configurations would lead
to cosmological problems, since they would overclose the
Universe. However, if the two vacua have different energy
densities (this difference is called the potential bias), then
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domain walls become unstable and annihilate, leading to a
stochastic gravitational wave background, apriori measurable
today. This can be realized in many particle physics scenarios,
e.g., electroweak-scale new physics [35–38], supersymmetry
[39], Peccei-Quinn symmetry [40, 41], high-scale leptogene-
sis [42], left-right symmetry [43, 44], grand unification [45],
or thermal inflation [46]. A review of domain walls and the
resulting gravitational wave signatures are discussed in [47].

The other source of a stochastic gravitational wave back-
ground are cosmological first order phase transitions, which
occur when the effective potential of the theory develops a
minimum at a nonzero field vacuum expectation value sepa-
rated by a potential barrier from the high temperature mini-
mum at zero field value. The transition process from the high
temperature false vacuum to the newly formed true vacuum
corresponds to bubbles being nucleated in various points in
space, which then expand and fill up the entire Universe. The
violent expansion of the bubbles results in sound shock waves
in the primordial plasma. This, accompanied by bubble colli-
sions and turbulence, leads to the emission of gravitational ra-
diation. The literature on the subject is extensive and involves
various particle physics theories, e.g., electroweak-scale ex-
tensions of the Standard Model [48–56], dark gauge groups
[57–60], dark matter [61–63], axions [64–67], grand unifica-
tion [68–70], conformal invariance [71, 72], supersymmetry
[73, 74], left-right symmetry [44, 75, 76], seesaw mechanism
[77–80], baryon/lepton number violation [81, 82]), new flavor
physics [83, 84], and leptogenesis [85]. If a phase transition
is strongly supercooled, the signal can already be searched for
in LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA data sets [86]. For a review of gravi-
tational waves from first order phase transitions see [87].

In the model we construct, there are two gauge symmetries
that are broken at vastly different energy scales. Due to the
shape of the effective potential, the first order phase transi-
tion happening at a high energy scale (∼ 100 EeV) leads to
the creation of domain walls, whose subsequent annihilation
produces a stochastic gravitational wave background peaked
in the frequency range relevant for the Einstein Telescope
and Cosmic Explorer. The phase transition happening at a
lower energy scale (∼ 100 TeV) is also first order and results
in a gravitational wave signal within the sensitivity range of
LISA, Big Bang Observer and DECIGO. The theory is unique
since there are two dark matter candidates and the matter-
antimatter asymmetry can be produced in an asymmetric dark
matter framework both at the high and low symmetry break-
ing scales. Because of this, the predictions for the dark matter
mass derived in [15] and [16] can be relaxed, possibly leading
to intriguing connections to nuclear physics.

We begin by formulating the model in Section II, including
the symmetry breaking pattern, particle content, masses, and
couplings. Then, in Sections III and IV we discuss the dark
matter candidates, as well as the mechanism for leptogenesis
at the high scale and baryogenesis at a lower scale. This is fol-
lowed by a derivation of the expected stochastic gravitational
wave signal from domain walls (Section V) and the first order
phase transition (Section VI). The novel signature involving
a combination of the two signals is discussed in Section VII,
and followed by conclusions in Section VIII.

II. MODEL

To illustrate the novel gravitational wave signature, we con-
sider a new model combining the features of theories proposed
in [15] and [16]. The model is based on the gauge symmetry

SU(4)× SU(2)L ×U(1)X × SU(2)` , (2)

where the SU(4) group unifies color with baryon number,
SU(2)` corresponds to generalized lepton number, and X is a
linear combination of the diagonal generator of SU(4) and hy-
percharge. Below we discuss the symmetry breaking pattern
and the particle content of the model, along with the particle
masses and couplings relevant for the subsequent analysis of
the gravitational wave signal.

A. Symmetry breaking

The model exhibits a two-step symmetry breaking pattern.
We assume that the SU(2)` group is broken first at a very high
scale ∼ 108 TeV, with a subsequent breaking of SU(4) at a
lower scale ∼ 100 TeV down to the Standard Model:

SU(4)× SU(2)L ×U(1)X × SU(2)`y ∼ 100 EeV

SU(4)× SU(2)L ×U(1)Xy ∼ 100 TeV

SU(3)c × SU(2)L ×U(1)Y .

This choice for the symmetry breaking scales is very different
than previously considered in the literature [15, 16, 62].

To implement the above symmetry breaking pattern, as in
[16] we introduce two SU(2)` doublet scalars, denoted here
by Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2, governed by the tree-level potential

VΨ(Ψ̂1, Ψ̂2) = −m2
1|Ψ̂1|2−m2

2|Ψ̂2|2− (m2
12Ψ̂†1Ψ̂2 + h.c.)

+ λ1|Ψ̂1|4 + λ2|Ψ̂2|4 + λ3|Ψ̂1|2|Ψ̂2|2 + λ4|Ψ̂†1Ψ̂2|2

+
[(
λ̃5|Ψ̂1|2 + λ̃6|Ψ̂2|2 + λ̃7Ψ̂†1Ψ̂2

)
Ψ̂†1Ψ̂2 + h.c.

]
. (3)

Those scalars develop vacuum expectation values

〈Ψ̂i〉 = 1√
2

(
0
vi

)
(4)

breaking the SU(2)` group and reducing the symmetry to
SU(4)× SU(2)L ×U(1)X . It is convenient to define

vΨ ≡
√
v2

1 + v2
2 . (5)

There are five physical scalar components of Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2, and
three gauge bosons from SU(2)` breaking.

The second stage of symmetry breaking occurs when the
SU(4) quadruplet scalar Φ̂ = (4, 1, 1

2 , 1), subject to the tree-
level potential

VΦ(Φ̂) = −m2
Φ|Φ̂|2 + λΦ|Φ̂|4 , (6)



3

develops the vacuum expectation value [15]

〈Φ̂〉 = 1√
2

(0 0 0 vΦ )T . (7)

This breaks the symmetry down to the Standard Model gauge
group, with hypercharge emerging as a combination of X and
the diagonal SU(4) generator T 15,

Y = X + 1
6 diag(1, 1, 1,−3) . (8)

The SU(4) breaking leads to seven massive gauge bosons –
six of them form three complex vector fields G′ transforming
as color triplets, and one is the neutral gauge boson Z ′.

Along with the condition vΨ � vΦ, we assume that the
coefficients of the cross terms between the Ψ̂i and Φ̂ fields in
the scalar potential are small, thus the two symmetry breaking
phenomena can be considered independently of each other.

B. Fermionic particle content

Given the structure of the theory, the Standard Model
quarks QL, uR and dR are singlets under SU(2)`, but they
constitute part of SU(4) quadruplets,

Q̂L ≡
(
QrL QbL QgL Q̃L

)T
= (4, 2, 0, 1) ,

ûR ≡
(
urR ubR ugR ũR

)T
=
(
4, 1, 1

2 , 1
)
,

d̂R ≡
(
drR dbR dgR d̃R

)T
=
(
4, 1,− 1

2 , 1
)
. (9)

The Standard Model leptons lL and eR, and the right-handed
neutrino νR (leading to Dirac masses for the neutrinos), on
the other hand, are singlets under SU(4), but they are part of
SU(2)` doublets,

l̂L ≡ (lL l̃L)T = (1, 2,− 1
2 , 2) ,

êR ≡ (eR ẽR)T = (1, 1,−1, 2) ,

ν̂R ≡ (νR ν̃R)T = (1, 1, 0, 2) . (10)

To cancel the resulting gauge anomalies, we introduce the
same SU(2)` and SU(4) singlet fields as in [15] and [16], i.e.,
Q′R, u′L, d′L, l′R, e′L, ν′L, for each generation separately.

C. Particle masses and couplings

These SU(2)` and SU(4) singlet fields allow all beyond-
Standard Model fermions to have vector-like masses,

LY =
∑
i

(
Y abl

¯̂
laL Ψ̂i l

′b
R + Y abe

¯̂eaR Ψ̂i e
′b
L + Y abν

¯̂νaR Ψ̂i ν
′b
L

)
+ Y abQ

¯̂
QaL Φ̂Q′

b
R + Y abu

¯̂uaR Φ̂u′
b
L + Y abd

¯̂
daR Φ̂ d′

b
L + h.c. .

(11)

For order one Yukawas, this results in ∼ 100 EeV masses for
fermions coupling to Ψ̂i, and∼ 100 TeV for those interacting
with Φ̂. In order to have viable asymmetric dark matter candi-
dates, as will be discussed in Section IV, some of the Yukawas
need to be small, leading to ∼ GeV dark matter masses.

The mass matrices for the components of Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2 (i.e.,
P1, P2, A, C1, C2) were derived in [62], and result in large
masses for all the scalars except for A, whose mass is fine-
tuned to be small. The SU(2)` gauge bosons W ′1,2 and Z ′`
also develop ∼ 100 EeV masses. We do not provide detailed
formulas here, since for the case of SU(2)` breaking we are
interested only in the gravitational wave signal from domain
walls, which is determined solely by the vacuum expectation
value vΨ and the Z2 symmetry breaking parameter m2

12.
The masses of the gauge bosons G′ and Z ′ arising from

SU(4) symmetry breaking are

mG′ = 1
2g4vΦ ,

mZ′ = 1
2

√
3
2g

2
4 + g2

X vΦ , (12)

while the mass of the radial mode of the scalar Φ̂ is

mΦ =
√

2λΦ vΦ . (13)

Since the SU(4) symmetry is broken down to SU(3)c, the
gauge coupling g4 needs to match the strong coupling gs at
the symmetry breaking scale. To determine the corresponding
value, we run gs via the renormalization group equation

∂gs(µ)

∂ logµ
= −7g3

s(µ)

16π2
. (14)

For instance, this gives g4(100 TeV) ' 0.88. The value of
gX at that scale is then fixed by the relation [15]

gX =
g4gY√
g2

4 − 2
3g

2
Y

, (15)

where gY is the weak hypercharge coupling at that scale,
which leads to gX(100 TeV) ' 0.30.

D. Non-perturbative interactions

At energies above the SU(2)` breaking scale the model ex-
hibits non-perturbative dynamics generated by SU(2)` instan-
tons [16]. Those instantons induce dimension-six interactions
of the following form,

O ∼ εij
[
(liL · ν̄R)(ljL · ēR)− (l̃iL · ¯̃νR)(ljL · ēR)

+ (liL · l̃
j
L)(ν̄R · ¯̃eR)− (liL · l̃

j
L)(¯̃νR · ēR)

+ (l̃iL · ¯̃νR)(l̃jL · ¯̃eR)− (liL · ν̄R)(l̃jL · ¯̃eR)
]
, (16)

where the dot represents Lorentz contraction and there is an
implicit sum over the family indices. Those non-perturbative
processes violate the otherwise accidentally conserved Stan-
dard Model lepton number. For example, the second term in
Eq. (16) leads to the process

νL ẽL → ν̃R eR , (17)

which violates conventional lepton number, ∆L = −1, since
out of the four fields participating in this interaction only ν̃R
does not carry lepton number (see [16] for details). This field
is the right-handed component of one of the two dark mat-
ter candidates in the model, so the process violates not only
lepton number, but also dark matter number.
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FIG. 1. Annihilation channels for the dark matter particle ν̃′1.

III. DARK MATTER

There are two particles which are singlets under all gauge
groups of the theory – we denote them by ν̃′1 and ũ′1. They cor-
respond to the following left- and right-handed components of
the fields existing before symmetry breaking,

ν̃′1 : (ν̃′1)L ≈ ν′
1
L , (ν̃′1)R ≈ ν̃1

R ,

ũ′1 : (ũ′1)L ≈ u′
1
L , (ũ′1)R ≈ ũ1

R , (18)

where we assumed that the dark matter belongs to the first
generation of the extra fermions, which is an arbitrary choice.

The particle ν̃′1 is one of the twelve fermionic states which
arise after SU(2)` breaking and develop vector-like masses
through the vacuum expectation values of Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2. Due
to the conservation of a remnant U(1) global symmetry [16]
those fermions cannot decay exclusively to Standard Model
particles. Therefore, the lightest of them remains stable and,
if it is also electrically neutral, such as ν̃′1, it becomes a good
dark matter candidate. The Yukawa matrices can be chosen
such that the non-dark matter fermions are heavy, whereas ν̃′1
is light. As demonstrated in [16], the dark matter annihilation
channel to lighter CP -odd scalars A (see, Fig. 1),

ν̃′1 ¯̃ν
′
1 → A A , (19)

is sufficiently efficient to remove the symmetric component
of dark matter. The remaining asymmetric component con-
tributes to the observed dark matter relic abundance, as will
be discussed in Section IV.

The breaking of the SU(4) symmetry also results in twelve
fermionic states with vector-like masses, this time generated
by the vacuum expectation value of Φ̂. Once again, because of
the conservation of an accidental global U(1) symmetry [15],
their decay channels cannot involve solely Standard Model
particles in the final state. If the lightest of them is the electri-
cally neutral ũ′1, it remains stable and becomes another viable
component of dark matter. The annihilation channels lead-
ing to the correct relic abundance were discussed in [15], and
in this case a successful asymmetric dark matter scenario can
also be realized.

It is worth emphasizing that with two asymmetric dark mat-
ter candidates, their individual masses are not fixed by a sin-
gle relic density requirement. Depending on the contribution
of each of them to the relic abundance, one of them can have
a mass smaller than the mass of the neutron, possibly intro-
ducing a connection to the dark matter models relevant for the
neutron lifetime anomaly [88].

FIG. 2. Effective potential of the model Veff(ψ1, ψ2, T ) at low tem-
perature (green) and high temperature (red).

IV. MATTER-ANTIMATTER ASYMMETRY

The generation of a matter-antimatter imbalance in the
model proceeds via two independent processes: leptogenesis
and baryogenesis, both occurring in an asymmetric dark mat-
ter setting [17–22]. Leptogenesis, as demonstrated in [16], is
realized through instantons during SU(2)` breaking, whereas
baryogenesis, as argued in [15], is achieved within the SU(4)
sector through the effects of higher-dimensional operators.
We discuss both mechanisms below.

The complete formula for the effective potential generated
by Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2 was derived in [62], where is was demonstrated
that a first order phase transition from SU(2)` breaking can
occur. This scenario is realized in the model considered in
this work, but happens at a higher symmetry breaking scale.
Figure 2 shows a plot of the effective potential Veff(ψ1, ψ2, T )
produced using Mathematica [89], assuming the parameters
λi = 0.001, v1 = v2, vΨ = 100 EeV, g` = 1, at high tem-
perature (red) and at low temperature (green). As the tem-
perature drops, the potential develops new vacua with lower
energy densities (see [62] for details), separated by a barrier
from the high-temperature vacuum. This leads to a first or-
der phase transition, which is precisely the out-of-equilibrium
condition enabling leptogenesis to happen, and combines the
framework of asymmetric dark matter with several other lep-
togenesis/baryogenesis mechanisms [90–93].

There are four vacua of this type for the scalar potential
Veff(ψ1, ψ2), but since two of them are related through the
gauge transformation Ψi → eiθΨi, only two of the four vacua
are physically distinct [94, 95]. We denote them by ~ψvac1 and
~ψvac2. The degeneracy between the energy densities of these
vacua is broken by the Z2 symmetry breaking terms in the
effective potential, primarily governed by the parameter m2

12.
The first order phase transition corresponds to nucleation of

bubbles with true vacuum inside. Outside the bubble the non-
perturbative SU(2)` instanton-induced processes described by
Eq. (16) remain active. This, along with a sufficiently large
amount of CP violation (provided by the appropriate terms
in the scalar potential for Ψ̂1 and Ψ̂2), leads to the genera-
tion of a lepton number excess. As the bubble expands, those
regions get trapped inside the bubble, where lepton number
violation no longer occurs, leading to the accumulation of lep-
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ton number in the Universe. Since the instantons also violate
the global dark matter U(1) symmetry [16], this results in the
generation of a dark matter asymmetry as well. This process
is described by a set of twelve diffusion equations, which have
the general form [96, 97]

∂ρNi
∂t

= Di∇2ρNi −
∑
j

Γij
ρNj
nj

+ γi . (20)

In the expression above, ρNi is the particle number density,
Di and Γij are the diffusion constant and rate, respectively,
nj is the number of degrees of freedom, and γi is the i-th
CP -violating source given by [98]

γi ≈
λ7µ

2
12

32π

Γψi
T∗

m3
ψi

(T∗)
∂zψi , (21)

where T∗ is the bubble nucleation temperature, Γψi
is the de-

cay rate of ψi, the z-axis is in the direction perpendicular to
the bubble wall, and µ2

12 = Re(m2
12). Solving the diffusion

equations for our set of parameters reveals that the generated
lepton asymmetry versus the dark matter asymmetry is

|∆L|
|∆ν̃′1|

= 3 , (22)

consistent with the existing result [16]. The amount of lepton
asymmetry produced in this process is subsequently altered
by the electroweak sphalerons [99], which partially convert it
into a baryon asymmetry,

|∆B| = 84

79
|∆ν̃′1| . (23)

Assuming a bubble wall velocity equal to the speed of light,
we find that for vΨ = 100 EeV and λi ∼ 10−4 the observed
baryon-to-photon ratio [100]

η ∼ 6× 10−10 (24)

is generated provided that

|λ7µ
2
12|Y 2 ∼ 10−10 EeV2 . (25)

This condition can be satisfied by a wide range of parameter
values, e.g., λ7 ∼ 10−6, µ2

12 ∼ 10−2 EeV2, and Y ∼ 10−1.
The dark matter mass is then given by

mν̃′1
≈

Ων̃′1
ΩB

|∆B|
|∆ν̃′1|

mproton . (26)

If the ν̃′1 particle makes up all of the dark matter in the Uni-
verse, this condition implies mν̃′1

≈ 5 GeV. However, ν̃′1 can
be lighter if the dark matter in the Universe consists also of
the ũ′1 particles.

Indeed, an analogous asymmetric dark matter mechanism
can generate a contribution to the baryon and dark matter
asymmetries in the SU(4) sector. As pointed out in [15], the
following dimension-six operators,
c1
Λ2
εabcd û

a
Rû

b
Rd̂

c
Rd̂

d
R ,

c2
Λ2
εabcd (Q̂aLε Q̂

b
L)(Q̂cLε Q̂

d
L) , (27)

violate baryon and dark matter number by one unit, and the
initially produced asymmetries are related via ∆Bi = −∆ũ′1.

The baryon asymmetry is then depleted because of the effect
of electroweak sphalerons to

|∆B| = 28

79
|∆ũ′1| . (28)

The mass of the ũ′1 particle in such an asymmetric dark matter
scenario is

mũ′1
≈

Ωũ′1
ΩB

|∆B|
|∆ũ′1|

mproton . (29)

If all of the dark matter consists of the ũ′1 particles, then their
mass is mũ′1

≈ 1.75 GeV. However, similarly as before, this
mass can be smaller if the ν̃′1 particles also contribute.

With two dark matter candidates, the dark matter relic abun-
dance is given by the sum of the two contributions

ΩDM = εΩν̃′1 + (1− ε) Ωũ′1 , (30)

where ε can take any value between 0 and 1. Given the re-
lations in Eqs. (26) and (29), one of the particles ν̃′1 and ũ′1
can have a mass smaller than that of the neutron, introduc-
ing a possible connection to models proposed to explain the
neutron lifetime puzzle [88].

V. DOMAIN WALL SIGNATURES

When the SU(2)` symmetry is spontaneously broken,
patches of the Universe undergo a first order phase transition
to one of the vacua described earlier: ~ψvac1 or ~ψvac2. Since
those two vacua correspond to disconnected manifolds, do-
main walls are create along their boundaries. The breaking of
theZ2 symmetry between the vacua is essential, since without
it domain walls would remain stable, leading to cosmological
problems, as they would result in unacceptably large density
fluctuations in the Universe [47].

In our model the Z2 symmetry is softly broken by the small
m2

12 term, so that the vacua ~ψvac1 and ~ψvac2 have slightly dif-
ferent energy densities. This introduces an instability of the
created domain walls and leads to their annihilation, which in
turn gives rise to a stochastic gravitational wave background.
It is worth noting that for domain walls to actually form, the
Z2 symmetry can only be softly broken, otherwise patches of
the Universe would predominantly tunnel to the lower energy
density state and no topological defects would arise.

A. Domain wall creation and annihilation

Choosing the z-axis to be perpendicular to the domain wall,
the profile of the static configuration ~ψdw(z) is given by the
solution of the equation

d2 ~ψdw(z)

dz2
− ~∇ψVeff

[
~ψdw(z)

]
= 0 , (31)

subject to the boundary conditions:

~ψdw(z = −∞) = ~ψvac1 , ~ψdw(z =∞) = ~ψvac2 . (32)
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FIG. 3. Gravitational wave signals from domain wall annihilation for
several choices of parameters. The colored regions correspond to the
reach of future gravitational wave experiments: LISA (green), Big
Bang Observer (purple), DECIGO (blue), Einstein Telescope (red),
and Cosmic Explorer (gray).

One of the domain wall parameters, which the resulting
gravitational wave signal depends on, is the tension σ,

σ =

∫ ∞
−∞

dz ρdw(z) , (33)

where ρdw is the energy density of the domain wall,

ρdw(z) =
1

2

(
d~ψdw(z)

dz

)2

+ Veff

[
~ψdw(z)

]
. (34)

In our case the tension can be estimated as

σ ∼ v3
Ψ . (35)

The second parameter governing the gravitational wave
spectrum is the difference between the energy densities of the
two vacua ∆ρ (also called the potential bias), which in our
model can be approximated by

∆ρ ∼ µ2
12v

2
Ψ . (36)

If the potential bias in nonzero, the domain walls become un-
stable and annihilate when the volume pressure, pV ∼ ∆ρ,
exceeds the pressure due to tension, pT ∼ σ2/M2

Pl, where
MPl is the Planck mass. This implies the following condition
on the parameters of our model,

µ2
12 &

v4
Ψ

M2
Pl

. (37)

For example, if vΨ ∼ 100 EeV then for the domain walls to
annihilate promptly one requires µ2

12 & 1 TeV2, whereas for
vΨ ∼ 1 EeV this bound is relaxed to 10−2 GeV2. The addi-
tional constraint on µ2

12 assuring that domain wall annihilation
happens before Big Bang nucleosynthesis (so that it does not
alter the ratios of the produced elements) is much weaker.

●

●

●

FIG. 4. Parameter space regions where the gravitational wave signal
from domain walls has a signal-to-noise ratio of at least five after
one year of collecting data for various experiments. The black dots
correspond to the three signatures shown in Fig. 3.

B. Gravitational wave signal

The annihilation of domain walls gives rise to a stochastic
gravitational wave background described by [39, 47],

h2ΩDW(ν) ≈ 7× 10−21
( g∗

100

)− 1
3
( σ

EeV3

)4
(

PeV4

∆ρ

)2

×

[(
ν

νd

)3

θ(νd − ν) +
(νd
ν

)
θ(ν − νd)

]
, (38)

where we adopted the values of the area parameter A = 0.8
and efficiency parameter ε̃gw = 0.7 [101], g∗ is the number of
degrees of freedom, θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, and
νd is the peak frequency given by

νd ≈ (4.5 Hz)

√
EeV3

σ

∆ρ

PeV4
. (39)

As described by Eq. (38), the spectrum scales like ∼ ν3

for frequencies below the peak frequency, and ∼ 1/ν for
higher frequencies. The constraints arising from the cosmic
microwave background measurements impose the condition
h2Ω(ν) < 2.9 × 10−7 [102], which requires the parameters
vΨ and µ2

12 in our model to satisfy the relation

v4
Ψ

µ2
12

. (2.5× 109 EeV)2 . (40)

Figure 3 shows the expected gravitational wave signal from
domain walls for several choices of model parameters, plot-
ted over the sensitivity regions of future gravitational wave
detectors: Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA) [24],
Big Bang Observer (BBO) [25], DECIGO [26], Einstein Tele-
scope (ET) [27] and Cosmic Explorer (CE) [28]. Figure 4
displays regions of parameter space for which the signal can
be detected at those experiments – the upper bound on µ12 is
detector-specific (the colors correspond to the selection made
in Fig. 3), whereas the lower bound arises from the cosmic
microwave background radiation constraint in Eq. (40).
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VI. PHASE TRANSITION SIGNATURES

We consider now the possibility of having a first order
phase transition associated with SU(4) breaking occurring at
the PeV scale and producing a measurable gravitational wave
signal. We first calculate the effective potential of the model.
We then proceed to computing the parameters governing the
dynamics of the bubble nucleation, and ultimately determine
the shape of the possible gravitational wave signatures.

A. Effective potential

Denoting the background field by φ, the three contributions
to the effective potential are: the tree-level term V0(φ), the
Coleman-Weinberg one-loop correction VCW(φ), and the fi-
nite temperature part VT (φ, T ), so that

Veff(φ, T ) = V0(φ) + VCW(φ) + VT (φ, T ) . (41)

Substituting in Eq. (6) the value of m2
Φ obtained from mini-

mizing the potential, one obtains

V0(φ) = −1

2
λΦv

2
Φφ

2 +
1

4
λΦφ

4 . (42)

For the Coleman-Weinberg contribution, we use the cutoff
regularization scheme and set the minimum of the zero tem-
perature potential and the mass of φ to be equal to their tree-
level values, which results in [103]

VCW(φ) =
∑
i

ni
(8π)2

{
m4
i (φ)

[
log

(
m2
i (φ)

m2
i (vΦ)

)
− 3

2

]
+ 2m2

i (φ)m2
i (vΦ)

}
, (43)

where contributions from all particles charged under SU(4)
are summed over, including χ (the Goldstone bosons), ni is
the number of degrees of freedom, andmi are the background
field-dependent masses (we substitute mχ(v) → mΦ(v) for
the Goldstone bosons, where Φ is the radial mode). Those
masses for the gauge bosons are

mG′(φ) = 1
2g4φ ,

mZ′(φ) = 1
2

√
3
2g

2
4 + g2

X φ , (44)

and for the radial mode of the scalar Φ̂,

mΦ =
√

2λΦ φ . (45)

The corresponding numbers of degrees of freedom are:
nG′ = 18, nZ′ = 3, nΦ = 1, and nχ = 7.

Finally, the finite temperature part of the effective potential
is given by [104]

VT (φ, T ) =
T 4

2π2

∑
i

ni

∫ ∞
0

dxx2 log

[
1∓ e−

√
x2+

m2
i (φ)
T 2

]

+
T

12π

∑
k

n′k

{
m3
k(φ)−

[
m2
k(φ) + Πk(T )

]3/2}
, (46)

FIG. 5. Effective potential of the SU(4) sector of the model,
Veff(φ, T ), assuming vΦ = 100 TeV and λΦ = 0.004, for several
choices of temperature.

where the first line is generated by one-loop diagrams (the
sum is over all particles), while the second line arises from
the Daisy diagrams (the sum is over bosons only). The prime
symbol indicates that only longitudinal degrees of freedom in
the case of vector bosons are included (i.e., n′G′ = 6, n′Z′ = 1,
n′Φ = 1, n′χ = 7), and Πk(T ) are the thermal masses [105],
which in our model are calculated to be (for λΦ � 1)

ΠG′(T ) = ΠZ′(T ) = 8
3g

2
4 T

2 ,

ΠΦ(T ) = Πχ(T ) = 1
16

(
g2
X + 15

2 g
2
4

)
T 2 . (47)

Figure 5 shows the resulting effective potential plotted
adopting vΦ = 100 TeV, the values of g4 and gX at that scale
(as discussed in Sec. II C), and λΦ = 0.004. With decreasing
temperature, a new true vacuum is formed with a lower energy
density than the high temperature false vacuum. Since there is
a potential barrier between the two minima, a first order phase
transition becomes possible.

B. Bubble nucleation

When the temperature drops below the so-called nucleation
temperature T∗, this initiates the transition of various parts
of the Universe from the false vacuum to the true one. Such
first order phase transitions correspond to the nucleation of
bubbles of true vacuum. The nucleation temperature can be
determined from the condition that the bubble nucleation rate
Γ(T ) becomes comparable to the Hubble expansion rate,

Γ(T∗) ∼ H(T∗)
4 . (48)

The nucleation rate is given by [106]

Γ(T ) ≈
(
S(T )

2πT

) 3
2

T 4e−S(T )/T , (49)

in which S(T ) is the Euclidean action calculated as

S(T ) = 4π

∫
dr r2

[
1

2

(
dφb
dr

)2

+ Veff(φb, T )

]
, (50)
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where φb(r) is the bounce solution describing the profile of
the expanding bubble, i.e., the solution to the equation

d2φ

dr2
+

2

r

dφ

dr
− d

dφ
Veff(φ, T ) = 0 , (51)

subject to the following boundary conditions:

dφ

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 , φ(∞) = φfalse . (52)

The nucleation temperature is calculated, using Eqs. (48) and
(49), as the solution to the equation

S(T∗)

T∗
≈ 4 log

[
MPl

T∗

]
− 2 log

[
4π3g∗

45

(
2π T∗
S(T∗)

)3
4

]
. (53)

C. Gravitational wave signal

During the nucleation and the violent expansion of bubbles
of true vacuum, a stochastic gravitational wave background
is generated via bubble wall collisions, sound shock waves in
the primordial plasma, and magnetohydrodynamic turbulence.
The shape of the spectrum is determined through simulations
and depends only on four quantities: bubble wall velocity vw
(assumed here to be equal to the speed of light; see [107, 108]
for more details), nucleation temperature T∗, strength of the
phase transition α, and duration of the phase transition 1/β̃.
Those parameters depend on the shape of the effective poten-
tial, which itself is specific to the particular particle physics
model under investigation. This introduces a correspondence
between the fundamental parameters of the Lagrangian and
the resulting gravitational wave signal.

Upon determining the nucleation temperature T∗ by solving
Eq. (53), the parameter α is calculated as

α =
ρvac(T∗)

ρrad(T∗)
, (54)

i.e., as the ratio of the difference between the energy densities
of the true and false vacua,

ρvac(T ) = Veff(φfalse, T )− Veff(φtrue, T )

− T ∂

∂T

[
Veff(φfalse, T )− Veff(φtrue, T )

]
, (55)

and the radiation energy density

ρrad(T ) =
π2

30
g∗T

4 . (56)

The parameter β̃ is computed as

β̃ = T∗
d

dT

[
S(T )

T

] ∣∣∣∣
T=T∗

. (57)

Based on numerical simulations, the contribution to the
stochastic gravitational wave spectrum from sound waves is

given by the empirical formula [108, 109]

h2Ωsound(ν) ≈ 1.9× 10−5

β̃

( g∗
100

)− 1
3

(
ακs
α+ 1

)2

× (ν/νs)
3[

1 + 0.75 (ν/νs)2
] 7

2

Υ , (58)

where the fraction of the latent heat transformed into the bulk
motion of the plasma [107] and the peak frequency are

κs =
α

0.73 + 0.083
√
α+ α

,

νs = (0.019 Hz)

(
T∗

100 TeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

β̃ , (59)

and the suppression factor is given by [110, 111]

Υ = 1− 1√
1 + 8π1/3

β̃

√
α+1
3ακs

. (60)

The gravitational wave spectrum contribution from bubble
wall collisions is estimated to be [29, 108, 112]

h2Ωcollision(ν) ≈ 4.9× 10−6

β̃2

(
ακc
α+ 1

)2 ( g∗
100

)− 1
3

× (ν/νc)
2.8

1 + 2.8 (ν/νc)3.8
, (61)

where the fraction of the latent heat deposited into the bubble
front [113] and the peak frequency are

κc =

4
27

√
3
2α+ 0.72α

1 + 0.72α
,

νc = (0.0037 Hz)

(
T∗

100 TeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

β̃ . (62)

Finally, magnetohydrodynamic turbulence adds the follow-
ing contribution [114, 115],

h2Ωturb(ν) ≈ 3.4× 10−4

β̃

(
α ε κs
α+ 1

) 3
2 ( g∗

100

)− 1
3

× (ν/νt)
3(

1 + 8π ν/ν∗
)(

1 + ν/νt
)11/3

, (63)

where the turbulence suppression parameter ε = 0.05 [108],
the peak frequency is

νt = (0.027 Hz)

(
T∗

100 TeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

β̃ , (64)

and the parameter ν∗ [108] is given by

ν∗ = (0.017 Hz)

(
T∗

100 TeV

)( g∗
100

) 1
6

. (65)

The three contributions add up linearly, resulting in

h2ΩPT = h2Ωsound + h2Ωcollision + h2Ωturb . (66)
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FIG. 6. Gravitational wave signals from a first order phase transition
for several choices of parameters. The colored regions correspond to
the reach of future gravitational wave experiments, as in Fig. 3.

Lagrangian parameters Phase transition parameters

vΦ [TeV] λΦ g4 gX α β̃ T∗ [TeV]

100 0.0062 0.88 0.30 9 220 3.2

1000 0.0047 0.82 0.29 30 260 22

10000 0.0036 0.77 0.29 43 350 190

TABLE I. Phase transition and fundamental Lagrangian parameters
for the three gravitational wave signatures presented in Fig. 6.

Figure 6 illustrates the gravitational wave signatures of the
model arising from a first order phase transition in the early
Universe for three different SU(4) symmetry breaking scales:
vΦ = 100 TeV (solid line), 1 PeV (dashed line), and 10 PeV
(dotted line), plotted for the quartic couplings λΦ which am-
plify the signal. In all of these cases the three contributions
to the gravitational wave spectrum are visible: sound shock
wave (main peak), bubble collision (to the left of the peak fre-
quency), and magnetohydrodynamic turbulence (to the right
of the peak). This is the result of the suppression factor Υ in
Eq. (58), which reduces the contribution from sound waves
roughly by a factor of 100 – without this suppression the
gravitational wave signal would be dominated entirely by the
sound wave component.

The translation between the fundamental Lagrangian pa-
rameters (vΦ, λΦ, g4, gY ) and the phase transition parameters
(T∗, α, β̃) for each of the expected signals shown in Fig. 6 is
provided in Table I. The gauge couplings g4 and gY are fixed
by the running of the Standard Model strong and electroweak
couplings to have particular values at a given symmetry break-
ing scale, thus the only free fundamental parameters are vΦ

and λΦ. The variation in the shape of the spectra shown in
Fig. 6 arises precisely from the fact that the gauge couplings
vary depending on the symmetry breaking scale – this affects
the shape of the effective potential, thus different values of the
quartic coupling λΦ are required to amplify the signal.

●

●

●

FIG. 7. Parameter space regions where the gravitational wave signal
from a first order phase transition has a signal-to-noise ratio of at
least five after one year of collecting data for various experiments.
The black dots correspond to the three signatures shown in Fig. 6.

Phase transitions corresponding to a higher symmetry
breaking scale are characterized by a larger nucleation tem-
perature, which shifts the signal toward higher frequencies. A
shift in the same direction occurs for transitions described by
a larger parameter β̃. The height of the peak is determined
by both the strength of the phase transition α and its dura-
tion 1/β̃: the signal is stronger for larger values of α and for
smaller values of β̃ (longer phase transitions).

In addition to the signals themselves, the sensitivities of the
future gravitational wave experiments: LISA, DECIGO, Big
Bang Observer, Einstein Telescope, and Cosmic Explorer, are
also shown in Fig. 6. To investigate in more detail how this
reach translates into probing the fundamental parameters in
the Lagrangian, we scanned over (vΦ, λΦ) and determined the
regions for which the above experiments will be sufficiently
sensitive to detect the first order phase transition signals. The
results of this scan are presented in Fig. 7.

VII. NOVEL GRAVITATIONAL WAVE SIGNATURE

An intriguing scenario arises when there is a large hierarchy
between the SU(2)` and SU(4) symmetry breaking scales.
This offers the possibility of having the domain wall signal
and the first order phase transition signal coexist, both being
within the sensitivity region of upcoming gravitational wave
experiments, and producing novel features to search for in the
gravitational wave spectrum.

To realize this unique signature, we assume that the SU(2)`
symmetry is broken at the scale vΨ ∼ 100 EeV, whereas
the SU(4) is broken at vΦ ∼ 100 TeV. The breaking of
SU(2)` at the high scale leads to the production of domain
walls, which undergo annihilation (due to the small nonzero
µ2

12 term) and produce a gravitational wave signal correspond-
ing to the rightmost curve in Fig. 3. On the other hand, the
SU(4) symmetry breaking at the lower scale results in a first
order phase transition, which leads to a gravitational wave sig-
nal analogous to the leftmost curve in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 8. Novel gravitational wave signature of the model expected
when a large hierarchy between symmetry breaking scales exists.
The signal is searchable in future gravitational wave detectors: LISA,
DECIGO, Big Bang Observer, Einstein Telescope, Cosmic Explorer.

The two contributions combine to form a new double-bump
gravitational wave signature shown in Fig. 8. The signal con-
sists of a smooth peak arising from a first order phase transi-
tion, and a second sharp peak corresponding to domain wall
annihilation. The slopes for the two peaks are different and are
described by the frequency power law behavior in Eqs. (38),
(58), (61), and (63), which can be used to differentiate be-
tween the two contributions.

Another promising property of the signal is that it can be
searched for throughout a wide range of frequencies, mak-
ing it relevant for a number of upcoming gravitational wave
experiments: LISA, DECIGO, Big Bang Observer, Einstein
Telescope, and Cosmic Explorer. Moreover, several parts of
the spectrum can be probed by more than one experiment,
which would foster collaboration between the different groups
in case of a future discovery.

VIII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Physics beyond the Standard Model is certainly necessary
to explain several outstanding questions such as: What is dark
matter? How did the matter-antimatter asymmetry originate?
How do neutrino get their masses? In the time when conven-
tional particle physics experiments, although working at the
cutting edge of technological development and gathering ex-
tremely valuable data about the smallest and largest scales in
the Universe, have not brought us answers to those questions,
gravitational wave astronomy has provided us with a glimmer
of hope to attack those problems from a new direction.

Processes taking place in the early Universe and triggered
by new physics, such as first order phase transitions, domain
wall annihilation, or the dynamics of cosmic strings, can pro-
duce a stochastic gravitational wave background detectable in
current and future experiments, offering us precious insight
into the particle physics at the highest energies. This makes
analyzing models leading to such gravitational wave signals a
worthwhile endeavor.

In this paper, we propose a particle physics framework
which enables answering the aforementioned open questions
and gives rise to a unique gravitational wave signature. The
new model contains two dark matter candidates and allows to
generate the matter-antimatter asymmetry of the Universe in
an asymmetric dark matter setting through two distinct sym-
metry breaking events. Unlike in the case of typical asym-
metric dark matter models, our scenario does not require the
masses of the dark matter particles to be fixed at particular
values. Depending on the individual contribution of each of
them to the dark matter relic density, the mass of one of them
can be below the mass of the neutron, opening up a possible
connection to models explaining the neutron lifetime anomaly
through a dark decay of the neutron [88].

The new signature consists of two peaks: one arising from
a first order phase transition triggered by SU(4) symmetry
breaking at∼ 100 TeV, and the second one resulting from do-
main wall annihilation after SU(2)` breaking at ∼ 100 EeV.
The signal spans a wide range of frequencies relevant for the
upcoming gravitational wave experiments: LISA, DECIGO,
Big Bang Observer, Einstein Telescope, and Cosmic Explorer.
Since parts of the predicted signal lie in regions of overlapping
sensitivities of various detectors, it also offers an opportunity
of cross-checking the results, encouraging stronger collabora-
tion within the gravitational wave physics community.

We note that several interesting variations of the proposed
signature are possible. For example, the order of the two peaks
may be reversed, which happens if the SU(2)` is broken at
∼ 1 EeV while the SU(4) breaking occurs at ∼ 10 PeV. An-
other intriguing scenario is when the peak frequencies of the
two bumps coincide (when SU(2)` is broken at∼ 10 EeV and
SU(4) is broken at ∼ 1 PeV), leading to an unusual depen-
dence on frequency in the signal peak region.

Finally, it would be interesting to investigate the possibility
of an additional cosmic string contribution to the gravitational
wave spectrum. Cosmic strings are typically produced when
a U(1) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken [34], and
the resulting gravitational wave signal depends on the scale
at which this happens [116, 117]. However, it has recently
been shown that cosmic strings can also be produced through
the breaking of non-Abelian gauge symmetries. For example,
if an SU(2) gauge group is broken by the vacuum expecta-
tion values of two triplet scalars (instead of the two doublets
as in the model we considered), topologically stable strings
can form [118, 119]. The interplay between the cosmic string
contribution and other gravitational wave signatures will be
the subject of an upcoming publication [120].

A discovery of a stochastic gravitational wave background,
such as the one discussed in this paper, would introduce
a breakthrough in our understanding of the early Universe,
shedding light on what happened just a small fraction of a
second after the Big Bang.
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Exploring the 0− bound state with dressed quarks in Minkowski space
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Abstract

The Bethe-Salpeter equation for a pseudoscalar bound-system, with i) a ladder kernel with massive gluons, ii)
dynamically-dressed quark mass function and iii) an extended quark-gluon vertex, is solved in Minkowski space by
using the Nakanishi integral representation of the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude. The quark dressing is implemented through
a phenomenological ansatz, which was tuned by lattice QCD calculations of the quark running mass. The latter were also
used for assigning the range of the gluon mass and the parameter featuring the extended color density. This framework
allows to investigate the gluon dynamics that manifest itself in the quark dressing, quark-gluon vertex and the binding,
directly in the physical space. We present the first results for low-density pseudoscalar systems in order to elucidate
the onset of the interplay between the above mentioned gluonic phenomena, and we discuss both static and dynamical
quantities, like valence longitudinal and transverse distributions.

Keywords: Bethe-Salpeter equation, Dressed quark propagator, Minkowski-space dynamics.

Introduction Understanding the relation between dy-
namical chiral symmetry breaking (DCSB) (see, e.g.,
Refs. [1, 2, 3] for a general introduction) and bound-
state formation in Minkowski space is a fundamental is-
sue for shedding light on the generation of the hadronic
masses. In fact, many valuable theoretical and experi-
mental efforts are underway and/or planned in the near
future (see, e.g., Refs. [4, 5] for the experimental state-
of-the-art). The attempt to describe the hadronic bound-
states in Minkowski space by using a dynamical equa-
tion, living in a genuine relativistic quantum-field theory
realm, deserves attention, in view of the possible cross-
fertilization with the main tool represented by the lattice
Quantum-Chromodynamics (LQCD) and also the contin-
uum approach to QCD, extensively pursued in Euclidean
space (see Ref. [6, 7] for recent overviews). Our approach
is based on the qq̄ homogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion (BSE) in Minkowski space (see also Refs. [8, 9, 10]
for different approaches in Minkowski space), with phe-
nomenologically dressed quarks that interact through a
ladder exchange of massive gluons. Therefore, we do not

Email addresses: abigail@ita.br (A. Castro), wayne@ita.br
(W. de Paula), ydrefors@kth.se (E. Ydrefors), tobias@ita.br
(T. Frederico), Giovanni.Salme@roma1.infn.it (G. Salmè)

rely on the equivalence between the relativistic quantum-
field theory and the Euclidean version, well-established
within the formal framework elaborated in the 70’s by
Osterwalder and Schrader (see Ref. [11, 12] where neces-
sary and sufficient conditions for ensuring the validity of
the Wick rotation are demonstrated). In what follows, we
adopt the well-established Nakanishi integral representa-
tion (NIR) of the Bethe-Salpeter (BS) amplitude and the
light-front (LF) projection of the BSE, in order to obtain a
fully equivalent system of integral equations that allows
to determine the Nakanishi weight functions (NWFs),
and eventually the BS amplitude (see Refs. [13, 14] for
the general application to a 0− bound system with un-
dressed propagator, and Refs. [15, 16, 17, 18] for the weak
decay constant, valence probability, Ioffe distribution,
electromagnetic form factor, parton distribution function
and unpolarized transverse-momentum-dependent distri-
bution functions for a pion with mass mπ equal to 140
MeV). After assigning the mass of the bound system, one
solves the BSE and gets the corresponding coupling con-
stant and BS amplitude, that in turn allows one to calculate
the valence longitudinal and transverse momentum dis-
tributions. Both static and dynamical quantities are used
for investigating how the interplay between three funda-
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mental gluonic phenomena, i.e. quark dressing, extended
quark-gluon vertex and binding, evolves in a system-mass
range 3mπ < M < 5mπ, corresponding to a relatively di-
luted bound system with constrained quark-masses (see
below). The primary focus is on the combined effect of
the quark dressing and the increase of the color-density
extension around the quark-gluon vertex, which allows to
enhance gluon fluctuations with low-momentum.

The homogeneous BSE for a 0− system. In the adopted
ladder approximation with a massive gluon-exchange, the
BSE for a 0− quark-antiquark bound state, with total mo-
mentum P and mass M, is given by [19] (see also Ref.
[20])

Φ(k, P) = S
(
k +

P
2

) ∫ d4k′

(2π)4 Dµν(q)Γµ(q)

× Φ(k′, p) Γ̂ν(q) S
(
k −

P
2

)
, (1)

where k = (pq−pq̄)/2, with pq(q̄) the off-shell (anti-) quark
momentum, and q = k − k′. Γµ is the quark-gluon ver-
tex and Γ̂µ = C ΓT

µ C−1, where C = i γ2 γ0 is the charge-
conjugation operator. In Eq. (1), we inserted the following
three relevant ingredients. First, a dressed Dirac propaga-
tor, that for a parity-conserving interaction, reads

S (p) = S V (p2)/p + S S (p2)

= i
∫ ∞

0
ds

ρV (s) /p + ρS (s)
p2 − s + iε

, (2)

where in the first line one has the decomposition in terms
of allowed Dirac structures and corresponding scalar
functions, while in the second line one has the disper-
sive representation (see, e.g., Ref. [21] for the Källen-
Lehman representation in QED), with two weights to be
phenomenologically parametrized (at the present stage),
as explained below. Second, a massive gluon-propagator,
Dµν(q), in the Feynman gauge, written as follows

Dµν(q) = −i
gµν

(q2 − µ2 + iε)
, (3)

where µ is the gluon mass. Last but not least, a quark-
gluon vertex, Γµ(q), dressed through a simple form factor,
is adopted, i.e.

Γµ(q) = i g
µ2 − Λ2

q2 − Λ2 + iε
γµ , (4)

where Λ features the extension of the color distribution
dressing the interaction vertex.

For a 0− qq̄-system, the BS amplitude can be decom-
posed as follows [22]

Φ(k, P) =

4∑
i=1

S i(k, P)φi(k, P), (5)

where i) φi are scalar functions, that under a k → −k trans-
formations are even for i = 1, 2, 4 and odd for i = 3 (as-
suming isospin symmetry), and ii) the S i matrices com-
pose the following orthogonal basis

S 1(k, P) = γ5 , S 2(k, P) =
/P
M
γ5 ,

S 3(k, P) =
k · P
M3 /Pγ

5 −
/k
M
γ5 ,

S 4(k, P) =
iσµνPµkν

M2 γ5. (6)

Dressing the quark propagator. As is well-known, in a
given gauge, the dressed quark propagator can be written
as follows

S (p) = i Z(p2)
/p + M (p2)

p2 −M 2(p2)
, (7)

where M (p2) is the quark-mass function and Z(p2) the
wave-function renormalization. In the present work, dis-
regarding the gauge dependence, we adopt a phenomeno-
logical approach proposed in Ref. [23], where Z(p2) = 1
and the quark-mass function M (p2) was obtained by fit-
ting a recent LQCD quark mass-function [24, 25] 1 by
using for p2 ≤ 0 the following simple expression (with a
pole in the timelike region)

M (p2) = m0 −
m3

p2 − λ2 + iε
, (8)

where the three parameters are chosen as follows: i)
the bare mass m0 and the infrared (IR) mass M (0) =

m0 + m3/λ2 are taken equal to the values of the accurate
parameterization proposed in Ref. [25] of the LQCD cal-
culations presented in Ref. [24], i.e. m0 = mLQCD

0 = 0.008
GeV and M (0) = M LQCD(0) = 0.344 GeV; ii) while λ
is properly adjusted. In conclusion we have the following
values in Eq. (8)

m0 = 0.008 GeV , m = 0.648 GeV, λ = 0.9 GeV.

Notice that m allows to interpolate between a current-
mass quark scenario and a fully-dressed one, while λ

1Notice that in Ref. [23], the Landau-gauge LQCD calculations of
Ref. [26] were used.
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yields the width at the half height of the difference M (0)−
m0. The comparison between our fit and the mass func-
tion given in Ref. [24] is shown in the upper panel of
Fig. 1, where in abscissa there is the Euclidean momen-
tum pE =

√
−p2.

The propagator in Eq. (7) has poles whenever mi =

M (m2
i ). In particular, one has only three poles, solutions

of the cubic equation

mi(m2
i − λ

2) = ±[m0(m2
i − λ

2) − m3] . (9)

It turns out that ρV(S )(s) in Eq. (2) are given by a sum of
three Dirac delta-functions [23], viz.

ρS (V)(s) =

3∑
a=1

RS (V)
a δ(s − m2

a) , (10)

where RS (V)
a are the residues, that read

RV
a =

(λ2 − m2
a)2

(m2
a − m2

b)(m2
a − m2

c)
,

RS
a = RV

a M (m2
a), (11)

with the indices {a, b, c} following the cyclic permutation
{1, 2, 3}. They fulfill the following relations

3∑
a=1

RV
a = 1 ,

3∑
a=1

RS
a = m0 , (12)

3∑
a=1

m2
aRV

a = −2λ2 +

3∑
a=1

m2
a . (13)

The actual values of both poles and residues are given in
Table 1. Let us recall that for a physical particle belong-

Table 1: Poles, mi, and residues, Ri,(cf Eqs. (10) and (11)) for the fit to
the LQCD mass function in Ref. [24]. The IR mass M (0) = m0 +m3/λ2

is 0.344 GeV, and the parameters of the running mass are also given in
the Table.

i mi/M (0) RV
i RS

i /M (0)
1 1.365 3.7784 5.1578
2 1.667 -2.8863 -4.8099
3 3.008 0.1079 -0.3244

m0/M (0) m/M (0) λ/M (0)
0.0233 1.883 2.616

ing to the S-matrix representation, the Källen-Lehmann
spectral densities satisfy the positivity constraints [27]:

ρV (s) ≥ 0 and
√

s ρV (s) − ρS (s) ≥ 0 . (14)

Figure 1: (Color online) Upper panel. The quark running-mass, M (p2),
as a function of the Euclidean momentum pE =

√
−p2, in units of the

IR mass M (0) = 0.344 GeV. Solid line: Eq. (8) with m0 = 0.008 GeV,
m = 0.648 GeV and λ = 0.9 GeV. Dashed line: parameterization pro-
posed in Ref. [25] of the LQCD calculations in Ref. [24]. Lower panel.
The two quantities S V (p2) [p2 −M 2(0)] (solid line) and S S (p2) [p2 −

M 2(0)]/M (0) (dashed line) vs. pE/M (0).

Differently, in QCD the colored quark cannot be an
asymptotic state and therefore the weights in Eq. (2)
should violate the positivity constraints, which actually
happens in the present model. For example, if ma < mb <
mc one has RV

b < 0, which trivially implies the violation
of the positivity constraint ρV (s) ≥ 0 for s = m2

b.
The lower panel of Fig. 1 shows the two quantities

S V (p2) [p2 − M 2(0)] and S S (p2) [p2 − M 2(0)]/M (0)
(cf. Eq. (2), first line), obtained by means of Eq. (10),
with poles and residues given in Table 1. It is worth not-
ing that, for both functions, the tails are the expected ones
in the limit pE � M (0), i.e. the ones pertaining to a
massless quark propagator, /p/p2.

Solving the 0− BSE with dressed quarks. To
solve the BSE for a pseudoscalar qq̄ bound-system,
with momentum-dependent dressed quark-propagators, in
Minkowski space, we apply the same technique already
adopted in Refs. [13, 14], but for the same BSE with mas-
sive free-quark propagators. We use the NIR [28] of the

3



scalar function φi(k, P), that reads

φi(k, P) =

∫ 1

−1
dz′

∫ ∞

0
dγ′

gi(γ′, z′)[
k2 + z′P · k − γ′ − κ2 + iε

]3 , (15)

where κ2 = m2
1 − M2/4, with m1 the lightest pole (cf. Ta-

ble 1), and gi(γ′, z′) are the NWFs. The role of the NIR
is to give to the BS amplitude an analytical structure in
terms of the external momenta, which makes it possible
to analytically perform the needed loop-momentum inte-
gration present in the interaction kernel. Hence, from the
initial BSE, through the so-called LF projection, i.e. the
integration on the component k− = k0 − k3 (see details
in Refs. [13, 14]) and taking into account Eq. (2), one can
formally obtain the following system of integral equations
for the NWFs∫ ∞

0
dγ′

gi(γ′, z)[
γ + z2M2/4 + γ′ + κ2 − iε

]2 =

α

2π

∑
j

∫ 1

−1
dz′

∫ ∞

0
dγ′Li j(γ, z; γ′, z′) g j(γ′, z′) . (16)

where α = g2/4π, with g the dimensionless coupling con-
stant, γ = |k⊥|2, and the kernel Li j is obtained by a
lengthy, but straightforward analytical steps (see Ref. [29]
for details).

It should be pointed out that if the system in (16) ad-
mits a solution (N.B. one has to deal with a generalized
eigenvalue problem) the use of the NIR is validated, and
one can reconstruct the BS amplitude via Eq. (15).

Results. The solutions of the BSE for a pseudoscalar qq̄
bound-state have been obtained for masses ranging from
M = 0.653 GeV to M = 0.447 GeV, and suitable values
of both gluon mass µ and vertex parameter Λ to explore
the interplay between these gluonic scales. The effective
gluon mass is taken around ∼ 2ΛQCD [30], and the size
of the quark- gluon vertex of the order ∼ ΛQCD (see, e.g.,
Ref. [25]).

In previous studies of the pion with physical mass [15,
17], by using a fixed quark mass of 0.255 GeV (corre-
sponding almost to the inflection point of the mass func-
tion shown in the upper panel of Fig. 1), a gluon mass
of 0.638 GeV and a vertex parameter Λ = 0.306 GeV, we
obtained: i) a decay constant fπ = 130 MeV, in agree-
ment with the experimental value [31] and ii) a valence
probability of 70%, with 57% for the antialigned com-
bination of the quark spins and 13% for the aligned one
(see below). In this case, the gluon contribution to the
pion state from the higher light-front Fock-components

amounts to 30%, which reflects the fluctuation of the pion
in a qq̄ pair plus any number of gluons (recall that we
are using a ladder kernel). Such massive gluon fluctua-
tions are generated by a color source, which has a size
of about ~c/Λ = 0.645 fm (not far from the size of the
pion) and is able to reproduce the pion properties like the
electromagnetic form factor [16] and longitudinal parton
distribution [17]. In the present study we have a IR mass
of 0.344 GeV equal to the one of the LQCD quark mass-
function [24], and we tune the gluon mass to µ = 0.469
GeV and Λ = 0.1 GeV, so that the size of the color source
considerably swells to ∼ ~c/Λ ≈ 2 fm. Thus, the gluon
fluctuations are produced at large distances. Both the
combined effect of the somewhat smaller gluon mass and
the strong IR enhancement of the interaction is expected
to increase the Fock components of the pion containing
the dynamical gluons and simultaneously reduce the va-
lence probability. Indeed, at the pion mass, the fixed-
mass approach, with a quark mass equal to 0.344 GeV
and the previous values of µ and Λ, provides a percent-
age of 51% for the Fock components beyond the valence
one and a decay constant fπ = 89.8 MeV. Due to a quark-
mass larger than the one in the previous studies, the pion
becomes more dilute, and the relevance of Fock compo-
nents beyond the valence one increases from 30% to 51%.
Moreover, the valence fraction of the aligned component
reduces to 7%, compared to the previous case of 18.6%
(stemming from the probability ratio 13/70).

To gain a first insight into the dynamics generated by
a large color source when the running quark mass is con-
sidered, with the corresponding parametrization that fa-
vors a large gluonic content of the bound state, i.e. with
µ = 0.469 GeV and Λ = 0.1 GeV, we have calculated the
valence wave function, i.e. the amplitude of the leading
component in the Fock expansion of the state (see, e.g.,
Ref. [15]) for masses of the bound system in the range
3mπ < M < 5mπ (cf. Table 2). The valence wave func-
tion is obtained by LF-projecting the BS amplitude, and
notably, it can be decomposed into its quark-spin configu-
rations, S = 0 and S = 1. One writes the anti-aligned and
aligned configurations, respectively, as [15]

Ψ↑↓(γ, z) =Ψ↓↑(γ, z) = ψ2(γ, z) +
z
2
ψ3(γ, z)

+
i

M3

∫ ∞

0
dγ′

∂g3(γ′, z; κ2)/∂z
γ + γ′ + z2m2 + (1 − z2)κ2 ,

Ψ↑↑(γ, z) =Ψ↓↓(γ, z) =

√
γ

M
ψ4(γ, z) ,

(17)

where m = m1 for the running mass case, and the ampli-
tudes ψi(γ, z) are obtained by integrating on k− the scalar
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functions in Eq. (15). In correspondence, one defines the
valence probability density as follows

ρval(γ, z) = ρ↑↓(γ, z) + ρ↑↑(γ, z) , (18)

where

ρ↑↓(↑↑)(γ, z) =
Nc

16π2 |Ψ↑↓(↑↑)(γ, z)|2 . (19)

Finally, by normalizing ρval to 1, we have calculated: i)
the percentage of each spin components, P↑↓ and P↑↑,
and ii) the longitudinal and transverse distributions, that
in turn can be decomposed in their spin components.
Namely, the longitudinal and the transverse momentum
distributions are given by

φ(ξ) = φ↑↓(ξ) + φ↑↑(ξ) , (20)
P(γ) = P↑↓(γ) + P↑↑(γ) , (21)

where

φ↑↓(↑↑)(ξ) =

∫ ∞

0
dγ ρ↑↓(↑↑)(γ, z) , (22)

P↑↓(↑↑)(γ) =

∫ 1

−1
dz ρ↑↓(↑↑)(γ, z) . (23)

with ξ = (1 − z)/2.

Table 2: The chosen masses, M, of the 0− bound-system (in unit of the
IR mass M (0) = 0.344 GeV) are presented along with the coupling
constants α = g2/4π and the percentages of the spin configurations in
the valence wave function. Recall that in addition to M the set of model
parameters is completed by : i) the gluon mass µ/M (0) = 1.363, ii) a
the vertex parameter Λ/M (0) = 0.291 and iii) λ/M (0) = 2.616 (see
Eq. (8)). For each M, the first line represents the dressed case, while the
second line is the undressed one with a quark mass equal to 0.344 GeV.

M/M (0) g2 α P↑↓(%) P↑↑(%)
1.9 7.62 0.61 93 7

3.76 0.30 96 4
1.6 12.46 0.99 93 7

11.29 0.90 93 7
1.5 14.13 1.12 93 7

13.67 1.09 93 7
1.4 15.78 1.26 94 6

15.93 1.27 93 7
1.3 17.38 1.38 94 6

18.07 1.44 93 7
1.2 18.93 1.51 94 6

20.06 1.60 93 7

Table 2, for given values of M, µ and Λ shows some
outputs of our calculations: coupling constant and per-
centages of the spin configurations in the valence wave
function. In general, the pattern for running and fixed
mass cases is the expected one: when the mass of the sys-
tem decreases the coupling constant increases. Loosely
speaking, if the binding energy, i.e. the difference be-
tween the bound-system mass, M, and some typical con-
stituent mass increases also the depth of the well does.
Heuristically, by defining the binding energy as B = 2mq−

M where mq is an effective quark mass, one can choose
mq = M (0), for the fixed mass case, while one necessar-
ily has mq = m̄ ≤ M (0), for the running mass one. In
the latter case, the effective mass m̄ stems from the suit-
able combination of the mass function, shown in the up-
per panel of Fig. 1, and the quark momentum-distribution,
dictated by the BSE. Hence, one expects a decreasing m̄
when the binding increases, since the system shrinks and
the momentum-distribution tail grows, emphasizing the
small mass region in M (p2). In conclusion for given M,
the coupling constant for the running-mass case is larger
than the one for the fixed-mass case and increases more
slowly (m̄ saturates to some value in the IR region).

Table 2 also shows the relative weight in the valence
state between the anti-aligned spin component, which is
dominant (recall that one has an orbital-angular momen-
tum equal to 0 for a spin singlet), and the aligned spin
component. On the spanned range of the mass M, the two
spin configurations keep almost the same percentage for
both running and fixed quark masses. This could be in-
terpreted as a feature dictated by the adopted interaction
kernel.

In Figs. 2 and 3, the longitudinal and transverse dis-
tributions for the two examples of M/M (0) = 1.9 and
1.3 are shown for the momentum-dependent dressed case
(solid lines) and the undressed one (dashed lines).

As shown in Fig. 2, for the largest value of the system
mass, M/M (0) = 1.9, the total longitudinal distribution
for the fixed-mass case is narrower than the running-mass
one, implying that it decreases faster when approaching
the end-points. Such a property can be understood by
smaller value of the coupling constant (cf. the first two
lines in Table 2) that leads to a larger size of the system
and hence a smaller average relative momentum. Inde-
pendently of the dressing of the quarks and bound state
mass, the aligned longitudinal momentum distribution is
broader than the anti-aligned one due to the relativistic na-
ture of the former. For M/M (0) = 1.3, the running mass-
case and the fixed-mass one yield similar results, as one
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Figure 2: Longitudinal momentum distributions defined in Eqs. (20) and (22), with Λ = 0.1 GeV and µ = 0.469 GeV. Thick solid line: running
mass model for M = 0.653 GeV. Thin solid line: the same as the thick one, but for M = 0.447 GeV. Thick dashed Line: fixed quark mass equal to
0.344 GeV and M = 0.653 GeV. Thin dashed line: the same as the thick one, but for M = 0.447 GeV. Dotted line: the same as the thick one, but for
M = mπ = 0.141 GeV.

Figure 3: Transverse momentum distributions defined in Eqs. (21) and (23), with Λ = 0.1 GeV and µ = 0.469 GeV. The legend of the lines is the same
as in Fig. 2.

could expect given the similar values of the corresponding
coupling constants (cf. Table 2).

The transverse distributions in Fig. 3 show that the
dressing of the quark-propagator generates a larger mo-
mentum tail than in the undressed case, regardless of the
spin component, but it decreases when the mass-system
does. Moreover, the effect of the dressed quark-gluon
vertex is manifested in the damping of the kernel at a
scale of Λ2/M 2(0) ∼ γ/M 2(0) ∼ 0.1, as clearly rec-
ognized in the plots for the larger binding corresponding
to M/M (0) = 1.3 in both dressed and undressed quark
cases. Finally, one should notice that the aligned trans-
verse distribution vanishes for γ = 0, as expected for an
orbital-angular momentum L = 1 component. The in-
sets in Fig. 3 show the tail of the transverse distributions
which acquire a close functional dependence on γ, as it is
expected, once the dressed and undressed propagators for
large momentum are dominated by their gluon component

and tend to be identical (cf. bottom panel of Fig. 1).

Summary. We have solved the 0− homogeneous Bethe-
Salpeter equation in Minkowski space by using i) the NIR
of the BS amplitude; ii) an extended interaction kernel
based on the ladder exchange of massive gluons, in the
Feynman gauge, and iii) a phenomenologically dressed
quark propagator, already adopted in Ref. [23]. The
quark-mass function has only one adjusted parameter that
was tuned on LQCD calculations of the running mass in
Ref. [32]. It has been chosen a gluon mass close to 2ΛQCD

and an extended color density with size ∼ 2 fm, that en-
forces the gluonic content of the bound system. The ex-
plored range of the system mass was 3mπ < M < 5mπ,
and we obtained both static (cf. Table 2) and dynamical
(cf. figs. 2 and 3) quantities. The main features have
been discussed and heuristically interpreted, in order to
enhance our physical intuition of the outcomes of our ap-
proach, that soon will be extended to the realistic case of
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the pion. In particular, we stressed the role of the interplay
between three gluonic phenomena: dressing of the quark
propagator, extension of the quark-gluon vertex and lad-
der exchange of massive gluons. For instance, we found
that the quark dressing widens the transverse momentum
distribution when compared to the case of the undressed
quark tuned to have the IR mass, and interestingly, the
aligned spin component of the valence wave function is
suppressed with respect to the anti-aligned one, regardless
of whether a running quark-mass is used or not, pointing
to a ladder kernel effect.

Plainly, the present application of our approach based
on the BSE plus a phenomenological running quark-mass
should be considered as an initial step towards a descrip-
tion of the strongly-bound pion within a more consistent
framework, based on realistic solutions of the quark gap-
equation able to yield M (p2) directly in Minkowski space
(see also, e.g., Refs. [33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40]).
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On the momentum broadening of in-medium jet evolution using a light-front Hamiltonian approach
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Following the non-perturbative light-front Hamiltonian formalism developed in our preceding work [1], we
investigate the momentum broadening of a quark jet inside a SU(3) colored medium. We perform the numerical
simulation of the real-time jet evolution in Fock spaces of a single quark, a quark-gluon state, and coupled quark-
and quark-gluon states at various jet momenta p+ and medium densities. With the obtained jet light-front wave-
function, we extract the jet transverse momentum distribution, the quenching parameter, and the gluon emission
rate. We analyze the dependence of momentum broadening on p+, medium density, color configuration, spatial
correlation, and medium-induced gluon emission. For comparison, we also derive analytically the expectation
value of the transverse momentum of a quark-gluon state in any color configuration and in an arbitrary spatial
distribution in the eikonal limit. This work can help understand jet momentum broadening in the non-eikonal
regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central goal of ultrarelativistic heavy ion collisions, such
as those performed at the Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider
(RHIC) to the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), is to recre-
ate droplets of matter in the early Universe, the quark-gluon
plasma, and learn about its properties [2]. In heavy-ion col-
lisions, energetic quarks and gluons are produced at early
stages, propagating through the dense and hot medium. The
initial particle is transformed into a cone-shaped beam of
hadrons, a jet. In theoretical studies, a jet initiated by a high
energy quark(gluon) is often referred to as the quark(gluon)
jet. Experimentally, the energy and motion of the original par-
ticle are estimated by measuring the hadrons in the jet. The
jets are suppressed and modified compared to those in proton-
proton collisions, a phenomenon known as jet quenching, ob-
served at RHIC [3–6] and LHC [7–9]. Similar processes hap-
pen in deeply inelastic scattering (DIS), where jets lose energy
when traversing the cold nuclear matter formed from the large
nucleus.

Studies of jet quenching give us information on how the
medium responds when traversed by a high-energy quark or
gluon jet, and how the jet is modified by the medium [10–
16]. Several perturbative QCD (pQCD)-based studies have
been carried out to calculate jet energy loss through multi-
ple scatterings and gluon radiations. In the Baier-Dokshitzer-
Mueller-Peigne-Schiff and Zakharov (BDMPS-Z) approach,
the medium is modeled as a collection of static scattering cen-
ters and soft gluon radiations are induced through multiple
scatterings [17–19]. Gyulassy-Levai-Vitev (GLV) and Wiede-
mann [20–22] developed a systematic expansion of the calcu-
lation in terms of the number of scatterings. In the Arnold,

∗ meijian.li@usc.es
† tuomas.v.v.lappi@jyu.fi
‡ xbzhao@impcas.ac.cn
§ carlos.salgado@usc.es

Moore and Yaffe (AMY) [23, 24] approach, the hard thermal
loop framework is employed and the medium is treated as in a
thermal equilibrium state. In the higher-twist (HT) approach,
the twist-expansion is used in a collinear factorization for-
malism and the medium is characterized by matrix elements
of gauge field operators [25, 26]. In the SCETG formalism
[27, 28], the standard Soft Collinear Effective Theory (SCET)
Lagrangian is modified to include Glauber modes of gluon
field for parton interactions.

In preceding works, we have developed a computational
method of simulating the evolution of a quark jet inside a
classical color background field, first in the |q〉 Fock sec-
tor [29], then in the |q〉 + |qg〉 Fock sector [1]. This method is
known as the time-dependent Basis Light-Front Quantization
(tBLFQ) [30], a light-front Hamiltonian formalism. Unlike
the aforementioned pQCD-based approaches, the evolution
process is calculated on the amplitude rather than the prob-
ability level. This method enables us to relax approximations
usually made in high-energy collisions, such as the eikonal
and the collinear radiation approximations [16].

The tBLFQ method has also been applied to various prob-
lems in quantum electrodynamics [31–34], and its Quantum
Mechanics counterpart—the time-dependent Basis Function
(tBF) approach to nuclear structure and scattering [35, 36].
The advantages of the light-front Hamiltonian formalism are
also used in a recent study in small-x physics to study spin-
related observables [37]. It is noteworthy that the tBLFQ (and
the related tBF) approach is well-suited to be implemented as
quantum simulations on a quantum device. Recent develop-
ments can be found in Refs. [38–40]. The calculation in this
work, though performed on classical computers, also provides
a precursor for the future implementation of quantum simula-
tion, with the anticipation of a quantum speedup [41, 42].

In this work, we present a study on the momentum broad-
ening of in-medium jet evolution using tBLFQ. We aim to
enhance the understanding of the mechanism in jet momen-
tum broadening: the momentum exchange of the jet con-
stituents with the medium and the effects from gluon radia-
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2

tion. The new development in this work answers the following
key questions:

1. How to extract and interpret the momentum broaden-
ing from the jet’s wavefunction formulated on a dis-
crete momentum basis space? We have shown that
in tBLFQ, the quark jet is described by an evolving
light-front wavefunction, a superposition of different
momenta, color, and helicity modes in the |q〉 + |qg〉
space, and we examine various observables and quan-
tities from it [1]. To complement and further develop
the study on the transverse momentum space, we ex-
tract the time-dependent transverse momentum square
〈~p2
⊥(x+)〉 and the quenching parameter q̂ (defined in the

next section) from the jet state. Importantly, one must
understand the dependence on the physical and the basis
parameters in simulations on a finite basis space, espe-
cially the infrared and ultraviolet cutoffs, which we will
examine and elaborate on.

2. What is the analytical expectation of the momentum
broadening of the quark-gluon state at finite Nc, in the
eikonal limit, given the state arbitrarily distributed in
color and transverse space? The analytical expression
of 〈~p2

⊥(x+)〉, in terms of medium strength, momentum
cutoffs, and evolution time, is known for the single par-
ticle state (the quark or gluon jet), derived with Wilson
lines in the McLerran-Venugopalan (MV) model [43–
45]. But the result for the quark-gluon state is absent.
We fill this gap by presenting the full derivation using
the four-point q̄ḡqg Wilson line correlators. This re-
sult can be useful to other studies on jet quenching with
quark-gluon components, for example, the production
of the quark-gluon dijet in high-energy collisions, espe-
cially when one needs to look at color-differential cross
sections [46–49]. Here, it also serves as a benchmark
for checking the numerical simulations in the eikonal
limit.

3. What is the effect from the medium at finite p+ and fi-
nite Nη (number of uncorrelated medium layers, defined
in the next section)? The picture of jet quenching be-
comes very complicated when the eikonal approxima-
tion gets relaxed: at finite p+, there is a diffusion in
transverse coordinate space resulting from the kinetic
energy part of the Hamiltonian, and there exists a con-
tinuous gluon emission/absorption throughout the evo-
lution even when only allowing one dynamical gluon at
the same time. In addition, to be more realistic, we also
let the number of uncorrelated medium layers in the MV
model, namely Nη, be finite. We will analyze those ef-
fects using the evolved jet wavefunction obtained from
numerical simulations. We observe a suppression on
q̂ at finite p+ and finite Nη. The medium enhances
the gluon emission compared to the vacuum, but slows
down the total momentum broadening of the quark jet
state compared to a quark-gluon state.

The layout of this paper is as follows. We first introduce
the method in Sec. II. We then present and discuss the analyt-

ical results in the eikonal limit in Sec. III and the numerical
results of the full non-perturbative calculation in Sec. IV. We
conclude with a discussion of future steps beyond this work in
Sec. V.

II. METHODOLOGY

In Ref. [1], we have developed the formalism of using the
tBLFQ approach to simulate the evolution of a quark jet inside
a classical color background field in the |q〉 + |qg〉 Fock sec-
tor. Here, we briefly review the basics of this formalism and
reformulate the physical quantities in dimensionless variables.

A. Jet evolution in tBLFQ

The light-front Hamiltonian consists of three parts,
P−(x+) = P−KE + Vqg + VA(x+), which are the kinetic energy
term, the gluon emission/absorption term, and the interaction
term with a background field (the medium), respectively. The
background field A describing the medium is given by the
MV model [43–45]. We refer to Ref. [1] for the derivation
and the full expression of P−. The evolution of the state is
treated by decomposing the time-evolution operator into many
small steps of the light-front time x+, then solved in the time
sequence numerically,

|ψ; x+〉 =T+ exp
[
−

i
2

∫ x+

0
dz+P−(z+)

]
|ψ; 0〉

= lim
n→∞

n∏
k=1

T+ exp
− i

2

∫ x+
k

x+
k−1

dz+P−(z+)
 |ψ; 0〉 ,

(1)

in which x+
k = kδx+(k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n) with δx+ ≡ x+/n. The

numerical method for this specific problem is optimized in
Ref. [1]. That is, within each small time step, we treat P−KE
and VA as time-constant and carry out matrix exponentiation
in the momentum and coordinate space, respectively; the op-
eration with Vqg uses the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method in
momentum space.

The formulated basis space consists of a square lattice with
periodic boundary conditions in the transverse dimensions ~x⊥,
ranging in [−L⊥, L⊥] with 2N⊥ sites, and a loop with (anti-
)periodic boundary condition in the x− direction, of length 2L,
for the gluon(quark). The transverse lattice introduces a pair
of infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) cutoffs in the transverse
momentum space ~p⊥, λIR = dp = π/L⊥ and λUV = π/a⊥,
with a⊥ = L⊥/N⊥ as the lattice spacing. Therefore the simula-
tions are performed at fixed IR and UV cutoffs, which means
setting upper and lower bounds on the

∫
p⊥ integral in the

corresponding analytical calculations. We will see later that
the physical IR regulator mg will play the role of the IR cutoff

instead of λIR, but the UV cutoff is still the lattice-dependent
λUV . To relate to a physical process, one needs to match such
cutoffs to realistic momentum scales. For example, the study
in Ref. [50] uses the Landau matching condition to choose
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cutoff models that depend on the jet energy and plasma tem-
perature. In this work, we study the dependence of the jet
observables at a range of cutoffs.

The longitudinal momentum p+ is quantized in units of
2π/L, and the gluon(quark) is allowed to take a positive (half-
)integer number in this unit. For the total momentum of the
quark jet state, K is a half-integer (note that K ≥ 1.5 in order
to accommodate multiple p+ configurations for the |qg〉 sec-
tor), with p+ = K2π/L and p+ = p+

Q = p+
q + p+

g
1. Then the

longitudinal momentum fraction of the gluon, z ≡ p+
g /p+, has

a resolution of 1/K.
The total evolution time, which is also the thickness of the

medium, is x+ = [0, Lη]. The x+ dimension is discretized into
small time steps of δx+ for numerically simulating the time
evolution, as seen in Eq. (1). Meanwhile, the medium along
x+ is discretized into a number of Nη uncorrelated layers such
that each layer has a duration of τ ≡ Lη/Nη. This layer struc-
ture is to numerically simulate the stochastic feature of the
sources along x+ that generate the medium [51], characterized
in continuum by the correlation relation

〈ρa(~x⊥, x+)ρb(~y⊥, y+)〉m = g2µ̃2δabδ
2(~x⊥−~y⊥)δ(x+− y+) . (2)

This continuum relation corresponds to the limit Nη →

∞(τ → 0), but we can keep τ general and thus introduce a
finite longitudinal correlation length into our description of
the medium. The average over the medium configurations is
indicated by 〈. . .〉m. The medium color field A is calculated
from the sources by solving the reduced Yang-Mills equation
with an IR regulator mg,

(m2
g − ∇

2
⊥)A−a (~x⊥, x+) = ρa(~x⊥, x+) . (3)

The details on how to simulate the medium in the basis space
are discussed in Appendix A 2.

In this Hamiltonian formalism, the jet as a quantum state
is described by its light-front wavefunction at different time
instances. The wavefunction reads as a column vector of co-
efficients in the above-formulated basis space. For a given ob-
servable Ô, one can directly evaluate its expectation value as
〈O(x+)〉 = 〈ψ; x+|Ô|ψ; x+〉, using the jet wavefunction solved
from a single simulation. Then, by taking the average of
〈O(x+)〉’s from multiple simulations, each with an indepen-
dently sampled ρ, we arrive at the configuration averaged
〈O(x+)〉m.

B. Parameter dependence

To have a qualitative understanding of how the physical
process should depend on the parameters of the setup, here
we consider the integrated Hamiltonian, P− summed over the
spatial dimensions (~x⊥, x−) and accumulated over a time du-
ration of ∆x+. Let us examine the three terms individually.

1 We use the subscripts “Q” and “q” to distinguish between the quark in the
|q〉 sector and that in the |qg〉 sector.

Firstly, for the kinetic energy term, P−KE , its effect as in
the evolution operator mainly depends on three dimensionless
quantities,

e−
i
2 P−KE∆x+

∼ f
[
2L∆x+

(2a⊥)2 ,
mqa⊥
π

,
1
K

]
. (4)

The dependence on the first quantity in the product form is a
result of the longitudinal boost invariance. In the view of the
full evolution process, viz., ∆x+ → Lη, this action stays the
same by scaling the p+ momentum (via inversely scaling L)
of the incoming quark and its evolution time Lη equally. The
dependence on the second quantity reflects the contribution
from the quark mass as compared to the largest transverse mo-
mentum mode λUV . The third quantity reflects the resolution
in probing the longitudinal momentum fraction of the particle
in the |qg〉 sector.

Secondly, the gluon emission/absorption term, Vqg, accu-
mulated over time, depends also on the previously introduced
quantities, and in addition, the coupling constant,

e−
i
2 Vqg∆x+

∼ f
[
g,

2L∆x+

(2a⊥)2 ,
mqa⊥
π

,
1
K

]
. (5)

The dependence on the third quantity reflects the ratio be-
tween the quark-spin-flip and non-flip transition widths, and
we refer to Figure 4 of Ref. [1] as an illustration. The fourth
quantity indicates the softest gluon being emitted/absorbed.

Thirdly, there is an effect from the medium interaction term,
VA. Here we consider a time duration ∆x+ that is multiples of
the layer thickness τ, in order to be in the situation where one
is properly sensitive to several sources that are uncorrelated in
the x+ direction. The medium-interaction action depends on
two dimensionless variables,

e−
i
2 VA∆x+

∼ f
[
g2µ̃a⊥
√
τ

∆x+,
mga⊥
π

]
. (6)

Here the combination g2µ̃a⊥/
√
τ must appear together in this

way since g2, µ̃ and τ in fact only appear in the calculation in
this combination, see Eq. (A8). Taking ∆x+ → τ for one layer,
and then adding together Nη layers of squared color charge
density (added at the level of squares because the interaction
is a diffusion-type process in transverse momentum), the first
argument leads to the emergence of the saturation scale

Q2
s = CF(g2µ̃)2Lη/(2π2) (7)

on the lattice, Qsa⊥. The second quantity is the ratio between
the smallest and the largest transverse momentum that can be
transferred by the medium.

In total, the full process combining all three terms would
depend on the above-introduced quantities. We summarize
those quantities and address potential constraints in setting up
simulation parameters:

• The coupling constant g, and g = 1 in this work.

• The free action S f ree ≡ Lηλ2
UV/p+. Since the largest

transverse momentum a particle can acquire is λUV , we
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can interpret p+/λ2
UV as the coherence length of quan-

tum diffusion and gluon emission/absorption. Thus
S f ree characterizes the length scale in x+ at which the
jet becomes non-eikonal, cf. the non-eikonal parameter
defined in Refs. [52–54].

• The quark mass in the unit of the lattice UV cut-
off, mqa⊥/π. When its value is small, mqa⊥/π ≈ 0,
the quark-spin-flip gluon emission/absorption would be
suppressed. If its value is too large, the kinetic en-
ergy term cannot resolve different transverse momen-
tum modes.

• The saturation scale in the unit of the lattice UV cut-
off, Qsa⊥/π. It should be that Qsa⊥/π � 1; other-
wise, the medium momentum transfer cannot be appro-
priately accessed on the lattice.

• The medium IR regulator in the unit of the lattice UV
cutoff, mga⊥/π. This “gluon mass” mg is often intro-
duced as the infrared screening scale of the medium,
similar to the Debye mass in Gyulassy-Wang and other
model potentials [55–58]. Note the mass of the dynam-
ical gluon in the |qg〉 sector of the Fock space is always
zero. An eligible value of mg should be covered by the
momentum range on the transverse lattice [λIR, λUV ], at
the same time smaller than the saturation scale Qs. This
constraint reads

1
N⊥
�

mga⊥
π
�

Qsa⊥
π

. (8)

The continuum limit, a⊥ → 0 is taken by letting N⊥ →
∞ so that Qsa⊥/π→ 0 while QsL⊥/π remains constant.

• The z resolution and cutoff, 1/K. In the continuum
limit, K → ∞.

In running the numerical simulation, choosing parameters that
satisfy the aforementioned conditions helps ensure that the
physics of interest is captured on the discrete basis space. We
refer to Appendix C of Ref. [39] for a more detailed explana-
tion of this topic.

III. q̂ IN THE EIKONAL LIMIT, USING WILSON LINE
CORRELATORS

In studying the phenomenon of jet momentum broadening
inside a medium, a characteristic quantity to examine is the
quenching parameter q̂ [10, 59–62], defined as

q̂ =
∆ 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉
∆x+

. (9)

It characterizes the mean square momentum transfer to the jet
per unit length in the medium.

In the eikonal limit, when one can express the propagation
of a parton through a medium in terms of Wilson lines, q̂ can
be derived analytically using the Wilson line correlators. In
this section, we derive it first for a single particle state, then
for a quark-gluon state.

The derivation for the single particle state has already been
developed in the Wilson line formalism (e.g., ref. [11]). The
purpose of our revisiting this problem is two-folded. First, we
perform the derivation in the context of the formulated basis
space in Sec. II, so that it could help interpret and verify in the
eikonal limit the results obtained from the numerical simula-
tions. Second, the derivation for the single particle prepares
the necessary ingredients for the more complicated case of the
quark-gluon state.

The existing derivations for the quark-gluon state usually
use specific truncations and approximations. One considers
the quark-gluon state as initially split from a single quark
state. Thus the two-particle state resides in the triplet sub-
space. One often also takes the large Nc limit, such that some
correlations can be neglected, e.g., Ref. [48]. Here, we carry
out the calculation in its full color space and keep Nc finite
(Nc = 3).

A. The single particle state

The expectation value of the transverse momentum
square can be calculated directly knowing the state vector,
〈p2
⊥(x+)〉 = 〈ψ; x+| p̂2

⊥ |ψ; x+〉. In the eikonal limit of p+ = ∞,
only the VA term survives in the Hamiltonian, and the evolu-
tion operator reduces to the Wilson line.

For a quark, the Wilson line in the fundamental representa-
tion reads,

UF(0, x+; ~x⊥) ≡ T+ exp
(
− ig

∫ x+

0
dz+A−a (~x⊥, z+)T a

)
, (10)

in which T a is the SU(3) generator in the fundamental rep-
resentation, i.e., the Gell-Mann matrices. Replacing T a by
the generators in the adjoint representation, ta, one gets the
adjoint Wilson line for the gluon, UA(0, x+; ~x⊥). The Wilson
line in the above expression is a matrix in the corresponding
color space.

Then, the color-β component of the evolved state that is
initially in color state α reads

|ψ; x+〉Eik =

∫
x

φ̃(~x⊥)UF(0, x+; ~x⊥)βα |~x⊥〉 , (11)

in which the initial state is written as a wavefunction in the
coordinate basis, |ψ; 0〉 =

∫
x
φ̃(~x⊥) |~x⊥〉 with the normalization∫

x
〈~x⊥|~x⊥〉 = 1. 2

In calculating 〈p2
⊥(x+)〉, the initial color space is averaged

over, and the final space is summed over, therefore

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉Eik =

∫
p

~p2
⊥

∫
x,y

φ̃∗(~x⊥)φ̃(~y⊥)e−i~p⊥·(~x⊥−~y⊥)

×

Nc∑
β=1

1
Nc

Nc∑
α=1

〈U†F(0, x+; ~x⊥)αβUF(0, x+;~y⊥)βα〉m .

(12)

2 Here and throughout the paper we use the shorthand notation
∫
p
≡∫

d2 p⊥/(2π)2 and
∫
r
≡

∫
d2r⊥.
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In the second line, the hermitian conjugate of the Wilson line
can be viewed as the S-matrix of an antiquark. Consequently,
we recognize the second line of the equation as the forward
scattering amplitude of an effective quark-antiquark dipole
and write it as

S F(0, x+; |~x⊥ − ~y⊥|) =
1

Nc
Tr 〈U†F(0, x+; ~x⊥)UF(0, x+;~y⊥)〉m

= exp
[
−CFg4µ̃2x+ [

L(0) − L(|~x⊥ − ~y⊥|)
] ]
,

(13)

in which

L
(
r = |~x⊥ − ~y⊥|

)
=

∫
k

e−i~k⊥·(~x⊥−~y⊥)(
m2

g + ~k2
⊥

)2 =
mgrK1(mgr)

4πm2
g

. (14)

The summation over the color state of the quark amounts to
the effective q̄q state being in the color singlet state.

Then the momentum transfer in Eq. (12) can be evaluated
by taking the order derivative of the Wilson line correlator at
the zero separation limit,

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉Eik = 〈p2

⊥(0)〉 − ∇2
r S F(0, x+;~r⊥)|~r⊥=~0⊥

= 〈p2
⊥(0)〉 + q̂Eik x+ .

(15)

An alternative way to perform the derivation is to keep the
momentum integral

∫
p

and carry out the coordinate integral∫
r

instead, which we discuss in more detail in Appendix B.
The quenching parameter q̂ as defined in Eq. (9) follows as,

q̂Eik = 4πq̂0G2, q̂0 ≡ CFg4µ̃2 1
4π

. (16)

The “bare” quenching parameter q̂0 is the effective speed for
a quark reaching the saturation scale with half the evolution
time, i.e., q̂0 = Q2

s/2Lη. The quantity G2 contains a logarith-
mic divergence,

G2 = − ∇2
r L(r)

∣∣∣
r=0

=
1

4π

{
log

[
1 +

1
(mga⊥/π)2

]
−

1
1 + (mga⊥/π)2

}
.

(17)

In analogy, one gets the q̂ for a gluon state replacing CF =

(N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) by CA = Nc in Eq. (16).
In the above derivation, we do not take into account the ef-

fect from the momentum space lattice edges, allowing trans-
verse momentum square increase linearly over time bound-
lessly. However, on the finite lattice, there is an asymptotic
value for 〈p2

⊥〉. This happens when the particles are distributed
uniformly in the whole momentum space,

〈p2
⊥〉asy =

1
(2N⊥)2

N⊥−1∑
i=−N⊥

N⊥−1∑
j=−N⊥

(i2 + j2)
(
π

L⊥

)2

≈
2
3

(
π

a⊥

)2

,

(18)

where the approximated value is obtained by taking the con-
tinuum limit. 3 Thus the linear growth of the momentum
broadening with x+ will saturate when approaching this limit.

3 In the continuum limit, this asymptotic value is evaluated by integration

B. The quark-gluon state

For a quark-gluon state, the expectation value of its total
momentum squared can be evaluated from its wavefunction,
in analogy to that of a single particle state in Eq. (12),

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉qg,c;Eik =

∫
pq

∫
pg

(~pq,⊥ + ~pg⊥)2

∫
xq

∫
yq

∫
xg

∫
yg

φ̃∗(~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥)φ̃(~yq,⊥, ~yg,⊥)

e−i~pq,⊥·(~xq,⊥−~yq,⊥)e−i~pg⊥·(~xg,⊥−~yg,⊥)

Pqg,c(0, x+; ~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥, ~yq,⊥, ~yg,⊥) .

(20)

Here the initial state is written in form of the wavefunction in
the coordinate basis, |ψ; 0〉 =

∫
xq

∫
xg
φ̃(~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥) |~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥〉.

In the discussion for the single quark (or gluon), 〈p2
⊥(x+)〉

is evaluated in the entirety of the corresponding color space,
which is irreducible by itself. For a quark-gluon state, we
examine the momentum broadening in each of its invariant
color subspaces as well as the full. The invariant color space
is indicated by the subscript “c” in the expression. An exten-
sive discussion on the quark-gluon color space can be found
in Appendix C. To calculate the probability, one must square
the wavefunction, keeping the colors of the incoming parti-
cles the same in the amplitude and the conjugate amplitude,
and summing over the outgoing color in the full color space.
The probability function of a quark-gluon state in the color
state c is written as Pqg,c,

Pqg,c ≡

Nc∑
i=1

dA∑
a=1

〈ψq̄ḡqg,{i,a,i,a}|S q̄ḡqg|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄(q̄ḡ)c(qg)〉 , (21)

in which

Sq̄gqg(0, x+; ~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥, ~yq,⊥, ~yg,⊥) =

〈U†F(~xq,⊥) ⊗ U†A(~xg,⊥) ⊗ UF(~yq,⊥) ⊗ UA(~yg,⊥)〉m .
(22)

is the q̄ḡqg four-point Wilson line correlator. Similarly to the
q state, the summation over the color states of the qg state
amounts to the effective q̄ḡqg state being color singlets. We
leave out the time argument in the Wilson lines for simplicity
in the above expression. The details of Sq̄gqg and Pqg,c can be
found in App. D, see also Ref. [63] for a study and analysis
of Sq̄gqg. Note that in spite of the bra-ket notation in Eq. (22),
for our purpose this color structure is already at the probabil-
ity level, with the q̄ḡ corresponding to a quark (gluon) in the
conjugate wavefunction.

instead of summation,

〈p2
⊥〉asy =

∫ λUV
−λUV

dkx
∫ λUV
−λUV

dky[(kx)2 + (ky)2]∫ λUV
−λUV

dkx
∫ λUV
−λUV

dky
=

2
3
λ2

UV , (19)

then on the lattice λUV = π/a⊥.
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The quark-gluon momentum squared in Eq. (20) can be
split into three terms,

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉qg,c;Eik = 〈~p2

q,⊥(x+)〉
Eik

+ 〈~p2
g,⊥(x+)〉

Eik

+ 2 〈~pq,⊥(x+) · ~pg,⊥(x+)〉c;Eik .
(23)

The first two terms turn out to be the same as Eq. (15) with
the corresponding Casimir. For the third term, it is more con-
venient to change to relative and center-of-mass coordinates

~v⊥ = ~xq,⊥ − ~xg,⊥ , ~R⊥ = z~xq,⊥ + (1 − z)~yg,⊥ ,

~uq,⊥ = ~xq,⊥ − ~yq,⊥ , ~ug,⊥ = ~xg,⊥ − ~yg,⊥ ,
(24)

which allows us to express the momentum correlation as

〈~pq,⊥(x+) · ~pg,⊥(x+)〉c;Eik =

∫
v

fRel(~v⊥)~∇u,q · ~∇u,g

Pqg,c(0, x+;~v⊥ + ~uq,⊥, ~uq,⊥,~v⊥, ~uq,⊥ − ~ug,⊥)
∣∣∣∣∣
~uq,⊥,~ug,⊥=~0⊥

.
(25)

Note that we take advantage of the Wilson line correlator
being translationally invariant in the above expression; see
Eq. (D12) and discussions for detail. The quantity fRel(~v⊥)
is the distribution function of the quark-gluon relative coordi-
nate~v⊥, and it can be obtained by integrating the wavefunction
square over the center-of-mass coordinate ~R⊥,

fRel(~v⊥) ≡
∫
R

∣∣∣φ̃(~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥)
∣∣∣2 . (26)

We find that the cross term depends on the initial color con-
figuration of the quark-gluon state and the separation between
the quark and the gluon,

〈~pq,⊥(x+) · ~pg,⊥(x+)〉c;Eik =


0, c = 3 ⊗ 8

−
Nc
√

2
2 f12, c = 3

−
√

2
2 f12, c = 6̄

√
2

2 f12, c = 15

, (27)

in which f12 = −
∫
v

fRel(~v⊥)s12(v⊥) and the explicit form of the
function s12 is given in Eq. (D29) in the Appendix. We leave
the details of the derivation to Appendix C 2. From Eq. (27),
one can see that if the quark and the gluon are in a color-
uncorrelated state, as is effectively the case if one sums over
the whole 3⊗8-dimensional color space of the final state, then
the cross term vanishes. 4 For a color-correlated quark-gluon
state, the cross term is large if the separation between the two
particles, v is small, and becomes negligible when the separa-
tion set by the wavefunction φ̃ gets large, v > 1/mg. In par-
ticular, if the quark-gluon state is a single momentum state, it
is maximally delocalized, and the relative coordinate distribu-
tion is uniform, fRel(~v⊥) = 1/(2L⊥)2, leading to a very weak
correlation between the quark and gluon.

4 Note that if one sums the coefficients of the representations 3, 6̄ and 15 in
Eq. (27) weighted by the dimension of the representation, one gets zero;
see Eq. (D19) and discussions around it.

IV. q̂ IN THE NON-EIKONAL REGIME, USING
NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

A. The single quark state |q〉

We first perform the simulations in the leading Fock sector
of |q〉, and study the evolution of the quark’s transverse mo-
mentum. In the eikonal limit of p+ = ∞, the quark’s trans-
verse momentum square 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 is expected to grow lin-
early over the evolution time x+, as we have obtained from
Eq. (15) in Sec. III A. We verify our numerical calculations
in the eikonal limit by comparing them to the analytical ex-
pectation and also go beyond this limit by letting the quark
have finite p+. We then study the dependence on the medium
IR regulator mga⊥/π and the saturation scale Qsa⊥/π. Note
that though the quark mass enters the kinetic energy term,
as in Eq. (4), it acts as an overall phase factor in calculating
〈p2
⊥(x+)〉 and therefore does not contribute.

1. Dependence on p+

The longitudinal momentum p+ signifies how fast the quark
jet travels through the medium, and its effect is related to
the structure of the medium along x+. The medium, accord-
ing to the MV model, should be singularly uncorrelated as
〈A(x+)A(y+)〉m ∝ δ(x+ − y+) as in Eq. (2). On the amplitude
level, it means that A(x+) is stochastic, which is realized nu-
merically with a x+-resolution of τ; this is in analogy to having
an x⊥-resolution of a⊥ in the transverse dimension, see also
Eq. (A8). Consequently, to match the analytical formulation,
one should take the continuous limit of a⊥ → 0 (N⊥ → ∞
while fixing L⊥) and τ → 0 (Nη → ∞ while fixing Lη). How-
ever, in reality, the medium, as a composition of quarks and
gluons, is more likely to have a finite correlation length. In the
transverse dimension, the medium IR regulator mg plays such
a role of screening. Considering the medium in its rest frame
and assuming that it is isotropic, this would imply that the du-
ration of each layer would be of the same magnitude, such that
τ ∼ 1/mg. When the medium is longitudinally boosted, e.g.,
in a frame with its p− ≈ ∞, both τ and Lη get contracted, but
Nη will stay the same as in the medium rest frame. Thus, to
study a finite energy jet it is interesting to also perform simu-
lations with a finite τ.

To proceed, we first study the dependence of the momen-
tum broadening on Nη. In Fig. 1, we present 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 and the
extracted values of the quenching parameter q̂ [calculated ac-
cording to Eq. (9), with ∆x+ = Lη] at various Nη while fixing
Lη. The value at each data point is averaged over 10 configura-
tions, and the band width is the standard deviation indicating
the uncertainties from the configuration fluctuation. Though
in both infinite and finite p+ cases, the simulation results con-
verge to the analytical expectation as Nη increases, the latter
happens at a slower pace. We have three key observations.
First, in the continuous limit of Nη → ∞, the kinetic energy
term does not affect the momentum broadening and the value
of q̂. Thus the analytical result derived in the eikonal limit in
Sec. III A also applies to finite p+ cases; see also Ref. [64].
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Second, the convergence to the eikonal analytical result as
Nη → ∞ is slower at a larger saturation scale, as shown by
the comparison between Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b). Third, at a
finite Nη, in particular when τ = 1/mg, a finite p+ leads to a
decrease in q̂.

It is also interesting to observe the momentum evolution
within a layer. The results at Nη = 4 in Fig. 1 exemplify
that 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 grows quadratically within a layer while linearly
across layers. The analytical derivation in Sec. III A inherits
the treatment of 〈ρ(x+)ρ(y+)〉m ∝ δ(x+ − y+) from the MV
model, therefore only accounts for the behavior across layers.
To understand the evolution within a layer analytically, let us
calculate the Wilson line in such a scenario, there the x+ inte-
gral becomes

∫ δx+

0
dx+

∫ δx+

0
dy+〈ρa(x+, ~x⊥)ρb(y+, ~y⊥)〉m

=δabδ
2(~x⊥ − ~y⊥)g2µ̃2

δx+, δx+ ≥ τ

(δx+)2/τ, δx+ < τ
.

(28)

The resulting Wilson line within a layer, i.e., δx+ < τ,
is thus S F(0, δx+; r) = e−CF g4µ̃2(δx+)2/τ[L(0)−L(r)], in compari-
son to Eq. (13) for the Wilson line across multiple layers.
The observation from the numerical simulation verifies this
quadratic/linear behavior of the squared momentum.

For a closer examination, we present the transverse momen-
tum distribution f (p⊥) at both infinite and finite p+ in Fig. 2.
Note that the phase space of states on the discrete square lat-
tice is different from that in the continuous case, and their ratio
is indicated by the dashed gray line in the left panel. More in-
formation can be found in Appendix A 1. We can see that the
typical transverse momentum is of order

√
q̂Lη, but there is a

long power law tail up to higher p⊥. The difference between
different values of Nη is smooth as a function of p⊥, but the
lower typical p⊥ for finite P+ at small Nη is caused by a de-
pletion of the highest p⊥ modes.

Next, we take the estimation of τ = 1/mg such that Nη = 4
with Lη = 50 GeV−1, and study the p+ dependence. Note
that both Nη and Lη/p+ are boost-invariant, and here we fix
Lη and τ. One could alternatively fix p+ and Nη but vary Lη
(and thus τ) to obtain the same results. The results are shown
in Fig. 3(a), and the results with Nη = 8 are in Fig. 3(b) for
comparison. We find that with a finite number of layers, a
smaller p+ leads to a smaller q̂. Then towards the eikonal
limit of p+ = ∞, the obtained q̂ gets closer to the analytical
result calculated with an infinite number of layers. But even
at τ/p+ = 0, i.e., in the eikonal case, the obtained q̂ does not
always agree with the analytical ones, especially at larger Qs.
This difference results from Nη being finite in the setup. As
we have seen earlier in Fig. 1, a larger Qs requires a larger
value of Nη to restore the analytical results. In addition, the
results obtained at different Lη overlap, showing that q̂ in the
units of d2

pL−1
η only depends on the boost-invariant quantity of

τ/p+, but not p+ or Lη separately.

2. Dependence on mga⊥/π

The quenching parameter q̂ is expected to have a loga-
rithmic dependence on mga⊥/π according to the analysis in
Sec. III A. In the numerical simulations, one can separately
change one or multiple of the three quantities L⊥, N⊥, and
mg, but the physical results should remain the same if mga⊥/π
are fixed. Yet there is a prerequisite, the medium IR reg-
ulator mg should be covered by the lattice resolution, i.e.,
mgdp(= mgL⊥/π) > 1; otherwise, the lattice IR cutoff dp
would effectively act as the IR regulator instead.

As shown in Fig. 4, the results obtained at mgdp > 1 agree
with the analytical results at each mga⊥/π, whereas that at
mgdp < 1 deviates below since the screening mass in the
medium is no longer sufficiently represented by mg. One
could also see that the quenching parameter relative to its bare
value, q̂/q̂0, depends logarithmically on mga⊥/π, but not on
Qs/dp.

3. Dependence on the saturation scale Qs

The quenching parameter q̂ is expected to have a linear de-
pendence on Qs defined by (7), according to the analysis in
Sec. III A. We show in Fig. 5 that the transverse momentum
squared 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 as a function of x+ at various Qs/dp agrees
with the analytical expectation. Keeping mga⊥/π fixed, one
could also see that q̂ grows linearly with Q2

s/d
2
p.

B. The quark-gluon state |qg〉

Having studied the momentum broadening of a single parti-
cle state, we now proceed to the two-particle state |qg〉. When
traversing through the medium, the quark and the gluon each
exchange color and transverse momentum with the medium,
in the manner of a single particle. Meanwhile, the correlation
between them introduces additional complexity in examining
their total and relative momenta. The quark-gluon correla-
tion is characterized by their separation in the transverse co-
ordinate space and their color configuration, as we have stud-
ied analytically in Sec. III B. The effect of such a correlation
throughout the evolution is of our interest. To this purpose,
we perform the simulations with quark-gluon states in differ-
ent color-correlated configurations and separated by small and
large distances.

Note that in a quantum formalism, as in this work, it is im-
possible to assign a particle state with a specific momentum
and coordinate simultaneously, which one could do easily in
a classical picture. Instead, the wavefunction in momentum
space and that in coordinate space are related by the Fourier
transform. Specifically, a single coordinate state is uniformly
distributed in the momentum space. Consequently, a quark-
gluon state with both particles in the same coordinate mode,
which one would instinctively think of as the most correlated
state, is not helpful in observing momentum broadening since
all p⊥ modes are already equally occupied before entering the
medium. A more realistic and appropriate setup is to have the
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FIG. 1. The dependence of the momentum broadening on the number of medium layers Nη, at (a) a smaller and (b) a larger saturation scale
Qs. Left panels: the transverse momentum square 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 as a function of x+ at various Nη with fixed mga⊥/π = 0.005 and Qs (with the bare
Q2

s/d
2
p given by Eq. (7) indicated by the horizontal dashed line). Results at infinite(finite) p+ are shown in solid (dashed) lines, and the band

indicates the fluctuation from 10 configurations. Right panels: the quenching parameter q̂ as a function of 1/Nη. The green vertical dashed
line indicates the value of 1/Nη at which τ = 1/mg. The eikonal analytical results according to Eq. (15) are in the solid black line indicated as
“analytical” in the left panels, and in the dashed grey line indicated as “q̂Eik” in the right panels.
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FIG. 2. The transverse momentum distribution p⊥ f (p⊥)dp in the left panel and p3
⊥ f (p⊥)/dp in the right panel, both as a function of p⊥ at

infinite and finite p+. The light gray line indicates the relative size of the basis state phase space to the continuous case, according to R(p⊥) in
Eq. (A6).

quark and the gluon as two Gaussian wavepackets, which we
adopt in the following study. The quark (gluon) is centered at
~sq,⊥ (~sg,⊥) with a width of wq (wg), such that the wavefunction

reads

φ̃(~rq,⊥,~rg,⊥) = Ce
− 1

2

(
~rq,⊥−~sq,⊥

wq

)2

⊗ e
− 1

2

(
~rg,⊥−~sg,⊥

wg

)2

. (29)

Here, C is a constant determined by the normalization condi-
tion. In order to have the quark and the gluon each localized
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FIG. 3. The dependence of q̂ on the particle longitudinal momen-
tum p+ at various saturation scale Qs and at a fixed mga⊥/π = 0.04,
with (a) Nη = 4 and (b) Nη = 8. The results at different Lη over-
lap with each other. The horizontal lines are the values of q̂Eik at
τ/p+ = 0 according to Eq. (15).

in transverse coordinate space, their Gaussian width wq and
wg should be smaller than the inverse of their respective trans-
ferred momentum,

wq,wg <
1√

q̂EikLη
. (30)

We set the initial state as given in Eqs. (29) and (30) in two
cases: (a) ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 0}, and (b) ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 0}
and ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 10}; for both cases, wq = wg = a⊥. Figure 6
shows the distributions of the quark and the gluon in the trans-
verse coordinate space in both cases. Note that the parameter
in (b) is not special but just one choice that guarantees a large
quark-gluon separation, where a separation of 10 lattice units
is considerably large on a periodic 32 by 32 lattice. The distri-
bution function of the relative transverse coordinate is defined
as in Eq. (26), by integrating over the center-of-mass part. The
single particle distribution function could also be calculated
from the wavefunction, by integrating over the dependence on
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FIG. 4. The dependence on mga⊥/π of the momentum broadening.
Top panel: The transverse momentum square 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 as a function
of x+ at various mga⊥/π and a fixed Qs (with the bare Q2

s/d
2
p given

by Eq. (7) indicated by the horizontal dashed line). The data at the
two larger mgdp > 1, in open circles and solid triangles, overlap with
each other, whereas that at the smaller mgdp < 1, in the open triangle,
deviates below the former. Bottom panel: The quenching parameter
q̂ as a function of mga⊥/π at various Qs/dp with mgdp = 1.27. The
analytical results in the solid lines are given by Eq. (15).

the coordinate of the other particle,

fq(~rq,⊥) ≡
∫
rg

∣∣∣φ̃(~rq,⊥,~rg,⊥)
∣∣∣2 ,

fg(~rg,⊥) ≡
∫
rq

∣∣∣φ̃(~rq,⊥,~rg,⊥)
∣∣∣2 .

(31)

1. Small-separation quark-gluon state

First, we study a scenario where the two particles are ex-
tensively correlated in space. We set the initial state as given
in Eqs. (29) and (30) with ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 0} and
wq = wg = a⊥, i.e., case (a) in Fig. 6. We study the corre-
lation by examining the evolution of 〈p2

⊥〉 for the two-particle
state.

In the eikonal limit of p+ = ∞, the value of 〈p2
⊥(x+)〉 can be

calculated exactly according to Eq. (27). The results from nu-
merical simulation agree with such expectations, as shown in
Fig. 7. To see the momentum that gets broadened, we present
the change ∆ 〈p2

⊥〉 ≡ 〈p
2
⊥(x+ = Lη)〉 − 〈p2

⊥(x+ = 0)〉 in these
plots. The momentum broadening of the quark (gluon) in-
dividually is the same, regardless of the quark-gluon color
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FIG. 5. The dependence on Qs/dp of the momentum broadening.
Top panel: The transverse momentum square 〈p2

⊥(x+)〉 as a function
of x+ at various Qs/dp with a fixed mga⊥/π = .04. Bottom panel: The
quenching parameter q̂ as a function of Q2

s/d
2
p at various mga⊥/π.

The analytical results in the solid lines are given by Eq. (15).

configurations. This is because the individual particle’s mo-
mentum broadening in the |qg〉 state is the same as that of the
single particle. On the contrary, the total momentum differs
for different color configurations. This can be understood in
an intuitive way. Let us first think of the quark and the gluon
coinciding in the transverse coordinate space. Then its mo-
mentum broadening would behave as a single particle state,
and depends on its color configuration. Though in the simu-
lated state, the quark and the gluon do not coincide exactly,
their separation is small relative to the reaction scale of the
medium; one could, therefore, still observe the difference.

Things are more complicated at a finite p+. First, we know
from the previous section that the single particle momentum
broadening would be different from the eikonal case given a fi-
nite Nη. Second, the transverse coordinate distribution would
no longer stay the same as it is initially. The quark-gluon state
would spread out, and so does its relative distribution fRel(~v⊥).
This means that the spatial correlation between the quark and
the gluon would decrease over time. The transverse coordi-
nate distribution of the evolved state can be found in Fig. 9(a).
As a result, the cross term, 〈~pq,⊥(x+) · ~pg,⊥(x+)〉 would get
smaller than the eikonal expectation. Figure 8 shows the re-
sults, which agree with this expectation. The differences of the
total momenta among different color configurations decrease
over time, as compared to the eikonal case.

Figure 10 presents the transverse momentum distribution
p⊥ f (p⊥)dp of the quark-gluon state in both the infinite and

finite p+ cases. The total (relative) transverse momentum is
defined as ~pq,⊥ ± ~pg,⊥. There is a difference between the total
and the relative p⊥ distributions, which, while small, implies
a nonzero quark-gluon correlation.

2. Large-separation quark-gluon state

We then move to a scenario where the two particles are not
much correlated in space. We set the initial state as given in
Eqs. (29) and (30) with ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 0} and ~sq,⊥/a⊥ = {0, 10},
wq = wg = a⊥, i.e., case (b) in Fig. 6. We again study the
correlation by examining the evolution of 〈p2

⊥〉 for the two-
particle state.

In the eikonal limit of p+ = ∞, the value of 〈p2
⊥(x+)〉 can be

calculated exactly according to Eq. (27). The results from nu-
merical simulation agree with such expectations, as shown in
Fig. 11. In contrast to the small-separation quark-gluon state,
which is shown in Fig. 7, the difference in the total momentum
for different color configurations is negligible. This is because
the quark and the gluon are too far away from each other, such
that they are hardly correlated. Then, as shown in Fig. 12, at
a finite p+ the quark-gluon correlation is still negligible.

Figure 13 presents the transverse momentum distribution
p⊥ f (p⊥)dp of the quark-gluon state in both the infinite and fi-
nite p+ cases. From here, we can see that there is no sizable
difference between the total and the relative momenta, imply-
ing a vanishing quark-gluon correlation.

C. The dressed quark state |q〉 + |qg〉

We have studied the respective behaviors of a single quark
state and a quark-gluon state in the preceding sections. In both
cases, we find our numerics agree with the analytical expec-
tation in the eikonal limit with a sufficiently large number of
layers Nη. We now proceed to a more realistic and interest-
ing scenario by allowing the quark to emit and absorb a gluon
throughout the quenching process. We initialize the simula-
tion with a single quark state of ~p⊥ = ~0⊥ in the |q〉 + |qg〉
space.

Specifically, by comparing the momentum broadening of
the |q〉 sector and the total, we could study the contribution
from gluon emission to q̂. For a dressed quark state, the mo-
menta of each sector can be evaluated as the following

〈p2
⊥〉|q〉 = 〈q|p2

⊥|q〉 /Pq ,

〈p2
⊥〉|qg〉 =

K−1/2∑
k+

g =1

〈qg; k+
g |p

2
⊥|qg; k+

g 〉 /Pqg;k+
g ,

(32)

in which Pq is the probability of the state to be in the |q〉, and
Pqg;k+

g to be in the |qg〉 sector, with the gluon longitudinal mo-
mentum fraction z = k+

g /K. The total momentum is, therefore

〈p2
⊥〉total = Pq 〈p2

⊥〉|q〉 + P|qg〉 〈p2
⊥〉|qg〉 , (33)
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Initial distributions of the quark’s, the gluon’s, and their relative transverse coordinate for (a) a small-separation, and (b) a large-
separation quark-gluon state, with a⊥ ≈ 0.6 fm.
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FIG. 7. The transverse momentum evolution of a small-separation quark-gluon state [distribution as shown in Fig. 6(a)] in the eikonal limit
of p+ = ∞, at Qsa⊥/π = 0.12. Simulation parameters: N⊥ = 16, L⊥ = 50 GeV−1, and τ = 10 GeV−1. From left to right, it shows the 〈p2

⊥〉 of
the quark, the gluon, the total, and the cross terms 2 〈(~pq,⊥ · ~pg,⊥)2〉. The legends of open markers indicate the initial color configurations of the
quark-gluon state, “X” as uncorrelated,“3” as in the triplet, “6̄” as in the anti-sextet, and “15” as in the deciquintuplet. The numerical values
are averaged over 64 configurations, and the uncertainty bars indicate the standard deviation. The lines are analytical expectations at p+ = ∞

evaluated according to Eqs. (23) and (27).
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FIG. 8. The transverse momentum evolution of a small-separation quark-gluon state [distribution as shown in Fig. 6(a)] at p+ = 1.5 GeV
(p+

q = 0.5 GeV and p+
g = 1.0 GeV) with mq = 0.15 GeV. See simulation parameters and explanation of legends and data points in the caption

of Fig. 7. The lines are analytical expectations at p+ = ∞ evaluated according to Eqs. (23) and (27).
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 9. Distributions of the quark’s, the gluon’s, and their relative transverse coordinate at a later time with p+ = 1.5 GeV. The initial state
distribution of (a) is shown in Fig. 6(a), and that of (b) in Fig. 6(b).

FIG. 10. The transverse momentum distribution p⊥ f (p⊥)dp of the small-separation color-triplet quark-gluon state at infinite and finite p+,
after the evolution through the medium, at x+ = 50 GeV−1. The legends “q”, “g”, “tot”, and “rel”, indicate the distribution function for the
quark, the gluon, their total, and their relative transverse momentum, respectively. The light gray line indicates the relative size of the basis
state phase space to the continuous case, according to R(p⊥) in Eq. (A6).
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FIG. 11. The transverse momentum evolution of a large-separated quark-gluon state [distribution as shown in Fig. 6(b)] in the eikonal limit
of p+ = ∞. See simulation parameters and explanation of legends and data points in the caption of Fig. 7. The lines are analytical expectations
at p+ = ∞ evaluated according to Eqs. (23) and (27).

with

P|qg〉 ≡

K−1/2∑
k+

g =1

Pqg;k+
g , Pq + P|qg〉 = 1 . (34)

In order to understand the interplay of the medium scatter-
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FIG. 12. The transverse momentum evolution of a large-separated quark-gluon state [distribution as shown in Fig. 6(b)] at p+ = 1.5 GeV
(p+

q = 0.5 GeV and p+
g = 1.0 GeV) with mq = 0.15 GeV. See simulation parameters and explanation of legends and data points in the caption

of Fig. 7. The lines are analytical expectations at p+ = ∞ evaluated according to Eqs. (23) and (27).

FIG. 13. The transverse momentum distribution p⊥ f (p⊥)dp of the long-separated color-triplet quark-gluon state at infinite and finite p+, after
the evolution through the medium, at x+ = 50 GeV−1. See simulation parameters and explanation of legends in the caption of Fig. 10.

ing and the gluon emission, we run the simulation at various
medium intensities (quantified by Qsa⊥/π) and jet energies
(quantified by p+).

Recall that the longitudinal (x+) structure of the medium,
quantified by the boost invariance τ/p+, also has an effect on
the jet momentum broadening, as we have discussed exten-
sively in Sec. IV A 1. Here we explore the τ/p+ < 1 regime,
or in other words, the large-Nη regime . This corresponds to
the physics that the medium has infinite uncorrelated color
charges along its longitudinal direction, allowing us to have
analytically tractable limits to compare with.

Figure 14 shows the evolution of the a quark jet in the |q〉+
|qg〉 space in four different scenarios, Fig. 14(a) in vacuum
with p+ = 17.0 GeV, Fig. 14(b) at Qsa⊥/π = 0.117 and p+ =

17.0 GeV, Fig. 14(c) at Qsa⊥/π = 0.234 and p+ = 17.0 GeV,
and Fig. 14(d) at Qsa⊥/π = 0.117 and p+ = 8.5 GeV. We take
τ = 3.125 GeV−1, such that there are a number of Nη = 16
layers of independent sources for the medium at x+ = [0, Lη =

50 GeV−1]. The initial state is a single quark with ~p⊥ = ~0⊥
and p+

Q = p+. For all configurations we plot the total p2
⊥ of

the jet, and the probability to be in the original momentum
mode in the |q〉 sector, another |q〉mode or the |qg〉 sector, and
the probabilities for the different color states. We have the
following key observations.

First, the inclusion of the |qg〉 sector substantially enhances
the jet momentum broadening. In all the three cases with
medium shown in Fig. 14, the transverse momentum of the
jet, 〈p2

⊥〉total, increases at a larger rate than that of the single

quark, 〈p2
⊥〉|q〉. The former, by its definition, is a weighted

sum of 〈p2
⊥〉|q〉 and 〈p2

⊥〉|qg〉. We see that 〈p2
⊥〉|q〉 agrees with

the analytical result calculated in the eikonal case of p+ = ∞,
Eq. (15), just as one would expect in the τ/p+ < 1 regime.
The momentum broadening of the |qg〉 component resembles
that of the |q〉 initially and gradually migrates to a much larger
rate. The initial quark-like broadening is due to the fact that
the |qg〉 components appear by transiting from the |q〉 sector,
a process that conserves momentum. Later, when the occu-
pation of the |qg〉 components stabilizes, its momentum value
reveals the effect of the direct medium interaction. Since the
quark-gluon state has a larger color phase space, its momen-
tum broadens at a larger rate than that of the single quark, due
to the Casimir effect. The dashed black line shows the mo-
mentum broadening of a single |qg〉 state, with a zero initial
total transverse momentum, according to Eq. (23). Note that
in this case, the quark and the gluon are spatially decorrelated;
thus, the cross term is negligible, as we have seen in Sec. IV B.
Overall, one can think that the jet momentum broadening in
the |q〉 + |qg〉 Fock space is larger compared to that in |q〉 due
to the larger phase space.

Second, the medium interaction interferes with the gluon
emission process. The medium is absent, relatively weak and
strong in Fig. 14(a), Fig. 14(b) and Fig. 14(c), respectively.
In the vacuum case, the |qg〉 probability stabilizes at about
x+ = 20 GeV−1, and similarly in the case with a weaker
medium. Consequently, in a weak medium, 〈p2

⊥〉|qg〉 increases
almost at a constant rate, which is seen as the line almost in



14

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

<p⊥
2>total

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

5

10

15

20

25

x+(GeV-1)

<
p
⊥
2
>
/d
p
2

p+=17. GeV, Qsa⊥/π=0

initial |q〉

different |q〉

|qg〉

total

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
b
ab
il
it
y

|q(c=1)〉

|q(c=2)〉

|q(c=3)〉

|qg(c∈3)〉

|qg(c∈6)〉

|qg(c∈15)〉

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
b
ab
il
it
y

(a)In vacuum

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

<p⊥
2>total

analytical (p+=∞)

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

5

10

15

20

25

x+(GeV-1)

<
p
⊥
2
>
/d
p
2

p+=17. GeV, Qsa⊥/π=0.12

initial |q〉

different |q〉

|qg〉

total

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

|q(c=1)〉

|q(c=2)〉

|q(c=3)〉

|qg(c∈3)〉

|qg(c∈6)〉

|qg(c∈15)〉

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

(b)In a weak medium

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

<p⊥
2>total

analytical (p+=∞)

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

20

40

60

80

100

x+(GeV-1)

<
p
⊥
2
>
/d
p
2

p+=17. GeV, Qsa⊥/π=0.23

initial |q〉

different |q〉

|qg〉

total

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

|q(c=1)〉

|q(c=2)〉

|q(c=3)〉

|qg(c∈3)〉

|qg(c∈6)〉

|qg(c∈15)〉

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

(c)In a strong medium

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

<p⊥
2>total

analytical (p+=∞)

<p⊥
2> q>

<p⊥
2> qg>

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

5

10

15

20

25

x+(GeV-1)

<
p
⊥
2
>
/d
p
2

p+=8.5 GeV, Qsa⊥/π=0.12

initial |q〉

different |q〉

|qg〉

total

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

|q(c=1)〉

|q(c=2)〉

|q(c=3)〉

|qg(c∈3)〉

|qg(c∈6)〉

|qg(c∈15)〉

0 10 20 30 40 50
0.0

0.3

0.5

0.8

1.0

1.3

1.5

x+(GeV-1)

P
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

(d)In a weak medium, with a smaller p+

FIG. 14. The transverse momentum evolution of a quark jet in the |q〉 + |qg〉 space in vacuum and at different media and p+ (values indicated
in each subfigure). The middle and the rightmost panels are the probability functions in the Fock and color phase space, respectively. The
initial state is a single quark with ~p⊥ = ~0⊥ and p+

Q = p+. Simulation parameters: N⊥ = 16, L⊥ = 50 GeV−1, τ = 3.125 GeV−1 and K = 8.5.
The analytical results at p+ = ∞ in the solid and dashed black lines are calculated according to Eq. (15).
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parallel with the dashed analytical line. Differently, in the
stronger-medium case, the |qg〉 probability is still increasing
till the end of the evolution. As a result, 〈p2

⊥〉|qg〉 increases at a
slower rate than the dashed analytical line because at each in-
termediate time instant, the newly generated |qg〉 component
broadens as a quark. The rightmost panels show the evolu-
tion in color space. The color configuration is dominated by
the triplet states initially in all cases. The medium interaction
results in the color transitions, as can be seen by comparing
Fig. 14(b) and Fig. 14(c) to Fig. 14(a). The color transition
is faster in a stronger medium by comparing Fig. 14(c) to
Fig. 14(b). We summarize this effect as the following: the
medium interaction enhances gluon emission by promoting
the |qg〉 occupation, which in return in fact slows down jet
momentum broadening as compared to a pure |qg〉 state.

Third, jet longitudinal momentum drags down the process
of gluon emission. From Fig. 14(b) to Fig. 14(d), the jet p+

is halved, and the |qg〉 probability stabilizes twice faster, at
about x+ = 10 GeV−1. Accordingly, 〈p2

⊥〉|qg〉 increases at the
rate of a pure quark-gluon state much earlier, which is seen as
its line in Fig. 14(d) is closer to the dashed analytical line than
that in Fig. 14(b). Therefore, a smaller p+ leads to a larger jet
momentum broadening.

To further examine the effect of gluon emission in the
medium, we plot the probabilities of the |qg〉 sector after evo-
lution in the relatively weak and strong media in Fig. 15.
Here, we also show the dependence on 1/K, with K =

2.5, 4.5, 6.5, 7.5, 8.5. The leftmost data points are the same
as those in Fig. 14(b) and Fig. 14(c). As we have observed in
Fig. 14, now at each K, the |qg〉 probability is higher in the
stronger medium. On the other hand, as K increases, the |qg〉
probability also increases. This can be understood in the sense
that as K increases, the resolution on longitudinal momentum
fractions increases, and the available phase space for the |qg〉
sector gets larger. In addition, the smallest value of zg = 1/K
also gets smaller as well, and the |q〉 → |qg〉 process is largest
around zg = 0. 5 However, the total momentum square does
not increase substantially when K increases from 2.5 to 8.5.
The reason is that the different p+ segments of the |qg〉 sec-
tor have approximately the same broadening effect caused by
the medium, a process independent of p+. Thus 〈p2

⊥〉qg is not
sensitive to K. The contribution of K into 〈p2

⊥〉 mainly comes
from the probability P|qg〉 through Eq. (32). Our calculation is
different from the study of keeping track of only one daughter
particle (in our setup, this means counting the quark’s instead
of the total momentum of the |qg〉 state), in which the recoil
effects from other daughter particles can be large compared to
the eikonal term [49, 65]. Though in each time step, the split-
ting |q〉 → |qg〉 favors the quark-gluon state with large rela-
tive transverse momentum (more discussions can be found in

5 At each small time step, it is true that the |q〉 → |qg〉 process also favors
the large zg(≈ 1) modes, e.g., Vqg ∝ 1/z3/2

g /(1 − zg) in the spin-non-flip
case. But over a longer time span, the transition to those large zg modes
gets suppressed by the large fluctuation of the energy ∆P−KE ∝ 1/zg/(1−zg)
whereas the small zg modes survive. We refer to our preceding work [1]
and its Fig. 17 for illustration.

Qsa⊥/π

0.116645

0.233291

0. 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0.0

0.1

0.3

0.4

1/K

|q
g〉
p
ro
ba
bi
li
ty

FIG. 15. The probabilities of the |qg〉 sector after the evolution at
various K and two different saturation scales, at x+ = 50 GeV−1.

our previous work Ref. [1]), the total transverse momentum is
conserved, and the recoil effect is not counted into 〈p2

⊥〉qg.
To quantify the medium-induced gluon emission, we define

δP|qg〉 as the difference of the probability of the quark jet in the
|qg〉 sector in the medium and that in the vacuum,

δP|qg〉(Qs, x+) ≡ P|qg〉(Qs, x+) − P|qg〉(Qs = 0, x+) . (35)

We present one set of results in Fig. 16, from simulations
with the same parameters taken in Fig. 14, at p+ = 17 GeV.
On the left panel, we see that the δP|qg〉s at various satura-
tion scale Qs have a similar behavior: each curve forms a
very small dip in the early time region, then after around the
point x+ = 12 GeV−1, grows linearly in time. Comparing
the curves at different Qs, one can see that the denser the
medium, the more the |qg〉 component develops. This is also
shown on the right panel, where the δP|qg〉 of the final state
(x+ = Lη = 50 GeV−1) is approximately proportional to Q2

s .
A similar observation has been made in Ref. [66], using the
high-twist approach and agreeing with the Gyulassy-Levai-
Vitev result in the first-order opacity expansion. There, the
induced gluon radiation spectrum, counterpart to δP|qg〉 here,
is proportional to the transverse-momentum gluon distribution
density. Then the integration of such distribution’s 〈~p2

⊥〉 over
the evolution time is the saturation scale Q2

s .
It is also interesting to analyze the non-eikonal and radiative

correction to the quenching parameter q̂. We define δq̂ as the
difference of the q̂ that is calculated from the total momentum
of the quark jet in the |q〉 + |qg〉 space, and the eikonal q̂ of a
bare quark (as in Eq. (16)),

δq̂ ≡ q̂ − q̂Eik . (36)

We present the results in Fig. 17, from the same set of sim-
ulations presented in Fig. 16. The left panel shows that
δ 〈p2

⊥〉 (≡ 〈p
2
⊥〉 − 〈p

2
⊥〉Eik) increases over the evolution time

at various Qs. In the right panel, the δq̂ extracted from the
final state δ 〈p2

⊥〉 is plotted, and it increases non-trivially when
Qs increases.

In summary, the momentum broadening of the quark jet in
the |q〉+ |qg〉 Fock space is larger compared to that of the bare
quark state |q〉, due to gluon emission. The difference between
the two leads to a correction to q̂.
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FIG. 16. The difference of the probability of the quark jet in the |qg〉 sector in the medium and that in the vacuum, as defined in Eq. (35), as a
function of evolution time x+ and saturation scale Qs.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We present in this paper an extensive study on the momen-
tum broadening of in-medium jet evolution using the tBLFQ
approach. We perform the numerical simulation of the real-
time jet evolution in the Fock space of |q〉, |qg〉, and |q〉+ |qg〉,
at various jet energies p+ and medium densities. We obtain jet
light-front wavefunction and we extract the jet transverse mo-
mentum distribution, the quenching parameter, and the gluon
emission rate. We analyze the dependence of momentum
broadening on p+, medium density, color configuration, spa-
tial correlation, and medium-induced gluon emission. For
comparison, we also derive analytically in the eikonal limit
the expectation value of the transverse momentum of a quark-
gluon state for any color configuration and in an arbitrary spa-
tial distribution.

This work provides an enhanced understanding of jet
quenching beyond the eikonal limit. We have set up the ini-
tial quark projectile as a bare quark on its mass shell for the
simplicity of the study. This setup is close to the scenario of
a quark produced inside the medium from a hard scattering.
This means that even in the vacuum, it will radiate gluons.
In the language of our formalism, the bare quark is not an
eigenstate of the full interacting Hamiltonian P−KE + Vqg. It
only has a partial overlap with a dressed quark state, with the
difference corresponding to vacuum radiation. This is possi-

ble because p− need not be conserved at an interaction ver-
tex, a convention known in the “old-fashioned perturbation
theory” [67, 68]. In a covariant formalism our initial quark
should be thought of as an off-shell one, as required in order
to have final state radiation and opposed to a quark on its mass
shell that cannot emit gluons in the vacuum [11]. In this case,
the four-momentum, including p−, must be conserved at any
interaction vertex, and the tradeoff is the initial quark being
off-shell.

A different and physically equally interesting scenario is the
quark coming from outside the medium, described by the fully
developed wave function that contains a gluon cloud [59]. We
leave this task for our next work, where we will treat the initial
quark as the eigenstate of the light-front QCD Hamiltonian in
the |q〉 + |qg〉 space.
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Appendix A: Discretization

The conventions and notations in this paper follow Ref. [1].
We adopt the following shorthand notation for transverse in-
tegrals in position and momentum space, respectively,∫

r

≡

∫
d2r⊥ ,

∫
p

≡

∫
d2 p⊥
(2π)2 , (A1)

in which r⊥ = |~r⊥| and p⊥ = |~p⊥|. On the discrete basis
space, the integrations become summations over the corre-
sponding transverse quantum numbers (~r⊥ = {n1, n2}a⊥ and
~p⊥ = {k1, k2}dp),

∑
r

≡ a2
⊥

N⊥−1∑
n1,n2=−N⊥

,
∑
p

≡
1

(2L⊥)2

N⊥−1∑
k1,k2=−N⊥

. (A2)

1. The transverse distribution function

In studying the angularly-integrated transverse distribution
function f (p⊥) (recall that p⊥ = |~p⊥| = |p|) and similarly
its Fourier transform f̃ (r⊥) (r⊥ = |~r⊥| = |r|), one needs to
be aware that the phase space of states on the discrete square
lattice is different from that in the continuous case. As p⊥
increases, the number of momentum modes within the range
p⊥ ∼ p⊥+δp (with δp a small positive value) first increases up
till the edge of the lattice ΛUV and then drop down, whereas
the continuous phase space would keep increasing as 2πp⊥δp.

The 2D transverse distribution function f (~p⊥) can be ob-
tained directly by squaring the wavefunction |ψ(~p⊥)|2. The
normalization is therefore

∑
p f (~p⊥) = 1 and

∫
p

f (~p⊥) = 1
in the discrete and continuous case, respectively. By integrat-
ing/summing over the azimuthal angle, f (~p⊥) becomes the 1D

distribution function f (p⊥), the average value of f (~p⊥) over
momenta with the same p⊥. In the continuous space, the nor-
malization reads

∫
p

f (~p⊥) =
∫

p⊥ dp⊥ f (p⊥)/(2π) = 1. To
obtain f (p⊥) from a distribution on the square lattice, we first
group f (~p⊥) into adjacent bins with equal span on p⊥, then
take the average value of the data in each bin as f (p⊥).

To be specific, choosing Nb as the total number of bins in
the radial direction, then the dimensionless width of each bin
is ωb =

√
2N⊥/Nb. The dimensional bin width is ωbdp and

ωba⊥ for the momentum and coordinate space, respectively.
The ib-th bin would contain all the states with p⊥/dp(r⊥/a⊥) ∈
[ib − 1, ib]ωb; note that states on the bin boundary should be
counted only into one bin. Next, count the number of states in
each bin, h(ib), and they should sum up as

Nb∑
ib=1

h(ib) = (2N⊥)2 . (A3)

The normalization in terms of the summation reads

∑
p

f (~p⊥) =
1

(2L⊥)2

Nb∑
ib=1

h(ib) f (p⊥) = 1 . (A4)

Here, p⊥(ib) = (i − 1/2)ωbdp inside the summation over bins,
the center point of the ib-th bin. Similarly in the conjugate ~r⊥
space, with h(ib) the number of states in the ib-th bin along r⊥,

∑
r

f̃ (~r⊥) = a2
⊥

Nb∑
ib=1

h(ib) f̃ (r⊥) = 1 , (A5)

where r⊥(ib) = (i − 1/2)ωba⊥.
With h(ib), we can quantify the ratio between the dis-

crete and the continuous space size at each bin, that is,
h(ib)d2

p/(2πp⊥dp) [h(ib)a2
⊥/(2πr⊥a⊥) ] in the momentum (co-

ordinate) space. With a simplification, it reads,

R(ib) ≡
h(ib)

2π(i − 1/2)ωb
. (A6)

This ratio function depends on the lattice size N⊥ and the num-
ber of bins Nb. Since ib corresponds to a specific range of p⊥
or r⊥, one can also write R in terms of p⊥ or r⊥. Figure 18
exemplifies the behavior of R(p⊥)/ωb at N⊥ = 16 and at var-
ious Nb. The horizontal error bar indicates the range covered
by each bin. The ratio function is overall flat when the mo-
mentum mode is below N⊥, and decreases when going above.
This is expected from the above discussion on h(ib). In addi-
tion, as Nb increases, the ratio function admits more “zig-zag”
patterns. With R, the normalization of the probability function
is written as

1
2π

∑
p⊥

R(p⊥)p⊥ f (p⊥)dp = 1 ,

2π
∑
r⊥

R(r⊥)r⊥ f̃ (r⊥)a⊥ = 1 .
(A7)
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FIG. 18. The ratio function R(p⊥) [as in Eq. (A6)] divided by bin
width ωb, at N⊥ = 16 and at various Nb.

2. Numerical simulation of the medium

In the discrete basis space, the correlation relation of the
color charge in Eq. (2) takes the form,

〈ρa(nx, ny, nτ)ρb(n′x, n′y, n′τ)〉m

= g2µ̃2δab
δnx,n′ xδny,n′y

a2
⊥

δnτ,n′τ

τ
, (A8)

as we have implemented in Refs. [1, 29]. The sources gen-
erating the medium are stochastic random variables with a
Gaussian distribution on each site, with the transverse indices
nx, ny = −N⊥,−N⊥ + 1, . . . ,N⊥ − 1, and the layer indices
nτ = 1, 2, . . . ,Nη.

Then A, the field of the medium is solved from Eq. (3), a
Poisson’s equation in the two dimensions for each x+ layer.
Numerically, it is efficient to solve in the momentum space,

accompanied by a Fourier transform,

A−a (nx, ny, x+) =
1

(2N⊥)2

N⊥−1∑
n̄x,n̄y=−N⊥

ρa(n̄x, n̄y, nτ(x+))

N⊥−1∑
kx,ky=−N⊥

e−i[(nx−n̄x)kx+(ny−n̄y)ky]π/N⊥

m2
ga2
⊥/π

2/N2
⊥ + k2

x + k2
y
.

(A9)

We write nτ(x+) to indicate that the larger indices nτ can be de-
termined by the position of x+ in the entire duration of [0, Lη].
For each layer, ρ is sampled independently, so the resulting
A− is also independent.

Appendix B: An alternative derivation of q̂

Here we demonstrate an alternative derivation of the sin-
gle particle quenching parameter in Eq. (16). Starting from
Eqs. (12) and (13), we have

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉Eik =

∫
p

~p2
⊥

∫
y,r

φ̃∗(~r⊥ + ~y⊥)φ̃(~y⊥)e−i~p⊥·~r⊥

× S F(0, x+; r) ,
(B1)

with a change of variables ~r⊥ = ~x⊥ − ~y⊥ and r = |~r⊥|. We first
expand the Wilson line correlator,

S F(0, x+; r) =

∞∑
n=0

1
n!

(
−CFg4µ̃2L(0)x+

)n
[
1 −

L(r)
L(0)

]n

=

∞∑
n=0

1
n!

−CFg4µ̃2

4πm2
g

x+

n n∑
k=0

(
n
k

) [
−

L(r)
L(0)

]k

.

(B2)

Next, we evaluate the integral for the power terms of L(r),

∫
p

~p2
⊥

∫
r,y

φ̃∗(~r⊥ + ~y⊥)φ̃(~y⊥)e−i~p⊥·~r⊥L(r)m

=

∫
p

~p2
⊥

∫
l1

∫
l2

· · ·

∫
lm

∫
r,y

φ̃∗(~r⊥ + ~y⊥)φ̃(~y⊥)e−i(~p⊥+
∑m

i=1
~l⊥,i)·~r⊥

 m∏
j=1

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2


=

∫
p

~p2
⊥

∫
l1

∫
l2

· · ·

∫
lm

φ∗(~p⊥ +

m∑
i=1

~l⊥,i)φ(~p⊥ +

m∑
i=1

~l⊥,i)

 m∏
j=1

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2


=

∫
q

∫
l1

∫
l2

· · ·

∫
lm

~q⊥ − m∑
i=1

~l⊥,i

2

φ∗(~q⊥)φ(~q⊥)

 m∏
j=1

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2



(B3)

In the third line, the integral over r and y apply a Fourier
transform to the wavefunctions, bringing them to the momen-
tum space. In the last line, we made a change of variable
~q⊥ ≡ ~p⊥ +

∑m
i=1
~l⊥,i. There are three terms coming from the

square (. . .)2. The first term containing ~q2
⊥, gives the trans-

verse momentum squared of the initial state,

I0(m) ≡
∫
q

~q2
⊥φ
∗(~q⊥)φ(~q⊥)

 m∏
i=1

∫
li

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥,i)
2


= 〈p2

⊥(0)〉 L(0)m ,

(B4)
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in which the l⊥,i-integral gives L(0) = 1/(4πm2
g), according to

Eq. (14).
The second term, containing ~q⊥ ·

∑
i
~l⊥,i, vanishes after in-

tegrating over the angle of ~l⊥,i,∫ 2π

0
dθi

li cos(θi − θq)

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥,i)
2

= 0 , (B5)

where θi (θq) is the angle of the vector ~l⊥,i (~q⊥).
The last term, containing (

∑
i
~l⊥,i)2, reads

I1(m) ≡
∫
q

φ∗(~q⊥)φ(~q⊥)
∫
l1

∫
l2

· · ·

∫
lm

 m∑
i=1

~l⊥,i

2

×

 m∏
j=1

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2


=

∫
l1

∫
l2

· · ·

∫
lm

m∑
i=1

~l2⊥,i

 m∏
j=1

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2


=

m∑
i=1

∫
li

~l2
⊥,i

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥,i)
2

 m∏
j,i

∫
l j

1

(m2
g + ~l2

⊥, j)
2


=mG2L(0)m−1 .

(B6)

The q-integral is the normalization of the initial state wave-
function, thus giving unity. The cross term ~l⊥,i · ~l⊥,k vanishes
after the angular integral, as in Eq. (B5). The l⊥,i-integral is
logarithmically divergent, introducing a pair of IR and UV
cutoffs,

G2 ≡

∫
p

~p2
⊥

(m2
g + ~p2

⊥)2
=

∫ λUV

λIR

dp
2π

p3

(m2
g + p2)2

=
1

4π

[
log(

λ2
UV + m2

g

λ2
IR + m2

g
) − m2

g

( 1
λ2

IR + m2
g
−

1
λ2

UV + m2
g

)]
.

(B7)

In the numerical calculation, one should always let λIR � mg,
such that the result does not depend on the numerical cutoff

λIR, and mg plays the role of the IR regulator,

G2
∣∣∣
λIR=0 =

1
4π

[
log(

λ2
UV + m2

g

m2
g

) −
λ2

UV

λ2
UV + m2

g

]
. (B8)

We thereby obtain Eq. (17).
Back to Eq, (B1), we have

〈p2
⊥(x+)〉Eik =

∞∑
n=0

1
n!

(−
CFg4µ̃2

4πm2
g

x+)n
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)
(−1)k

×

[
〈p2
⊥(0)〉 + kG2

1
L(0)

]
= 〈p2

⊥(0)〉 + G2CFg4µ̃2x+ .

(B9)

We have used the following relations in the above equation,
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)
(−1)k = δn,0 ,

n∑
k=0

(
n
k

)
(−1)kk = −δn,1 . (B10)

From here, we see that only the linear term survives in the ac-
quired momentum, and we arrive at the result of q̂ in Eq. (16).

Appendix C: The color dimension of the quark-gluon state

In this appendix, we first present two sets of the basis for
the quark-gluon color space and the transformation between
the two. Then, we write out the antiquark-gluon-quark-gluon
color singlet states. This transformation is helpful in deriving
the four-point Wilson line correlators.

1. The quark-gluon color states

The color space of the quark-gluon state is the tensor prod-
uct of the color spaces of a single quark and a single gluon.
This 24-dimensional space, built up as a product of a triplet
and an octet, reduces into a direct sum of three irreducible
representations,

3 ⊗ 8 = 3 ⊕ 6̄ ⊕ 15 . (C1)

This is a Clebsch–Gordan (CG) series of SU(3), and can be
obtained from the Young tableaux method, e.g., see Chapter
12 of Ref. [69]. For the generalization to SU(NC), we still
take 3, 8, 6̄, and 15, as the names of the corresponding rep-
resentations, for convenience. We use dim(R) to denote the
dimension of the R representation, such that dim(3) = Nc,
dim(8) = N2

c − 1, dim(6̄) = Nc(Nc + 1)(Nc − 2)/2, and
dim(15) = Nc(Nc − 1)(Nc + 2)/2.

The two representations, given on the left- and right-hand
sides of Eq. (C1), provide us with two bases for the quark-
gluon color state. The uncoupled color basis is indexed by it-
erating the quark and gluon color, in the tuple form as [cq, cg]
(cq = 1, 2, 3, cg = 1, 2, . . . , 8), or in the number form as
cqg = (cq − 1) × 8 + cg in which cg is iterated over first.
This uncoupled basis is convenient for simulating the interac-
tion between an individual particle and the background field,
as we have adopted in formulating the numerical calculations
[1]. The coupled color basis is indexed by enumerating the
representations in the right-hand side {hqg}.

The basis expansion of a |qg〉 color state on the two bases
are, respectively,

|ψ〉 =

3∑
cq=1

8∑
cg=1

〈cq, cg|ψ〉 |cq, cg〉 =

24∑
i=1

αi |cqg = i〉 ,

|ψ〉 =

24∑
hqg=1

〈hqg|ψ〉 |hqg〉 =

24∑
j=1

β j |hqg = j〉 .

(C2)

In the above equation, αi is the coefficient of the wavefunc-
tion in the uncoupled basis, and β j in the coupled basis. Their
column vector forms are α and β, respectively. The transfor-
mations between the two bases are specified by the SU(3) CG
coefficients, C(hqg; cq, cg),

|hqg〉 =

3∑
cq=1

8∑
cg=1

C(hqg; cq, cg) |cq, cg〉 ,

|cq, cg〉 =

24∑
hqg=1

C−1(hqg; cq, cg) |hqg〉 .

(C3)
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Writing the CG coefficients C(hqg; cq, cg) in the matrix form
C with row index hqg and column index cqg(cq, cg), we see
that α = Cβ. The transformation matrix is unitary, C−1 =

C†. For convenience, we partition C into blocks C =

{CQ,Ch6,Ch15}
ᵀ such that the three operators extract the 3,

the 6̄, and the 15 components of a state respectively.
There are multiple ways of computing C, and here we pro-

ceed with the tensor method as illustrated in Ref. [69]. The
generic quark-gluon state is described by a tensor,

uiv j
k =

1
8

(3δi
kulv j

l − δ
j
kulv j

l )

+
1
4
ε i jk(εlmnumvn

k + εkmnumvn
l )

+
1
2

(uiv j
k + u jvi

k −
1
4
δi

kulv j
l −

1
4
δ

j
kulv j

l ) .

(C4)

which acts in the tensor product space |i〉 |kj〉. It relates to
the uncoupled quark-gluon basis by the Gell-Mann matrices
|cq = i, cg = a〉 = T a

k j |i〉 |
k
j〉. The right-hand side is the CG

decomposition, and the three terms correspond to the quark-
gluon in the 3, the 6̄, and the 15 state, respectively. We thereby
find the transformation between the uncoupled and the cou-
pled states. However, the transformation matrix is expressed
in the tensor representation. The transformations to the states
in the triplet, hqg = cQ = 1, 2, 3, are given by the Gell-Mann
matrices,

CQ(hqg = cQ; cg, cq) =

√
3

2
T cg

cq,cQ . (C5)

The coefficient is determined by state normalization. The
transformations to the states in the anti-sextet are specified by
two symmetric indices m, n = 1, 2, 3,

C̃h6(m, n; i, a) =
1
2

3∑
j

(T a
n jεi jm + T a

m jεi jn) . (C6)

The {m, n} states must be related to the coupled states hqg =

4, . . . , 9 by some linear combination, thus Ch6(hqg; cq, cg) =∑3
m,n=1 hqg(m, n)C̃h6(m, n; cq, cg). The transformations to the

15-plet states are specified by three indices ī, j̄, k̄ = 1, 2, 3,

C̃h15(ī, j̄, k̄; i, a)

=

√
2

2
(T a

k̄ j̄δ
ī
i + T a

k̄īδ
j̄
i −

1
4

T a
i j̄δ

ī
k̄ −

1
4

T a
iīδ

j̄
k̄
) .

(C7)

The {ī, j̄, k̄} states must be related to the coupled states
hqg = 10, . . . , 24 by some linear combination, thus
Ch15(hqg; cq, cg) =

∑3
ī, j̄,k̄=1 hqg(ī, j̄, k̄)C̃h15(ī, j̄, k̄; cq, cg). The

specific form of hqg(m, n) and hqg(ī, j̄, k̄) depends on the choice
of the coupled basis states. We provide here one set of C
in Fig. 19. We construct it by an online CG coefficients
generator [70] based on the numerical algorithm proposed in
Ref. [71]. 6

6 Note, however, the CG coefficients obtained directly from Ref. [70] are in

It is also useful to define the projectors, using the transfor-
mation matrix C, or equivalently C̃ in the tensor product basis,

PQ = C−1
Q CQ

Ph6 = C−1
h6Ch6 = C̃−1

h6 C̃h6

Ph15 = C−1
h15Ch15 = C̃−1

h15C̃h15 .

(C8)

The expectation value of each projector operator 〈ψ|P |ψ〉
gives the probability of the state in the corresponding
color subspace. In the component form, P | j,b;i,a =∑
{s} C

−1( j, b; {s})C({s}; I, a), in which the summation is over
the full basis space indexed by {s}. One can find the projec-
tors using Eqs. (C5), (C6) and (C7). Here, we write out the
expressions for SU(Nc) [72, 73],

PQ| j,b;i,a =
2Nc

N2
c − 1

(T aT b)i j . (C9a)

Ph6| j,b;i,a =
1
2
δabδi j − (T bT a)i j −

1
Nc − 1

(T aT b)i j , (C9b)

Ph15| j,b;i,a =
1
2
δabδi j + (T bT a)i j −

1
Nc + 1

(T aT b)i j . (C9c)

The summation of those projectors is identity, as should be,
INF×NA = PQ + Ph6 + Ph15.

2. The antiquark-gluon-quark-gluon color singlet states

In the full color space of q̄ ⊗ ḡ ⊗ q ⊗ g, there are 3 singlets,
3̄⊗8⊗3⊗8 = 1⊕1⊕1⊕8⊕ . . .. We consider two sets of basis
in this singlet subspace, namely, the s-basis, and the v-basis,
as illustrated in Figure. 20. The s-basis as an expansion in the
uncoupled basis space reads,

|s1〉 = −

√
1

NcdA

Nc∑
i, j=1

dA∑
a,b=1

δi, jδa,b |i, a, j, b〉 ,

|s2〉 =
1
i

√
2

NcdA

Nc∑
i, j=1

dA∑
a,b=1

fabcT c
ji |i, a, j, b〉 ,

|s3〉 =

√
2

CddA

Nc∑
i, j=1

dA∑
a,b=1

dabcT c
ji |i, a, j, b〉 ,

(C10)

in which dA = N2
c − 1 = 8, Cd = (N2

c − 4)/Nc = 5/3,
dabc = 2 Tr[{Ta,Tb}Tc], and fabc = −2i Tr[[Ta,Tb]Tc]. The
convention in defining the s-basis is the same as those in
Ref. [63], by replacing two q̄q-dipoles by two gluons, viz.,
|cg〉 =

√
2
∑

c̄q,cq
T cg

cq,c̄q
|c̄q, cq〉.

the Gelfand-Tsetlin (GT) basis (cf. the Cartan-Weyl basis, see Ref. [71] for
more details), not on the Gell-Mann (GM) basis that one usually adopts in
high-energy physics, this work as well. An easy way to find the transfor-
mation from the GT to the GM basis is by comparing the CG coefficients
for the known decomposition 3 ⊗ 3̄ = 1 ⊕ 8.
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FIG. 19. The CG coefficients C(hqg; cq, cg) as defined in Eq. (C3). The white cross indicates negative values in the corresponding grids.

(a)s-basis (b)v-basis

FIG. 20. An illustration of constructing the color singlet subspace of
the q̄ ⊗ ḡ ⊗ q ⊗ g state into (a) the s-basis as in Eq. (C10) and (b) the
v-basis as in Eq. (C11).

The v-basis as an expansion in the uncoupled basis space
can be written in terms of the qg-projectors defined in
Eq. (C8),

|v1〉 =
1

√
dim(3)

Nc∑
i, j=1

dA∑
a,b=1

PQ|i,a; j,b |i, a, j, b〉 ,

|v2〉 =
1√

dim(6̄)

Nc∑
i, j=1

dA∑
a,b=1

Ph6|i,a; j,b |i, a, j, b〉 ,

|v3〉 =
1

√
dim(15)

15∑
l=1

dA∑
a,b=1

Ph15|i,a; j,b |i, a, j, b〉 .

(C11)

The transformation between the two bases is

|vI〉 =

3∑
J=1

|sJ〉 〈sJ |vI〉 , |sI〉 =

3∑
J=1

|vJ〉 〈vJ |sI〉 , (C12)

for which we write out the transformation matrix V with ele-

ment VJI = 〈sJ |vI〉 = 〈vI |sJ〉,

V =


− 1√

N2
c−1

− 1
√

2

√
Nc−2
Nc−1 −

1
√

2

√
Nc+2
Nc+1

1
√

2
Nc√
N2

c−1
1
2

√
Nc−2
Nc−1 − 1

2

√
Nc+2
Nc+1

1
√

2

√
N2

c−4
N2

c−1 − 1
2

√
Nc+2
Nc−1

1
2

√
Nc−2
Nc+1


=


− 1

2
√

2
− 1

2 −
√

5
2
√

2
3
4

1
2
√

2
−
√

5
4

√
5

4 −
√

5
2
√

2
1
4

 .
(C13)

Appendix D: The four-point Wilson line correlator

The quark-gluon Wilson line is built as the tensor product
of a quark and a gluon Wilson line,

Uqg(0, Lη; ~x⊥, ~y⊥) ≡ UF(0, Lη; ~x⊥) ⊗ UA(0, Lη;~y⊥) . (D1)

The dimension of the qg Wilson line is NcdA = 24. In the
component form,

Uqg(0, Lη; ~x⊥, ~y⊥)c̄qg,cqg

= UF(0, Lη; ~x⊥)c̄q,cq UA(0, Lη;~y⊥)c̄g,cg . (D2)

The single qg Wilson line gives the amplitude of a quark-
gluon state propagating through the color medium and can be
related to its total cross section through the optical theorem,
for which, see Ref. [1]. Here, we would like to understand
the probability distribution of a quark-gluon state, so what we
are interested in is the correlation function of two qg Wilson
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lines, i.e., the four-point function,

S q̄ḡqg(0, x+; ~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥, ~yq,⊥, ~yg,⊥)β1β2β3β4;α1α2α3α4

=
〈
U†F(0, x+; ~xq,⊥)α1,β1 U†A(0, x+; ~xg,⊥)α2,β2

UF(0, x+;~yq,⊥)β3,α3 UA(0, x+;~yg,⊥)β4,α4

〉
ρ

=e−(CF+CA)ξL(0)eξMq̄ḡqg

∣∣∣∣∣
β1β2β3β4;α1α2α3α4

,

(D3)

in which ξ ≡ g4µ̃2x+ and

−Mq̄ḡqg ≡(−T a∗) ⊗ IA ⊗ T a ⊗ IAL(|~xq,⊥ − ~yq,⊥|)
+ IF ⊗ (−ta∗) ⊗ IF ⊗ taL(|~xg,⊥ − ~yg,⊥|)
+ (−T a∗) ⊗ (−ta∗) ⊗ IF ⊗ IAL(|~xq,⊥ − ~xg,⊥|)
+ IF ⊗ IA ⊗ T a ⊗ taL(|~yq,⊥ − ~yg,⊥|)
+ (−T a∗) ⊗ IA ⊗ IF ⊗ taL(|~xq,⊥ − ~yg,⊥|)
+ IF ⊗ (−ta∗) ⊗ T a ⊗ IAL(|~xg,⊥ − ~yq,⊥|) .

(D4)

The above expression gives the amplitude of a q̄gqg-quadruple
going from color configuration {c̄q = α1, c̄g = α2, cq =

α3, cg = α4} to {c̄q = β1, c̄g = β2, cq = β3, cg = β4} .
This function S q̄ḡqg is 576 × 576 in the full color space of
the q̄ ⊗ ḡ ⊗ q ⊗ g state. But since we are interested in the
probability of the qg state transferring from some color state
{cq = α1, cg = α2} to {cq = β1, cg = β2} , the quantity we
should look at is in the form of S q̄ḡqg

∣∣∣
β1β2β1β2;α1α2α1α2

. There-
fore, we only need to study the q̄gqg singlet states. A closely
related study in the color structure can be found in Ref. [63],
which is carried out in terms of six-point fundamental Wilson
line correlators.

In the s-basis as given by Eq. (C10), we have [equivalent to
Eq. (49) in Ref. [63]],

Ms
q̄ḡqg =


Γ0 − 1

√
2
Γ2 0

− 1
√

2
Γ2

NC
4 Γ1

√
NcCd
4 Γ2

0
√

NcCd
4 Γ2

NC
4 Γ1

 , (D5)

where

Γ0 =CF L13 + NcL24

Γ1 =(L1
2 + L1

4 + L3
2 + L3

4) −
2

N2
c

L13 + 2L24

Γ2 =L1
2 − L1

4 − L3
2 + L3

4 .

(D6)

For the convenience of reading, let us define a short-hand no-
tation for the scalar function L(r), by putting the particle index
that labels the contracted quark (gluon) into the superscript
(subscript), L[quarks]

[gluons]. The four particles are labeled by num-
bers 1 to 4 from left to right, the same order used in the color
indices αi as in Eq. (D3). For example,

L13 = L(|~xq,⊥ − ~yq,⊥|) , L24 = L(|~xg,⊥ − ~yg,⊥|) .

The four-point Wilson line correlator in the s-basis reads,

S s
q̄ḡqg =e−(CF+CA)ξL(0)

3∑
i=1

e−ziξ/4

d(zi)m11(zi) m12(zi) m13(zi)
m21(zi) m22(zi) m23(zi)
m31(zi) m32(zi) m33(zi)

 ,
(D7)

in which

zi = −
1
3

[
b + ζ iC +

∆0

ζ iC

]
, ζ =

−1 + i
√

3
2

, (D8)

the roots of characteristic polynomial det(−z/4I −Ms
q̄ḡqg) = 0,

a =1,
b =2(2Γ0 + NcΓ1),

c =NcΓ1(NcΓ1 + 8Γ0) − (N2
c + 4)Γ2

2,

d =4
{
N2

c Γ0Γ2
1 − [(N2

c − 4)Γ0 + 2NcΓ1]Γ2
2

}
,

(D9)

the coefficients, and

∆0 =b2 − 3ac,

∆1 =2b3 − 9abc + 27a2d,

C =

3

√√
∆1 +

√
∆2

1 − 4∆3
0

2
.

(D10)

The matrix elements read

d(zi) ≡
3∏

j=1,
j,i

(zi − z j) = 3z2
i + 4c1zi + c , (D11a)

m11(zi) = (zi + NcΓ1)2 + (4 − N2
c )Γ2

2 , (D11b)

m12(zi) = m21(zi) = 2
√

2Γ2(zi + NcΓ1) , (D11c)

m13(zi) = m31(zi) = −2
√

2CdNcΓ
2
2 , (D11d)

m22(zi) = z2
i + (4Γ0 + NcΓ1)zi + 4NcΓ1Γ0 , (D11e)

m23(zi) = m32(zi) = −
√

CdNcΓ2(4Γ0 + zi) , (D11f)

m33(zi) = m22(zi) − 8Γ2
2 . (D11g)

We, therefore, arrive at Eq. (55) in Ref. [63]. The result is
translationally invariant, which can also be seen from the def-
inition in Eq. (D4), in the sense that it only depends on the
relative positions among the four particles but not the center
of mass of the system. Explicitly, we can write

S q̄ḡqg(0, x+; ~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥, ~yq,⊥, ~yg,⊥)
=S q̄ḡqg(0, x+; ~xq,⊥, ~xg,⊥, ~xq,⊥ − ~uq,⊥, ~xg,⊥ − ~ug,⊥)
=S q̄ḡqg(0, x+;~v⊥ + ~uq,⊥, ~uq,⊥,~v⊥, ~uq,⊥ − ~ug,⊥) .

(D12)

In the second line, we make the change of variables according
to Eq. (24); in the third line, we shift all the four position ar-
guments by −~xg,⊥+~uq,⊥. This rewriting is for the convenience
of identifying the relevant physical quantities, without mak-
ing any actual change to the content. Let us also write out Γs
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defined in Eq. (D6) in terms of the three independent vectors
~v⊥, ~uq,⊥, and ~uq,⊥,

Γ0 =CF L(uq,⊥) + NcL(ug,⊥)
Γ1 =(L(v⊥) + L(|~v⊥ + ~ug,⊥|) + L(|~v⊥ − ~uq,⊥|)

+ L(|~v⊥ − ~uq,⊥ + ~ug,⊥|)) −
2

N2
c

L(uq,⊥) + 2L(ug,⊥)

Γ2 =L(v⊥) − L(|~v⊥ + ~ug,⊥|) − L(|~v⊥ − ~uq,⊥|)
+ L(|~v⊥ − ~uq,⊥ + ~ug,⊥|) .

(D13)

We denote the modulus of a vector using the same variable
without the arrow, ul = |~ul|.

Knowing the explicit form of S s
q̄ḡqg, we can now evaluate

the probability function of a quark-gluon state. In doing so,
we interpret the q̄ḡqg-state as a qg state and its conjugate.
Consider a quark-gluon state in a gauge-invariant color space
c with dimension dc, then the corresponding q̄ḡqg state is in
the color configuration c̄c. The color space c could be the 3,
the 6̄, the 15, and the full NcdA space denoted by “X”. The
first three cases correspond to the three v-basis states, and the
last one the |s1〉 state. The initial state is averaged over the
corresponding qg color space,

|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄i(q̄ḡ)ci(qg)〉 =
1
dc
|ψ̄qg,ci〉 ⊗ |ψqg,ci〉

=

 1
√

dim(Ri)
|vi〉 , ci = 3, 6̄, 15

− 1
√

NcdA
|s1〉 , ci = X

.

(D14)

The final state is summed over the corresponding qg color
space,

|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄ f (q̄ḡ)c f (qg)〉 =dc |ψ̄qg,c f 〉 ⊗ |ψqg,c f 〉

=


√

dim(R f ) |v f 〉 , c f = 3, 6̄, 15
−
√

NcdA |s1〉 , c f = X
.

(D15)

The probability function of a qg state is therefore, from one
color subspace to the other,

Pqg,ci→c f ≡ 〈ψq̄ḡqg,c̄ f (q̄ḡ)c f (qg)|S q̄ḡqg|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄i(q̄ḡ)ci(qg)〉

=

√
dim(R f )
√

dim(Ri)
〈v f |S q̄ḡqg|vi〉 ,

(D16)

and from one color subspace to the full space,

Pqg,c ≡

Nc∑
i=1

dA∑
a=1

〈ψq̄ḡqg,{i,a,i,a}|S q̄ḡqg|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄(q̄ḡ)c(qg)〉

= −
√

NcdA 〈s1|S q̄ḡqg|ψq̄ḡqg,c̄(q̄ḡ)c(qg)〉 .

(D17)

The relation between the color-differential and the color-
inclusive cross sections is,

Pqg,ci = Pqg,ci→X =
∑

c f =3,6̄,15

Pqg,ci→c f . (D18)

In analogy, the relation between the cross sections of the
color-differential and the color-inclusive incoming states is,

NcdAPqg,X→c f =
∑

c f =3,6̄,15

dim(Ri)Pqg,ci→c f . (D19)

The probability function in the full-color space is

Pqg,X = 〈s1|S q̄ḡqg|s1〉 = S s
11 . (D20)

The probability function of the triplet is,

Pqg,3 =S s
11 −

Nc
√

2
2

S s
12 −

√
2(N2

c − 4)
2

S s
13 .

(D21)

The color differential probability is

Pqg,3→3 =
1

2(N2
c − 1)

[
2S s

11 − 2
√

2NcS s
12

− 2
√

2(N2
c − 4)S s

13 + N2
c S s

22

+ 2Nc

√
N2

c − 4S s
23 + (N2

c − 4)S s
33

]
,

Pqg,3→6̄ =
1

4(Nc − 1)

[
2(Nc − 2)S s

11

− (Nc + 1)(Nc − 2)
√

2S s
12

− (Nc − 3)
√

2(N2
c − 4)S s

13

+ Nc(Nc − 2)S s
22

− 2
√

N2
c − 4S s

23 − (Nc + 2)(Nc − 2)S s
33

]
,

Pqg,3→15 =
1

4(Nc + 1)

[
2(Nc + 2)S s

11

− (Nc − 1)(Nc + 2)
√

2S s
12

− (Nc + 3)
√

2(N2
c − 4)S s

13

− Nc(Nc + 2)S s
22

+ 2
√

N2
c − 4S s

23 + (Nc + 2)(Nc − 2)S s
33

]
.

(D22)

The probability function of the 6̄ is,

Pqg,6̄ =S s
11 −

√
2

2
S s

12 +

√
Nc + 2

2(Nc − 2)
S s

13 , (D23)

and color-differentially,

Pqg,6̄→3 =
dim(3)
dim(6̄)

Pqg,3→6̄ ,

Pqg,6̄→6̄ =
1

4(Nc − 1)

[
2(Nc − 2)S s

11

− 2
√

2(Nc − 2)S s
12

+ 2
√

2(N2
c − 4)S s

13 + (Nc − 2)S s
22

− 2
√

N2
c − 4S s

23 + (Nc + 2)S s
33

]
,

Pqg,6̄→15 =
1

4(Nc + 1)

√
Nc + 2
Nc − 2

[
2
√

N2
c − 4S s

11

+ 4
√

2S s
13 −

√
N2

c − 4S s
22 + 2NcS s

23

−

√
N2

c − 4S s
33

]
.

(D24)
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The probability function of the 15-plet is,

Pqg,15 = S s
11 +

√
2

2
S s

12 −

√
Nc − 2

2(Nc + 2)
S s

13 , (D25)

and

Pqg,15→3 =
dim(3)

dim(15)
Pqg,3→15 ,

Pqg,15→6̄ =
dim(6̄)

dim(15)
Pqg,6̄→15 ,

Pqg,15→15 =
1

4(Nc + 1)

[
2(Nc + 2)S s

11

+ 2
√

2(Nc + 2)S s
12

− 2
√

2(N2
c − 4)S s

13 + (Nc + 2)S s
22

− 2
√

N2
c − 4S s

23 + (Nc − 2)S s
33

]
.

(D26)

We have written above the color-differential and inclusive
probability functions Pqg in terms of the components of S s

q̄ḡqg.
In the dilute limit, one can replace S s

q̄ḡqg by its exponentMs
q̄ḡqg

as given in Eq. (D5). Then, the probability function can be
written in terms of the dipole cross sections L13, L24, . . .; see
discussion in Ref. [74] in the context of quark-gluon dijet pro-
duction off nuclei. The curious Nc → −Nc symmetry between
the 6̄ and 15 states is observed here as

Pqg,3→6̄(Nc) = −Pqg,3→15(−Nc) , (D27a)

Pqg,6̄→6̄(Nc) = −Pqg,15→15(−Nc) , (D27b)

by noting thatMs
ii(Nc) = −Ms

ii(−Nc), i = 1, 2, 3 according to
Eq. (D5).

Then, the derivative is

lim
~ug,⊥,~uq,⊥→~0⊥

~∇u,q · ~∇u,gS s
q̄ḡqg =

 0 s12(v) 0
s12(v) sdd(v) s23(v)

0 s23(v) sdd(v)

 , (D28)

in which

α̃1 = 4Nc[L(0) − L(v)] ,

sdd(v) = −∇2
v L(v)

Ncξ

4
e−ξα̃1/4 − [L′(v)]2 N2

c ξ
2

4
e−ξα̃1/4 ,

s12(v) = −∇2
v L(v)

2
√

2
α̃1

[e−ξα̃1/4 − 1] ,

s23(v) = −∇2
v L(v)

√
CdNc

4
e−ξα̃1/4ξ .

(D29)

In the quark-gluon coincidence limit,

lim
v→0

sdd(v) =
Nc

4
ξG2 ,

lim
v→0

s12(v) = −

√
2

2
ξG2 ,

lim
v→0

s23(v) =

√
CdNc

4
ξG2 .

(D30)

It is straightforward to verify that in the v → 0 limit, the to-
tal momentum of the quark-gluon system behaves as a single
particle in the corresponding color representation c,

lim
v→0

(~pq,⊥ + ~pg,⊥)2|qg,c = CcG2ξ , (D31)

in which Cc is the corresponding Casimir, and specially CX =

C3 + C8 for color-uncorrelated state for which the cross term
~pq,⊥ · ~pg,⊥ vanishes. The total momentum can be calculated as

(~pq,⊥ + ~pg,⊥)2|qg,c

= lim
~ug,⊥,~uq,⊥→~0⊥

−
(
~∇2

u,q + ~∇2
u,g + 2~∇u,q · ~∇u,g

)
Pqg,c . (D32)

To compute the momentum broadening for a quark-gluon
state in general, the next step is to integrate over ~v as shown
in Eq. (27),∫

v

fRel(~v⊥)~∇u,q · ~∇u,gPqg,c(0, x+;

~v⊥ + ~uq,⊥, ~uq,⊥,~v⊥, ~uq,⊥ − ~ug,⊥)
∣∣∣
~uq,⊥,~ug,⊥=~0⊥

. (D33)

All three nonvanishing elements exhibit a logarithmic diver-
gence at v = 0, as indicated by the G2 in Eq. (D30). We
present the behavior of those elements multiplied by v in
Fig. 21. In the plots, we take a dimensionless quantity vmg,
such that we are looking at the quark-gluon separation in units
of 1/mg.
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Neutrino mass matrix in neutrino-related processes
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Techniques are developed for constructing amplitudes of neutrino-related processes in terms of the
neutrino mass matrix, with no reference to the neutrino mixing matrix. The amplitudes of neutrino
oscillations in vacuum and medium, quasi-elastic neutrino scattering, β decays and double-β decays
are considered. The proposed approach makes extensive use of Frobenius covariants within the
framework of Sylvester’s theorem on matrix functions. The in-medium dispersion laws are found in
quadratures for three flavors of Majorana neutrinos as an application of the developed formalism.
The in-medium dispersion laws for Dirac neutrinos can be determined in the general case by searching
for the roots of a polynomial of degree 6. In the rest frame of baryonic matter, the minimum energy
of both Majorana and Dirac neutrinos is achieved at a neutrino momentum equal to half the mean-
field potential. In such cases, Dirac neutrinos occupy a hollow Fermi sphere at zero temperature
and low densities. Fitting experimental data in terms of the neutrino mass matrix can provide
better statistical accuracy in determining the neutrino mass matrix compared to methods using the
neutrino mixing matrix at intermediate stages.

I. INTRODUCTION

The predictions of the Standard Model (SM) are effectively confirmed by a vast number of experiments. The first
discrepancy with SM was discovered in 1998 as a result of observations of atmospheric neutrino oscillations [1], proving
the existence of finite neutrino masses. By adding the right neutrinos to SM while maintaining the renormalizability
of the model, it is possible to generate Dirac neutrino masses. When the non-renormalizable d = 5 interaction of left
leptons with the Higgs boson is turned on, masses of Majorana neutrinos appear [2]. A plausible hierarchy of masses
is suggested by the seesaw mechanism involving both Dirac and Majorana neutrinos [3]. The mechanism of neutrino
mass generation by the spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking is also discussed [4]. Only in isolated cases the theory
encounters challenges in adjacent SM sectors, the interpretation of measurements of the muon’s anomalous magnetic
moment [5] or the decays of beauty mesons [6].
In the searches for physics beyond SM, neutrinos occupy a unique place. The mass matrices of Majorana and Dirac

neutrinos have 9 and 7 free parameters, respectively, already in the simplest case of three generations [7, 8]. This is
roughly half of the total number of SM free parameters. The elements of neutrino mass matrix may contain a great
deal of information on potential SM extensions.
Cross-sections of processes involving neutrinos, probabilities of oscillations and decay rates are usually expressed in

terms of the Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata (PMNS) mixing matrix and the diagonal neutrino masses. Signifi-
cant progress in the experimental determination of the elements of the mixing matrix and obtaining restrictions on
neutrino masses has been achieved over the past decade due to the analysis of neutrino oscillations, including data
from atmospheric experiments, accelerator data on the modes of appearance and disappearance of neutrinos, and data
from reactor experiments [9, 10]. The elements of the mass matrix, in principle, are accessible to experimental deter-
mination in terms of the mixing matrix and the diagonal neutrino masses, but contain uncertainties associated with
arbitrariness of the absolute mass scale. An indirect approach to the determination of the mass matrix can lead to loss
of information at intermediate stages of statistical analysis. In this paper, we show that the processes associated with
neutrinos are explicitly described in terms of the neutrino mass matrix, without using a mixing matrix. The existence
of such representations makes it possible to fit the elements of neutrino mass matrix directly from experimental data,
which should provide an advantage when conducting statistical analysis and, potentially, distinguish the Majorana
mass matrix from the Dirac one.
Another purpose of this paper is to point out effective techniques of matrix algebra that significantly simplify the
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work with neutrinos of three or more flavors. The paper uses extensively Sylvester’s theorem on the representation
of matrix functions [11], Frobenius covariants, which determine projection operators in terms of the matrix under
consideration, and trace identities [12, 13], which provide explicit solutions to the Faddeev–LeVerrier algorithm [14, 15].
The described techniques allow to effectively construct the neutrino dispersion laws. The cases of n ≤ 4 flavors of
Majorana neutrinos in a matter of arbitrary composition and n ≤ 4 flavors of Dirac neutrinos in a baryonic matter
are solved in quadratures.
The outline of the paper is as follows. Neutrino oscillations in a vacuum are discussed in the next section. Neutrino

oscillations in the medium are covered in Section III. Majorana neutrinos and Dirac neutrinos are considered separately.
The neutrino dispersion laws are derived, and it is demonstrated that the mass matrix explicitly describes the physical
amplitudes of neutrino propagation in all cases considered. The neutrino dispersion law in the medium takes an unusual
form: the minimum neutrino energy is achieved at a finite momentum. Other processes covered briefly in Section IV
include tritium β decay, electron capture, double-β decays, and quasi-elastic neutrino scattering. In all circumstances,
probabilities are explicitly expressed in terms of the neutrino mass matrix rather than the mixing matrix.

II. NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS IN VACUUM

A. Majorana neutrino

Let us first consider the problem of oscillations of Majorana neutrinos. The Lagrangian of free Majorana neutrinos
is written as

LM =
1

2
ν̄αi∇̂να −

1

2
ν̄α (Mαβ + iγ5Nαβ) νβ . (II.1)

Here να are the real four-component spinors of Majorana neutrinos, the gamma matrices are defined in the Majorana

representation where γ∗
µ = −γµ, γT

µ = −γµ, γ∗
5 = γT

5 = −γ5, γ†
5 = γ5 and νcα = ν∗α = να, ν̄

c
α = νTα γ0. The left and

right neutrinos are defined by ναL = Π−να and ναR = Π+να, respectively, where Π± = (1± γ5)/2 are the projection
operators onto states with the definite chirality. The transformation properties of the spinor bilinear forms determine
the mass term symmetry. We denote by ΓA the matrices 1, iγ5, γ

µ, γ5γ
µ, σµν , defined in the same way as in [16].

Taking into account γ0Γ
†
Aγ0 = ΓA and the fermionic character of the fields, for both Dirac and Majorana neutrinos

ν̄αΓνβ = −ν̄cβγ0(γ0ΓA)
T νcα = ην̄cβΓAν

c
α. (II.2)

The sign η is read from the equation (cf. Appendix B in [17])

− γ0(γ0











1
iγ5
γµ

γ5γ
µ

σµν











)T =











1
iγ5
−γµ

γ5γ
µ

−σµν











. (II.3)

The conditions ν̄ανβ = ν̄βνα and ν̄αiγ5νβ = ν̄βiγ5να valid for Majorana fields imply that the mass matrices M and
N are symmetric. The hermiticity of the Lagrangian ensures the hermiticity of M and N. Since they are symmetric,
they are real. We define for n flavors a 4n× 4n real matrix

M̂ = M+ iγ5N (II.4)

and n× n complex symmetric matrices

M± = M± iN. (II.5)

One can verify that M̂† = M̂T = γ0M̂γ0 = M − iγ5N and M
†
+ = M∗

+ = M−. We also use notations MR = M+,
ML = M− and write M±1 for M± and Π±1 for Π±. The matrices M and N are specified by 2 × (n(n + 1)/2) real
parameters. Phase rotations of Majorana spinors να → exp(iγ5φα)να keep the kinetic term in the Lagrangian and
the weak neutral current jNC

µ unchanged but modifies the mass matrix and introduces the phase multipliers into the

weak charged current jCC
µ . The phase multipliers in jCC

µ are absorbed further by the charged leptons. The number

of remaining free parameters in the mass matrix equals n2.
In the representation of two-component Weyl spinors ναL, the Lagrangian (II.1) has the form

LM =
1

2
ν̄αLi∇̂ναL −

1

2
ν̄αLM

M
αβν

c
βL + h.c., (II.6)
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where νcLα = (νLα)
c and MM

αβ = Mαβ + iNαβ is a symmetric complex n× n matrix MR defined above. It is useful to

identify phases of the mass matrix elements: MM
αβ = |MM

αβ|eiφ
′

αβ . The chiral rotations να → exp(−iγ5φ′
αα/2)να enable

the diagonal elements of N to be set to zero and the diagonal elements of MR to be considered as real and positive.
For three generations

MR =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

MM
ee |MM

eµ |eiφeµ |MM
eτ |eiφeτ

|MM
eµ |eiφeµ MM

µµ |MM
µτ |eiφµτ

|MM
eτ |eiφeτ |MM

µτ |eiφµτ MM
ττ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (II.7)

where φαβ = φ′
αβ − (φ′

αα + φ′
ββ)/2.

The free Lagrangian (II.1) is invariant with respect to the charge conjugation: να → νcα = ν†α, however, due to the
special type of the mass matrix, it is non-invariant with respect to P -parity transformations να → PναP−1 = iγ0να,
and time reversal να → T ναT −1 = γ0γ5να, When weak interactions are turned on, only the combined CPT symmetry
survives. CP invariance would call for N = 0 and forbid phase rotations with the γ5 matrix, which would leave
n(n+ 1)/2 free parameters in the mass matrix.
The Feynman propagator has the form

ŜF (x − y) = −i〈0|Tν(x)⊗ ν̄(y)|0〉 =
∫

d4p

(2π)4
e−ip(x−y)

ŜF (p), (II.8)

where

ŜF (p) =
1

p̂− M̂
(II.9)

is determined by the quadratic form of the Lagrangian. The matrix p̂ − M̂ has the dimension 4n. The energy
eigenvalues are grouped by pairs ±

√

m2
i + p2 for different masses mi (i = 1, .., n). The additional doubling is due to

the spin degeneracy. Using the identity A−1 = B(AB)−1 = (BA)−1B for A = p̂− M̂ and B = p̂+ M̂
† and p̂M̂ = M̂

†p̂,
we obtain

ŜF (p) = (p̂+ M̂
†)

1

p2 − M̂M̂†
=

1

p2 − M̂†M̂
(p̂+ M̂

†). (II.10)

The chirality-state projections can be simplified with the use of the relationships f(M̂)Πς = f(Mς)Πς and

f(M̂†)Πς = f(M−ς)Πς , which hold true for any function f(x) (ς = ±1). The projection of ŜF (p) involved in the
creation of a neutrino with chirality −ς has the form:

ŜF (p)Πς = (p̂+M−ς)
1

p2 −MςM−ς
Πς . (II.11)

The advantage of this representation is that in the denominator there is a n× n matrix multiplied by a unit matrix
in the space of bispinors, while the original expression contains a 4n× 4n matrix with the mixed bispinor and flavor
indices. The mass spectrum is determined by poles of the propagator, in this instance by zeros of the characteristic
polynomial

p(λ) = det ||λ−MςM−ς || = 0. (II.12)

For three flavors, p(λ) is a polynomial of the third degree that has, respectively, either three real roots, or one real
and two complex roots. The mass spectrum does not depend on ς , because det ||λ −MLMR|| = det ||λ −MRML||.
Given that (MLMR)

∗ = MRML, the complex conjugation of p(λ) gives the characteristic equation p(λ∗) = 0. Thus,
either all three roots are real, or one root is real, and two roots have imaginary parts of opposite sign. The product
MLMR, however, is a Hermitian matrix. Hence all eigenvalues of MLMR are real. Let λi = m2

i be one of them. There
exists a normalized vector |iς〉 such that

MςM−ς |iς〉 = λi|iς〉. (II.13)

Multiplying on the left by 〈iς | yields λi = 〈iς |(M−ς)
†M−ς |iς〉 > 0. Furthermore, if |iς〉 is a normalized eigenvector of

MςM−ς , then

|i− ς〉 = 1

mi
M−ς |iς〉 (II.14)
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is the normalized eigenvector of M−ςMς with the same eigenvalue λi. In the basis of flavor states |α〉, the coordinates
of these eigenvectors appear to be complex conjugate: 〈α|iς〉∗ = 〈α|i−ς〉. One can check the validity of this relation by
writing Eq. (II.13) in the flavor basis. After performing a complex conjugation, an equation follows for the eigenvectors
of M−ςMς , which means the eigenvectors of MςM−ς and M−ςMς differ by phase factors only. The phase factors of
|iς〉, however, can always be chosen so that the relationship

〈α|iς〉∗ = 〈α|i − ς〉 (II.15)

is fulfilled. The mixing of Majorana neutrinos is described thereby in terms of a single mixing matrix. Equation
(II.14) is equivalent to the condition 〈i − |ML|j+〉 = miδij , which shows that for n flavors the mass matrix ML is
diagonalized by two unitary matrices:

V
†
MLU = diag(m1, . . . ,mn), (II.16)

with Vαi = 〈α|i−〉 and Uαi = 〈α|i+〉. Moreover, by virtue of Eq. (II.15), V is expressed in terms of U: V = U∗, so
that

U
T
MLU = V

T
MRV = diag(m1, . . . ,mn). (II.17)

By means of the 4n×4n matrix Û = UΠ−+VΠ+, the mass term of the Lagrangian transforms into a diagonal matrix,

M̂→ γ0
Û

†γ0
M̂Û = V

†
MLUΠ− + U

†
MRVΠ+ = 1̂⊗ diag (m1, ...,mn) , (II.18)

where 1̂ is a unit matrix in the space of bispinors. Since Û is real, the neutrality of bispinors in the flavor basis is
a necessary and sufficient condition for the neutrality of bispinors diagonalizing the mass matrix. When the PMNS
matrix U is employed, Eq (II.17) yields a mass matrix MR with non-zero phases on the diagonal. These phases are
further eliminated by chiral rotation, as indicated below Eq. (II.6), after which the mass matrix takes on the form
(II.7).
Using trace identities [12], the characteristic polynomial (II.12) for three neutrino flavors can be written as follows

p(λ) = (λ− λ0)
3 − 1

2
(λ− λ0)Tr[C

2]− 1

3
Tr[C3], (II.19)

where

C = MςM−ς −
1

3
Tr[MςM−ς ] (II.20)

is a traceless Hermitian matrix, and

λ0 =
1

3
Tr[MςM−ς ] (II.21)

is a real positive number that represents the average of neutrino masses squared. The coefficients of the characteristic
polynomial are traces of the powers of MςM−ς .
The matrix C can be decomposed over the Gell–Mann–Okubo matrices: C = ωaλ

a, where ωa are real numbers
(a = 1, . . . , 8). Suppose we reduce C to a diagonal form: C = OΛO†, where O is unitary. The diagonal traceless

matrix Λ has the form: Λ = aλ3 + bλ8. The eigenvalues of C are a+ b/
√
3, −a+ b/

√
3, and −2b/

√
3. For quantities

a and b, solving the cubic equation by the Viet method, we find

a =

√

Tr[C2]

2
sinΘ, (II.22)

b = −
√

Tr[C2]

2
cosΘ, (II.23)

where

Θ =
1

3
arccos

( √
6Tr[C3]

(Tr[C2])3/2

)

. (II.24)
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The masses of diagonal neutrinos are finally expressed in terms of M†M:

m2
1 = λ0 + a+

b√
3
,

m2
2 = λ0 − a+

b√
3
,

m2
3 = λ0 −

2b√
3
. (II.25)

The condition of m2
i to be real also follows from the inequality (Tr[C2])3 ≥ 6(Tr[C3])2, which holds for all 3 × 3

traceless Hermitian matrices. The eigenvalues of MRML coincide with the eigenvalues of MLMR. In general, there
are three mass eigenstates for three Majorana neutrinos. The ordering of m2

i depends on the angle (II.24).
Using Sylvester’s matrix theorem [11], the propagator (II.10) can be written in the form:

ŜF (p) =
∑

iς

1

p2 −m2
i

(p̂+M−ς) |iς〉〈iς |Πς . (II.26)

The neutrino states are projected onto the eigenstates of MςM−ς with the use of the Frobenius covariants [11]:

|iς〉〈iς | ≡ Fiς =
∏

j 6=i

MςM−ς − λj

λi − λj
. (II.27)

The mass eigenstates with ς = ±1 form complete bases in flavor space:

∑

i

|iς〉〈iς | = 1. (II.28)

To illustrate the statements made, consider
Example 1. Let the mass matrix be given by the equation

M̂ = λ3 + iγ5λ
6, (II.29)

where λa are the Gell-Mann matrices. The components of M̂ are measured in mass units. The standard representation
for λa is assumed to be identical with the flavor basis, so that

ML = M
∗
R = λ3 − iλ6 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −1 −i
0 −i 0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (II.30)

The eigenvalues and eigenvectors can readily be found using the MAPLE symbolic computation software package [18]:

(mLi)
T = (m∗

Ri)
T =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
−1/η
−η

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, W̃αi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −i/η −iη
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (II.31)

where η = eiπ/3, the index α numbers the rows, the index i numbers the columns. After normalizing the eigenvectors
of ML:

W̃αi → Wαi = (
∑

β

W̃ 2
βi)

−1/2W̃αi, (II.32)

the matrix W becomes a complex orthogonal matrix obeying

∑

α

WαiWαj = δij

or, in matrix notation, WTW = 1. The mass matrix is converted to the diagonal form in two steps. On the vector
space of dimension 4n, we define first

Ŵ = WΠ− +W
∗Π+. (II.33)
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TABLE 1: Four pairs of the lepton currents at points x and y, leading to neutrino oscillations of various types, are presented
in the first two columns; the next column shows the time ordering, the last column shows the processes described by the lepton
currents

jCC
µ (x) jCC

µ (y) Time ordering Process

ℓ̄−β γµ(1− γ5)νβ ν̄αγµ(1− γ5)ℓ
−
α

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

νβL ← ναL

νβR → ναR

ℓ̄−c
β γµ(1 + γ5)νβ ν̄αγµ(1− γ5)ℓ

−
α

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

νβR ← ναL

νβL → ναR

ℓ̄−β γµ(1− γ5)νβ ν̄αγµ(1 + γ5)ℓ
−c
α

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

νβL ← ναR

νβR → ναL

ℓ̄−c
β γµ(1 + γ5)νβ ν̄αγµ(1 + γ5)ℓ

−c
α

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

νβR ← ναR

νβL → ναL

The action of Ŵ on the mass matrix gives

M̂→ γ0
Ŵ

Tγ0
M̂Ŵ = W

T
MLWΠ− +W

†
MRW

∗Π+ = diag
(

eiγ5ϑ1 |mL1|, ..., eiγ5ϑn |mLn|
)

, (II.34)

where e−2iϑi = mLi/mRi. At the second stage, the chiral rotations νi → exp(−iγ5ϑi/2)νi eliminate the phase factors.

Ŵ is a real matrix, therefore, it converts Majorana fields to Majorana fields. The drawback of Ŵ is its non-unitarity.
The matrices included in the denominator of the neutrino propagator can be found to be

MRML = (MLMR)
∗
=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 2 i
0 −i 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (II.35)

The corresponding eigenvalues and eigenvectors are equal

(m2
i )

T =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
2− g
1 + g

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, Ũαi = Ṽ ∗
αi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −i/g ig
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (II.36)

where g = (1 +
√
5)/2. The normalization gives

〈α|i+〉 = 〈α|i−〉∗ = (
∑

β

|Ũβi|2)−1/2Ũαi.

It can be verified that Eq. (II.14) applied to 〈α|i+〉 yields vectors proportional to 〈α|i−〉. Calculation of the parameters
entering Eqs. (II.21)–(II.24) gives λ0 = 4/3, a = 2√

3
cos(13 arccos(

11
16 )), b = − 2√

3
sin(13 arccos(

11
16 )). Using relations

(II.25) leads to values m2
i that coincide with those given above.

Integrating the time-like component of the four-momentum in Eq. (II.8), we find neutrino propagator in the coor-
dinate representation

iŜF (x− y) = θ(x0 − y0)
∑

iς

∫

dp

(2π)32Ei(p)
e−iEi(p)(x

0−y0)+ip(x−y) (p̂i +M−ς)FiςΠς

− θ(y0 − x0)
∑

iς

∫

dp

(2π)32Ei(p)
e+iEi(p)(x

0−y0)−ip(x−y) (p̂i −M−ς)FiςΠς , (II.37)

where p̂i = Ei(p)γ0 − γp and Ei(p) =
√

m2
i + p2.

Massive neutrinos change chirality during oscillations. The right antineutrinos take part in weak interaction.
Vertices with right neutrinos should be taken into account because Majorana neutrinos are neutral. The matrix
elements shown in the first row of Table 1 control the emission and absorption of neutrinos. The charged leptons are
represented by ℓ−α = (e−, µ−, τ−). The next rows of Table 1 contain three more pairs of matrix elements produced
by permuting fermionic fields. The oscillations of the left neutrino created at point y into the left neutrino absorbed
at point x are described by the matrix elements in the first row of Table 1. The oscillations of the right neutrino
generated at point x into the right neutrino absorbed at point y occur with the reverse ordering of time x0 − y0 < 0.
It is not difficult to identify the component of the neutrino propagator that triggers each of the processes shown

in the table because projection operators Π± enter the vertices. The component of ŜF (x − y)Π+ proportionate to
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p̂iΠ+ is suitable in the case of νβL ← ναL. When there are oscillations νβR → ναL, the term is proportional to
MLΠ+ is relevant, and so on. The vertices listed in the table only partially act independently. For instance, the
transformation of the time inversion relates the process νβL ← ναL to the process νβR → ναR in the second row:

T Â(νβL ← ναL)T −1 = Â(νβR → νRα). In relation to processes Bc → Ac, all processes A→ B share this feature.

The component of the amplitudes, ΠυiŜF (x − y)Πς (υ, ς = ±1), that describes the neutrino propagation, is rep-
resented by a 4 × 4 matrix in the space of bispinors of the charged leptons. Neglecting the spread in the neutrino
momenta, the neutrino component can be represented as follows

Â(νβL ← ναL) = −Â(νβR → ναR) ∝ −
∑

i

e−iEi(p)τ 〈β|i+〉〈i + |α〉 p̂i
Ei(p)

Π+ (II.38)

= −
∑

i

e−iEi(p)τ 〈β|Fi+|α〉
p̂i

Ei(p)
Π+,

where τ = |x0 − y0| and |α〉 are the neutrino flavor states. The matrix element

〈α|i+〉 = Uαi (II.39)

can be recognized as the PMNS matrix element. The ratio p̂i/Ei(p) is sensitive to the neutrino masses for |p| . mi,
the exponential factor exp(−iEi(p)τ) is sensitive to the neutrino masses in a broad range of p due to the macroscopic
time factor τ , the Frobenius covariant (II.27) entering the second line depends on the neutrino masses from the start,
while the other components of the amplitude have purely kinematic origin and are the same for all types of neutrinos.
In recent decades, the theory of neutrino oscillations in a vacuum and in a medium has been studied in many

details [3, 7, 9, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23]. In the limit of large values of neutrino momenta, the kinematic factors of reactions
involving neutrinos are factorized, and an expression for the probability of oscillations can be found:

P (νβL ← ναL) =
∑

ij

e−i(Ei(p)−Ej(p))tU∗
iβUiαUjβU

∗
jα, (II.40)

where t is the oscillation time. It is assumed that the momentum p of neutrinos is fixed. This equation becomes

P (νβL ← ναL) =
∑

ij

e−i(Ei(p)−Ej(p))t〈β|Fi+|α〉〈α|Fj+|β〉 (II.41)

once formulae (II.27) and (II.39) are taken into account. This equation is also a consequence of Eq. (II.38).
The probability has a similar form in the spatial picture with fixed energy E. The exponential factor changes to

exp(−i(Ei(p)− Ej(p))t) ≈ exp(−i
m2

i −m2
j

2|p| t)→ exp(−i
m2

i −m2
j

2E
L), (II.42)

where L is the distance between the source and the detector. A description of the complete kinematic structure of
the oscillation amplitudes in the spatial representation can be found in [21].
In this paper, the analysis of oscillations is based on the plane-wave approximation [22]. Despite the successful

application of the plane-wave approximation, modeling processes using wave packets of the involved particles encom-
passes some challenges. Wave packets are employed in quantum field theory to accurately define asymptotic states,
while scattering theory includes wave packets from the outset. When the problem is reformulated using the wave
packet techniques, the standard formulas for the probability of neutrino oscillations are reproduced; however, neutrino
oscillations are expected to be suppressed at distances greater than the coherence and dispersion lengths typical for
neutrinos arriving from galactic sources [23].
Chirality-changing transitions of neutrinos are of interest in the context of double-β decay. The process νβR ← ναL is

described by the currents shown in the second raw of Table 1. The same matrix elements are responsible for the process
νβR → ναL. The component of the amplitude associated with the neutrino propagation equals Π+iŜF (x − y)Π+, so
we obtain

Â(νβR ← ναL) = −Â(νβR → ναL) ∝ −
∑

i

e−iEi(p)τ mi〈i+ |β〉〈i + |α〉
1

Ei(p)
Π+ (II.43)

= −
∑

i

e−iEi(p)τ 〈β|MLFi+|α〉
1

Ei(p)
Π+.
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Initially, under the sum sign, the expression 〈β|ML|i+〉〈i + |α〉 occurs. In order to obtain the first line, we use the
identities 〈β|ML|i+〉 = mi〈β|i−〉 = mi〈β|i+〉∗ = mi〈i+ |β〉, which also allow calculating the mass matrix 〈β|ML|α〉
in terms of the neutrino masses and the mixing matrix:

〈β|ML|α〉 =
∑

i

mi〈i+ |β〉〈i + |α〉. (II.44)

This equation is equivalent to Eq. (II.17). The mass matrix of the right chirality is determined by 〈β|MR|α〉 =
〈α|ML|β〉∗. We remark out that, as can be seen from Example 1, the eigenvalues of the matrix ML do not match
the masses mi obtained by diagonalizing the matrix MRML. Section IV gives further details of the double-β decay
process.
Thus, the amplitude of processes associated with the emission and absorption of Majorana neutrinos is expressed

explicitly in terms of the mass matrix using Eqs. (II.20)–(II.25) and (II.27).

B. Dirac neutrino

The results can be generalized to the case of Dirac neutrinos. The Lagrangian for Dirac neutrinos has the form

LD = ν̄αi∇̂να − ν̄α (Mαβ + iγ5Nαβ) νβ, (II.45)

where να are the four-component complex spinors of Dirac neutrinos. Hermiticity of the Lagrangian implies that the

matrices M and N are Hermitian, whereas M± = M ± iN are arbitrary complex matrices satisfying M
†
+ = M−. The

mass matrix is defined by M̂ = M + iγ5N. The neutrino propagator has the form of Eq. (II.10). Because MRML is
Hermitian, Eqs. (II.8)–(II.28) apply to Dirac neutrinos, except for (II.15) and (II.17).
In the Weyl representation of two-component spinors ναL and ναR, the Lagrangian (II.45) takes the form

LM = ν̄αLi∇̂ν̄αL − ν̄αLM
D
αβνβR + h.c., (II.46)

where MD
αβ = Mαβ + iNαβ is a complex n× n matrix MR.

The matrix MRML for Majorana and Dirac neutrinos is controlled by n2 independent real parameters. Majorana
neutrinos have n(n + 1) and Dirac neutrinos have 2n2 parameters in the matrix ML (or MR). The diagonalization
of MRML does not automatically imply that in the derived basis ML (or MR) is diagonal. The only result that
follows from arguments used in the previous subsection is Eq. (II.18), where in the case of Dirac neutrinos U and
V are two distinct unitary matrices. The unitary matrices V and U in Eq. (II.16) can be expressed as V = P1V

′P2

and U = P3U
′P4, respectively, where Pi = diag(eiχi1 , . . . , eiχin). Without reducing generality, χ21 = χ41 = 0 can be

used, resulting in the unitary matrices V′ and U′ being defined by n2 − 2n + 1 independent parameters. Since the
right neutrinos do not participate in interactions, it is possible to proceed to their linear combination by a unitary

transformation. Rotating the right neutrinos with P
†
3V removes n2 parameters. By phase rotations νL → P

†
4νL, the

n − 1 additional parameters can be removed. The number of independent parameters of the mass matrix becomes
n2−n+1. This result is the number of diagonal masses mi plus the number of parameters of U′. For n = 3 the mass
matrix is determined by 9− 3 + 1 = 7 parameters.
To illustrate the similarities and differences between the Dirac and Majorana mass matrices, consider
Example 2. Let the mass matrix be given by the equation

M̂ = λ3 + iγ5λ
7. (II.47)

The components of M̂ are measured in mass units. The matrix is not symmetric, but it satisfies the condition of Dirac
self-conjugacy γ0

M̂
†γ0 = M̂. The left and righ chiral projections of M̂ read

ML = λ3 − iλ7 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −1 1
0 −1 0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, MR = λ3 + iλ7 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −1 −1
0 1 0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (II.48)

Unlike Majorana neutrinos, ML and MR are not complex conjugate. The eigenvalues and unnormalized eigenvectors
can be found to be:

(mLi)
T = (mRi)

T =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
−1/η
−η

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, W̃L
αi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 1/η η
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, W̃R
αi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −1/η −η
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

,
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TABLE 2: First two columns show the lepton currents at points x and y, leading to neutrino oscillations; the next column
shows the time ordering, the last column shows the process corresponding to the lepton currents; the second and third rows
show the lepton currents that produce oscillations of Majorana neutrinos, but not Dirac neutrinos

jCC
µ (x) jCC

µ (y) Time ordering Process

ℓ̄−β γµ(1− γ5)νβ ν̄αγµ(1− γ5)ℓ
−
α

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

νβL ← ναL

(νc)
βR
→ (νc)

αR

ν̄βγµ(1− γ5)ℓ
−
β ν̄αγµ(1− γ5)ℓ

−
α x0 − y0 ≷ 0 -

ℓ̄−β γµ(1− γ5)νβ ℓ̄−α γµ(1− γ5)να x0 − y0 ≷ 0 -

ν̄βγµ(1− γ5)ℓ
−
β ℓ̄−α γµ(1− γ5)να

x0 − y0 > 0
x0 − y0 < 0

(νc)
βR
← (νc)

αR

νβL → ναL

where η = eiπ/3. The matrices entering the denominators of the neutrino propagator are equal to

MRML =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 2 −1
0 −1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, MLMR =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 2 1
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (II.49)

The corresponding eigenvalues and eigenvectors become

(m2
i )

T =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1
2− g
1 + g

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, Ũαi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 1/g −g
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, Ṽαi =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1 0 0
0 −1/g g
0 1 1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (II.50)

where g = (1 +
√
5)/2. Calculation of the parameters entering Eqs. (II.21)–(II.24) gives λ0 = 4/3, a =

2√
3
sin(13 arccos(

11
16 )), b = − 2√

3
cos(13 arccos(

11
16 )). Using the relations (II.25) leads to values m2

i that coincide with

those given above. A significant difference from the Majorana mass case is that two chiral projections require two
mixing matrices,

〈α|i+〉 = (
∑

β

|Ũβi|2)−1/2Ũαi, (II.51)

〈α|i−〉 = (
∑

β

|Ṽβi|2)−1/2Ṽαi, (II.52)

to diagonalize the propagator. The relationship (II.15) for Dirac neutrinos is no longer valid, as can be seen from the
example considered.

Table 2 shows the possible types of neutrino oscillations caused by the weak lepton currents at the space–time points
x and y. The combinations are also shown that could lead to the oscillations of Dirac neutrinos in the presence of
right currents. One part of the amplitudes is expressed through the other by means of time inversion. The transition
amplitudes represented in the last row are obtained by permuting the arguments x↔ y of the amplitudes in the first
row. The oscillation amplitudes corresponding to the first row are determined by Eqs. (II.38) with the right Majorana
neutrinos ναR identified as the left Dirac antineutrinos (ναL)

c.
The conclusion that is crucial to this discussion is that the neutrino mass matrix explicitly enters the amplitude of

the oscillations of Dirac neutrinos in general.
Dirac neutrino is a superposition of two Majorana neutrinos with masses that are equal in absolute values and

opposite in signs (see, e.g., [24]). Although the case described here is essentially a modified version of the one
previously discussed, it is highlighted because of its significance in application. The mixed case of Majorana and
Dirac neutrinos is reduced to Majorana neutrinos and is not discussed here.

III. NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS IN MEDIUM

The electroweak mean-field potential created by the Z0 boson and the exchange potential of theW± boson generated
by charged leptons in the medium have both an effect on neutrinos. The mean field in the rest frame of matter has
a time-like element: (Vµ)αβ = (Vαβ ,0). The potential in the flavor basis is diagonal: Vαβ = V(α)δαβ , as illustrated in
Fig. 1. Hereafter, V stands for a matrix containing the components Vαβ .
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αν

ν
W −

α
−
ℓ

0Z αν

α
−
ℓ

αν
αν

a) b)

f

FIG. 1: Diagrams contributing to the mean-field potential of neutrino in matter. f is a Standard Model fermion, ℓ−α is a
charged lepton, and να are neutrinos with the α flavor. The Z boson exchange in the t-channel a) produces a diagonal potential
independent of neutrino flavor. Charged leptons and neutrinos interact additionally through the s-channel exchange of the W−

boson, as shown in the diagram b). The individual components of the mean-field potential b) are determined by the partial
lepton densities. The total potential is diagonal in the neutrino flavor. The initial and final states of the medium particles are
identical, since the mean-field potential is determined by the forward scattering amplitude at zero transmitted momentum.

A. Majorana neutrino

The effective Lagrangian of Majorana neutrinos in the medium has the form

L′M =
1

2
ν̄α

(

i∇̂δαβ + V̂αβγ5

)

νβ −
1

2
ν̄α (Mαβ + iγ5Nαβ) νβ . (III.1)

The mean-field potential V̂αβ = (γ0Vαβ ,0) is determined by the forward scattering amplitude of neutrinos and depends
on the composition of the substance. The initial and final states of the scattering particles are identical. Neutrino
exchange with the medium particles via the Z boson is independent of the neutrino flavor. W± bosons contributes to V
through the s-channel exchange involving lepton component of the substance. Figure 1 shows both types of diagrams,
each generating a flavor-diagonal mean-field potential. Consequently, the mean-field potential is generally represented
as Vαβ = V(α)δαβ . For example, there are no τ− mesons in interiors of neutron stars, therefore, the component of V(α)

associated with the τ− meson is zero. The mean-field potential influences the left neutrino component. The mean
field is a symmetric matrix in flavor indices, so its vector component disappears (cf. Eq. (II.3)) and only its axial
component remains in Eq. (III.1). In the Weyl basis

L′M = ν̄Lα

(

i∇̂δαβ − V̂αβ

)

νLβ −
1

2
ν̄cLα (Mαβ − iNαβ) νLβ −

1

2
ν̄Lα (Mαβ + iNαβ) ν

c
Lβ,

where νcLα = (νLα)
c and ν̄cLα = νcLα.

In the momentum representation, the Feynman propagator takes the form

ŜF (p) =
1

p̂− M̂+ V̂γ5

=
(

p̂+ M̂
† + V̂γ5

) 1

p2 − M̂M̂† − V̂2 +
(

p̂V̂− V̂p̂
)

γ5
. (III.2)

Unlike the case discussed in Section II, the chiral projections do not eliminate γ-matrices completely from the denom-
inator. Given p̂V̂− V̂p̂ = 2Vαp in the rest frame of matter, it is helpful to decompose ŜF (p) further using projections
into states where the scalar product of the matrix α and the momentum p equals ±|p|. The corresponding projection
operators are defined by P± = (1±αn)/2, where n = p/|p|, Pσ commute with Πς . In the standard representation and
in the Weyl representation of the γ-matrices, the relationship α = γ5 ⊗ σ holds true, so that αn can be interpreted
as chirality times helicity (σ = ςη, η is helicity).
The neutrino propagator is represented by sum of the four projections:

ŜF (p) =
∑

ςσ

(

p̂+M−ς + ςV̂
) 1

p2 −MςM−ς − V2 + 2ςσV|p|ΠςPσ. (III.3)

The denominator is a Hermitian matrix, so the eigenvalues are real. They are determined from the characteristic
equation

det
∥

∥λ−MςM−ς − V
2 + 2ηV|p|

∥

∥ = 0. (III.4)
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The value of λ depends on the momentum. The complex conjugation of the characteristic equation permutes the
matrices MR and ML, so the poles of the expression (III.3) depend on the helicity η only. The dispersion law takes
the form

Eiη(p) =
√

λiη + p2, (III.5)

where λiη is one of the solutions. Entering the determinant (III.4) is a 3×3 matrix. This suggests that we are dealing
with a cubic equation. To find the roots, one can use the Vieta method, which has already been employed to analyze
neutrino oscillations in vacuum.
The procedure is equivalent to that used in Section II. We redefine the matrix C and the parameter λ0:

C = MςM−ς + V
2 − 2ηV|p| − 1

3
Tr
[

MςM−ς + V
2 − 2ηV|p|

]

, (III.6)

λ0 =
1

3
Tr
[

MςM−ς + V
2 − 2ηV|p|

]

. (III.7)

The formulas (II.20)–(II.25) and (II.27) allow to find the eigenvalues λiη and the in-medium dispersion law.
The eigenstates determined by the equation

(

MςM−ς + V
2 − 2ηV|p|

)

|iςη〉 = λiη |iςη〉 (III.8)

depend on the momentum. The values of Eiη(p) are real, since

E2
iη(p) = 〈iςη|

(

(M−ς)
†
M−ς + (|p| − ηV)

2
)

|iςη〉 ≥ 0.

The eigenvalues of Eq. (III.8) are real and coincide for ς = ±1, while the coordinates of |i± η〉 in the flavor basis are
related by the equation

〈α|iςη〉∗ = 〈α|i − ςη〉. (III.9)

In the simplest case of the mean-field potential proportional to the unit matrix, which occurs when the diagram in
Fig. 1 b) is turned off, the momentum dependence of the dispersion law is quite transparent. Assuming V(α) = V for
α = 1, 2, 3, we find

Eiη(p) =

√

m2
i + (|p| − ηV )2, (III.10)

where m2
i are the eigenvalues of MςM−ς . Since V is commutative with Mς , the dependence on η disappears from

|iςη〉.
The equation for eigenvalues in an arbitrary potential admits a simple solution for neutrinos with a large momentum.

In the left side of Eq. (III.8), the leading term is 2ηV|p| with η = ±1. Since the potential is diagonal in flavor, the
eigenstates are also diagonal in flavor. The first two terms on the left side of the equations give a correction to λiη.
In the leading order, the eigenvalues, the dispersion law, and the eigenstates take the form

λαη = −2ηVα|p|+m2
α + V 2

α + . . . , (III.11)

Eαη = |p| − ηVα +
m2

α

2|p| + . . . , (III.12)

|αςη〉 = |α〉+ η

2|p|
∑

β 6=α

|β〉 1

V(β) − V(α)
〈β|MςM−ς |α〉+ . . . , (III.13)

where m2
α = 〈α|MςM−ς |α〉. In the limit of |p| → ∞, the oscillations disappear for V(β) 6= V(α). The degeneracy of

the potential V(β) ≈ V(α) for any pair of α 6= β restores the mixing [19, 20]. The mixing matrix (II.39) is split in the
medium into two components depending on the parameter η:

U †
iα → 〈i+ |αςη〉 = U †

iα +
η

2|p|
∑

β 6=α

U †
iβ

1

V(β) − V(α)
〈β|MςM−ς |α〉+ . . . (III.14)

The correction described by the second term can be significant for low values of |p| or in the presence of degeneracy
V(β) ≈ V(α).
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Integrating the time-like component of four-momentum in the coordinate representation, we obtain

iŜF (x− y) = θ(x0 − y0)
∑

iςη

∫

dp

(2π)32Eiη(p)
e−iEiη(p)(x

0−y0)+ip(x−y) (III.15)

×
(

p̂iη +M−ς + ςV̂
)

|iςη〉〈iςη|ΠςPσ

− θ(y0 − x0)
∑

iςη

∫

dp

(2π)32Eiη(p)
e+iEiη(p)(x

0−y0)−ip(x−y)

×
(

p̂iη −M−ς − ςV̂
)

|iςη〉〈iςη|ΠςPσ,

where σ = ςη.
The Frobenius covariants are given by

|iςη〉〈iςη| ≡ Fiςη =
∏

j 6=i

MςM−ς + V2 − 2ηV|p| − λjη

λiη − λjη
. (III.16)

Like in the previous section we consider first neutrino oscillations νβL ← ναL, described by the current jCC
µ =

ν̄αγµ(1− γ5)ℓ
−
α at the neutrino creation point y and by the current jCC

µ = ℓ̄−β γµ(1− γ5)νβ at the neutrino absorption
point x. A process is also possible in which the right neutrino ναR is created at the point x and propagates to the
point y without chirality flip, where it is absorbed (x0 − y0 < 0). Neglecting the neutrino momentum spread, the

neutrino component of the amplitude, Π−iŜF (x− y)Π+, becomes

Â(νβL ← ναL) ∝ −
∑

iη

e−iEiη(p)τ 〈β|
(

p̂iη + V̂

)

Fiςη|α〉
1

Eiη(p)
ΠςPη, (III.17)

Â(νβR → ναR) ∝
∑

iη

e−iEiη(p)τ 〈β|
(

p̂iη − V̂

)

Fiςη|α〉
1

Eiη(p)
ΠςPη, (III.18)

where ς = +1.
The mixing matrices with chirality ς = ±1 are connected by Eq. (III.9), however to characterize the mixing of

neutrinos with helicity η = ±1, two distinct matrices 〈α|i + +〉 and 〈α|i + −〉 are required. In the limit of vanishing
matter density, the matrices 〈α|i +±〉 become the PMNS matrix.
The process νβR ← ναL with chirality flip is associated with the lepton current jCC

µ = ν̄αγµ(1 − γ5)ℓ
−
α at the

creation point y and by the lepton current jCC
µ = ν̄βγµ(1− γ5)ℓ

−
β at the absorption point x. The process νβR → ναL

is described for x0 − y0 > 0 by the same currents. The component of the amplitudes responsible for chirality-flip
propagation of neutrinos equals Π+iŜF (x− y)Π+, so we obtain

Â(νβR ← ναL) = −Â(νβR → ναL) ∝ −
∑

iη

e−iEiη(p)τ 〈β|MLFiςη|α〉e−iφα−iφβ
1

Eiη(p)
ΠςPη, (III.19)

where ς = +1. The explicit dependence on the neutrino mass matrix is obvious. The arguments given after Eq. (II.43)
prove the equation 〈β|ML|iςη〉 = mi〈iςη|β〉 for V commutative with M±.

B. Dirac neutrino

The in-medium Lagrangian for Dirac neutrinos is written as

L′D = ν̄α

(

i∇̂δαβ − V̂αβΠ−

)

νβ − ν̄α (Mαβ + iγ5Nαβ) νβ . (III.20)

The mean-field term V̂αβΠ− distinguishes it from the vacuum Lagrangian, LD. The mass matrices M and N are
Hermitian. The Feynman propagator has the following form in the momentum representation:

ŜF (p) =
1

p̂− M̂− V̂Π−
. (III.21)
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FIG. 2: Two branches of dispersion law for Majorana neutrinos in a medium with a mean-field potential of V = −10 eV,
typical for nuclear matter at saturation, and a neutrino mass of mi = 0.1 eV. The upper and lower lines correspond to neutrinos
with left and right helicity η = ∓1, respectively. The neutrino energy takes a minimum value Ei+(p) = mi at |p| = 10 eV. The
dispersion law of positive-energy Dirac neutrinos takes the same form for V = −20 eV and is shifted along the vertical axis
accordingly.

Example 3. Given that V̂ is determined by time-like component of the four-vector, the substitutions E → E −V

and V → V/2 reduce the problem to the case of Majorana neutrinos provided V is proportional the unit matrix. In
such a case, the dispersion law reads

ED±
iη (p) =

1

2
V ± Eiη(p), (III.22)

where Eiη(p) simplifies to (III.10) with V replaced by V/2. In a neutron star, the mean-field potential generated by
neutrons is V ∼ −20 eV (see, e.g., [25]). At zero temperature and for V/2+mi < 0 the potential well is filled first by
Dirac neutrinos with a negative energy at |p| ∼ |V |/2, then states with higher energy are filled. At a low density of
neutrinos, the design of the Fermi sphere turns out to be quite unusual: the neutrino states form in the momentum
space a hollow sphere with a radius close to |V |/2. Figure 2 depicts the dispersion law for the Majorana neutrino
for V = −10 eV. The positive-energy Dirac neutrino dispersion law is similar, but it is displaced vertically and has a
modified scale of the horizontal axis.
The BCS mechanism causes a gap to appear in the neutrino excitation spectrum at ultra-low temperatures [26].

The pairing of Dirac neutrinos is caused by the exchange of the Higgs boson, which generates an attraction between
fermions. In the case under consideration, the BCS mechanism is applicable to the right–helicity neutrinos adjacent
to both the outer surface of the hollow Fermi sphere and the inner. At the temperature of old neutron stars of the
order of 100 eV, condensation has not yet formed, so the appearance of superfluidity can be expected only in the very
distant future as a result of further cooling of neutron stars. The right–helicity neutrinos contain an admixture of
the left–chiral neutrinos, which interact in a repulsive manner due to the Z0–boson exchange. The admixture of the
left-chiral states is suppressed as mi/Ei+(p), so a sufficiently small neutrino mass is required to ensure the dominance
of attraction due to the Higgs boson exchange.
The bottom curve of the dispersion law reaches the border of the continuum of states with negative energy at a

depth of the potential well of −4mi. This leads to the creation of neutrino-antineutrino pairs from vacuum and filling
of levels with energy ED+

i (p) < −mi.

The technique for determining the dispersion law in a general scenario for in-medium Dirac neutrinos is more
involved. We decompose first the neutrino propagator (III.21) in a series by powers of the potential. The chirality-
state projections of each of the sum terms can be simplified by using Eq. (II.10). The summation of the outcome
results in

ŜF (p) = (p̂+ML)
1

p2 −MRML − V̂p̂
Π+

+ (p̂+MR)
1

p2 −MLMR
Π− + (p̂+ML)

1

p2 −MRML − V̂p̂
V̂MR

1

p2 −MLMR
Π−. (III.23)

The second line, which refers to ŜF (p)Π−, has two types of poles. The first corresponds to a neutrino in a medium,
while the second to a neutrino in a vacuum. The second type pole is inactive. To demonstrate this, we employ the
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chirality-state projectors to act on ŜF (p)Π− from the left. Basic algebra gives

ŜF (p)Π− = ML
1

p2 −MRML − V̂p̂

(

p̂− V̂

)

M
−1
L Π−

+
1

p2 −MRML − p̂V̂
MRΠ−. (III.24)

The transformations are carried out under the assumptions that the matrix V only has a time-like component, all
matrices are non-singular, and the matrix V generally does not commute with the mass matrix. Since the poles of
the free neutrino propagator vanish, the vacuum poles of the expression (III.23) are fictitious. With the substitutions
E → E − V and V→ V/2, the propagator poles for Majorana neutrino and Dirac neutrino formally coincide.
The denominators of propagators turn into n × n matrices in the flavor space using projectors Pσ. Using the

commutativity of Pσ and Πς , the relationships V̂p̂Pσ = V(E − σ|p|)Pσ , Pσγ0 = γ0P−σ and (p̂− V̂)Pσ = P−σ(p̂− V̂),

the denominators of ŜF (p)ΠςPσ can be transformed into p2 −MRML − V(E − η|p|). The excitation spectrum is
determined thereby from the equation:

(MςM−ς + V(E − η|p|)) |iσς〉 = λiη(E)|iςη〉. (III.25)

It is useful to compare this equation to Eq. (III.8).
The characteristic equation of Dirac neutrinos differs from that of Majorana neutrinos in terms depending on the

potential:

det ‖λ−MςM−ς − V(E − η|p|)‖ = 0. (III.26)

For completeness, we also give the expressions of the matrix C and the parameter λ0:

C = MςM−ς + V(E − η|p|)− 1

3
Tr [MςM−ς + V(E − η|p|)] , (III.27)

λ0 =
1

3
Tr [MςM−ς + V(E − η|p|)] . (III.28)

The relations (II.22 )–(II.24) with n = 3 are fully applicable for Dirac neutrinos in matter, in the relations (II.25) it is
necessary to replace m2

i → λiη(E). Unlike the Majorana neutrino, λiη(E) depends on the energy. The characteristic
equation, therefore, is a polynomial of degree 6 with respect to the energy, and for a matrix V of general form it is
not solved in quadratures.
The Frobenius covariants read:

|iςη〉〈iςη| ≡ Fiςη(E,p) =
∏

j 6=i

MςM−ς + V(E − η|p|)− λjη(E)

λiη(E)− λjη(E)
. (III.29)

Let us consider the case of large momenta. The dominant term V(−η|p|) in Eq. (III.25) if not entirely compensated
by the term VE implies that the zeroth approximation is formed by the flavor states. In the leading order, we obtain

λαη(E
D+
αη ) = (1 − η)Vα|p|+m2

α +
1

2
(1− η)V 2

α + . . . , (III.30)

ED+
αη = |p|+ 1

2
(1 − η)Vα +

m2
α

2|p| + . . . , (III.31)

|αςη〉 = |α〉 − 1

2|p|
∑

β 6=α

|β〉 1

V(β) − V(α)
〈β|MRML|α〉+ . . . (η = −1), (III.32)

where m2
α = 〈α|MRML|α〉. As noted earlier, the poles of the Majorana neutrino and Dirac neutrino propagators

formally coincide after the energy shift E → E − V and redefinition V → V/2; this is reflected in the dispersion
laws (III.12) and (III.31). According to Eq. (III.31), a Dirac neutrino with right helicity does not feel the external
potential, which physically distinguishes a Dirac neutrino from a Majorana neutrino. Moreover, for η = +1, the term
V(E− η|p|) in Eq. (III.25) is not dominant, so the validity of the expressions (III.30)–(III.32) is restricted to the case
η = −1.
We omit the intermediate steps and give the final expression for neutrino component of the oscillation amplitudes

of Dirac neutrinos

Â(νβL ← ναL) = −Â((νc)βR → (νc)αR)

∝ −
∑

iη

e−iED+

iη (p)τ 〈β|Fiςη(E
D+
iη ,p)|α〉

2p̂D+
iη

2ED+
iη (p)− λ′

iη(E
D+
iη (p))

ΠςPη, (III.33)
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where ς = +1, λ′
iη(E) = ∂λiη(E)/∂E, and E is replaced by ED+

iη in Fiςη(E,p). By virtue of Eq. (III.25) λ′
iη(E) =

〈iςη|V|iςη〉. Expressions in quadratures complicate the analysis of the analytical properties of the propagator as
a function of energy. Returning to expressions (III.23) and (III.24), we note that the inversion of matrices in the
denominators results in the denominators becoming a polynomial of degree 2n = 6, which, in the absence of degeneracy,
has simple zeros on the real axis of energy. The expression shown in (III.33) is the result of integration with respect
to the time-like variable p0, while the integration contour is closed in the lower half-plane, where the propagator has
no singularities.

IV. OTHER NEUTRINO-RELATED PROCESSES

It was demonstrated in the preceding sections that experiments involving neutrino oscillations in a medium and in
a vacuum can both be explained solely in terms of the neutrino mass matrix without the need for the mixing matrix.
This is demonstrated via Sylvester’s theorem, which makes use of Frobenius covariants. Additional neutrino-related
processes are covered below. It turns out that the probabilities are also directly expressed using the neutrino mass
matrix in all of the scenarios that are considered to be the most typical.

A. β-decay of tritium

Tritium is used as a β emitter in advanced experiments on the direct measurement of the mass of an electron
antineutrino [27, 28, 29]. For the last decade, precise measurements of the electron antineutrino mass have been
carried out by the KATRIN collaboration. As a result of the analysis of the edge of the experimental spectrum, a
restriction on the neutrino mass < 0.8 eV at CL = 90% was obtained [29].
The edge of the β electron energy spectrum is not sensitive to decay channels associated with the electron shell

excitation. However, when the β electron energy exceeds the binding energy of an electron in a tritium atom, it is
necessary to take into account new channels available in energy. The loss of energy for ionization leads to a distortion
of the shape of the β spectrum. In the β decay of tritium, the Coulomb interaction of the knocked-out electron
with the nucleus and the channels associated with the population of higher discrete levels by an atomic electron are
also important to construct a realistic β decay spectrum over the entire range of the energy spectrum of β electrons.
Theoretical corrections arising on the atomic and nuclear level are also discussed in [30, 31].
Neglecting electron shell structure effects the β-decay probability of tritium equals (see, e.g., [32])

dΓβ =
G2

F cos2 ΘC

2π3
|Mnucl|2F (E,Z = 2)

∑

i

|〈i + |α〉|2 pνiEνipeEedEe, (IV.1)

where GF denotes the Fermi constant, ΘC is the Cabibbo angle, Mnucl is the nuclear matrix element, F (E,Z = 2)
is the Fermi function, pνi and Eνi are the momentum and energy of the neutrino with a mass of mi, pe and Ee are
the momentum and energy of the β electron, Q = Eνi + Ee is the decay energy, |α〉 is the electron-flavor neutrino
state, and 〈i + |α〉 is the mixing matrix. The kinematic factor is the phase space volume. Using the formula (II.27),
we obtain

dΓβ =
G2

F cos2 ΘC

2π3
|Mnucl|2F (E,Z = 2)

∑

i

〈α|Fi+|α〉pνiEνipeEedEe. (IV.2)

The decay probability is expressed in terms of the neutrino mass matrix in the flavor basis.

B. Electron capture

The inverse to the β decay of an atom is the capture of an orbital electron. The following formula for the total
probability is used in the limit of zero width of excited electron shells [33]:

λx =
G2

F cos2 ΘC

(2π)2
nxBxβ2

xCx

∑

i

|〈i+ |α〉|2 pνiEνi , (IV.3)

where nx is the relative occupation number of the x shell, βx is proportional to the wave function of the captured
electron inside the parent nucleus. The overlap-exchange correction Bx is a square of the atomic transition matrix
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element which takes into account collective electron effects. The phase-space volume is proportional to pνiEνi . The
shape function of the transition, Cx, contains information about the nuclear structure and transformation properties
of the decay amplitude. Other notations as in the previous subsection.
In terms of the Frobenius covariant (II.27), the decay probability becomes

λx =
G2

F cos2 ΘC

(2π)2
nxBxβ2

xCx

∑

i

〈α|Fi+|α〉pνiEνi . (IV.4)

Electron capture is used or is planned to be used to measure the electron neutrino mass [34, 35, 36, 37, 38].

C. Neutrinoless double-β decay

Experimental observation of neutrinoless double-β decays (0νβ−β−, 0νβ+β+), neutrinoless double electron capture
(0ν2EC) or mixed decays 0νβ−EC could prove the non-conservation of the total lepton number and, accordingly,
Majorana nature of neutrino mass. These processes are also of interest for determining the absolute scale and the
hierarchy type of neutrino masses. In view of the value of processes sensitive to the non-conservation of the total
lepton number, extensive literature is devoted to the physics of 0νββ decay, 0ν2EC, and the corresponding models of
the nuclear structure [39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45].
The 0νβ−β−, 0νβ+β+, 0νβ+EC decays and 0ν2EC are caused by the chirality flip of a massive Majorana neutrino.

The amplitudes of the 0νβ+β+, 0νβ+EC and 0ν2EC processes are proportional to the propagator projected onto the
left state of the emitted and the left state of the absorbed neutrino. The projection of the propagator can be written
as follows

〈α|Π+ŜF (p)Π+|α〉 =
∑

i

1

p2 −m2
i

〈α|MLFi+|α〉Π+, (IV.5)

where |α〉 is the electron-flavor state of the neutrino in the initial and final states.1 We use the condition of completeness
of mass eigenstates |iς〉 and take into account that the transmitted momentum of neutrino has the order of the Fermi
momentum at saturation pF = 270 MeV. Since this momentum is much higher than the neutrino masses mi . 1 eV,
one can replace m2

i by the average value of the squares of the neutrino masses, 〈m2
i 〉. By performing the summation,

one has

〈α|Π+ŜF (p)Π+|α〉 ≈
1

p2 − 〈m2
i 〉
〈α|ML|α〉Π+. (IV.6)

The decay rate is determined by a single element of the mass matrix:

dΓ ∝ |〈α|ML|α〉|2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i

mi〈i+ |α〉2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

. (IV.7)

Contributions to the double-β processes of Majorana neutrinos with a mass greater than pF are also discussed [46].
For heavy neutrinos, it is necessary to perform summation in Eq. (IV.5) with the exact Frobenius covariants (II.27).
Equation (IV.5) shows that the 0νββ, 0νβ−EC and 0ν2EC probabilities are expressed in terms of the mass matrix

alone.

D. Quasi-elastic neutrino scattering

As the next example, consider a neutrino scattered on a lepton: νi + ℓ−i → νj + ℓ−f . According to the scattering

theory, there is an asymptotic state |i+〉⊗ |ℓ−i 〉 of a neutrino and a lepton with masses mi and µi at infinity t→ −∞,

1 In terms of the PMNS matrix (II.39), Eq. (IV.5) reads

〈α|Π+ŜF (p)Π+|α〉 =
∑

ijβ

mj

p2 −m2
i

U
†
αjU

†
βj

UβiU
†
αiΠ+.
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and an asymptotic state |j+〉 ⊗ |ℓ−f 〉 of a neutrino and a lepton with masses mj and µf at infinity t → +∞. Since
the interaction is formulated in electroweak basis, the amplitude Aαβ is calculated first for flavor neutrinos, then
converted to the basis of the diagonal in mass asymptotic states:

Aji = 〈j + |α〉Aαβ〈β|i+〉. (IV.8)

The summation is implied over the repeated indices. The cross section is represented as

dσ =
1

4
√

(pipℓ−i
)2 −m2

iµ
2
i

|Aji|2
1

(2π)2
Φ2(
√
s,mj , µf ), (IV.9)

where pℓ−i
is the initial four-momentum of lepton, s = (pi + pℓ−i

)2, and Φ2(
√
s,mj , µf ) is the relativistic phase space

of the final particles. The identity |Aji|2 = Tr
[

A|i+〉〈i+ |A†|j+〉〈j + |
]

allows the cross section for the non-polarized
particles to be written in terms of the Frobenius covariants (II.27):

dσ =
1

4
√

(pipℓ−i
)2 −m2

iµ
2
i

Tr
[

AFi+A†
Fj+

] 1

(2π)2
Φ2(
√
s,mj , µf ). (IV.10)

The trace can be calculated in flavor basis. Explicit use of a basis diagonal in neutrino masses is not mandatory. The
corresponding expressions under the trace sign contain only the neutrino mass matrix. These conclusions are valid
for both Majorana neutrinos and Dirac neutrinos.

After completing this paper, our attention was drawn to the papers [47, 48, 49, 50, 51], where the problem of
constructing the mixing matrix in terms of the mass matrix is discussed, including the use of analogues of Frobenius
covariants in a less general framework. Equation (28) of the paper [49] is reproduced from Eqs. (III.8) and (III.25)
with the help of perturbation theory in the limit of small mean-field potential |p||Vα| ≪ m2

i and |p| ≫ mi. In
Eqs. (III.13) and (III.32) we give similar expressions in the limit of |p||Vα| ≫ m2

i and |p| ≫ mi, which is interesting
for physics of newly born neutron stars. In Ref. [51], an interesting theorem is discussed on the relashionship of the
module of the mixing matrix elements with the eigenvalues of the mass matrix and the eigenvalues of the diagonal
minors of the mass matrix. The Frobenius covariants, apparently, successfully solve the problem of constructing the
mixing matrix, including determining the phases of matrix elements. In the simplest case of neutrinos in vacuum,
Eqs. (II.27) and (II.39) give, in particular,

UαiU
∗
βi = 〈α|Fi+|β〉. (IV.11)

The main message of our paper, on the other hand, is that in neutrino physics, all physical characteristics of the
processes are expressed through the neutrino mass matrix without reference to the mixing matrix or assumptions
about the hierarchy of neutrino masses. The proposed procedure works for the Majorana mass term, a complex
symmetric matrix (II.7) specified by nine parameters for three neutrino flavors. Of course, an observation of the
0νββ-decay or an assumption about the value of MM

ee is necessary.

V. CONCLUSION

In light of the lack of an explanation for the observed violation of CP symmetry, the abundance of baryons in the
universe, the presence of dark matter, etc., the limitations of SM are obvious. The characteristics of neutrinos, such
as their nature (Majorana or Dirac), and the mass matrix with a large number of parameters, can point the right
path when looking for SM generalizations. This paper demonstrates that the amplitudes of neutrino-related processes
can be constructed by methods, which do not require a mixing matrix and instead allow explicit representations to
be built purely in terms of the neutrino mass matrix.
Sections II and III analyze in detail the involved processes of neutrino oscillations in a vacuum and in a medium.

Section IV demonstrates that the probabilities of the most typical processes described by diagrams with external
neutrino lines are also expressed in terms of only the neutrino mass matrix without reference to the mixing matrix.
We discuss quasi-elastic neutrino scattering, and single- and double-beta decays. Although the scattering theory
is formulated in terms of asymptotic states, the transformation of scattering amplitudes into the basis of massive
diagonal states is not mandatory.
Compared to methods using a mixing matrix, the neutrino mass matrix can be sensitive to alternative experimental

data sets. Indirect determination of the mass matrix through the mixing matrix involves loss of information, which
leads typically to an increase in statistical errors. The components of the neutrino mass matrix can apparently be
determined with reduced errors if the measurement data are directly compared with the mass matrix. Using such a
fitting, it is potentially possible to gain access to the structure of the mass matrix - Majorana or Dirac.
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Abstract: In this paper, we consider an Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton holographic model for

light quarks with nonzero magnetic field and chemical potential. The phase diagram in

T − µ and T − B planes are obtained. We observe the inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC)

which is consistent with the lattice results. We discuss the influences of magnetic field

and chemical potential on the location of critical endpoint (CEP). We find magnetic field

increases critical µCEP of CEP in T−µ plane and chemical potential increases critical BCEP

of CEP in T−B plane. In further research, we observe the equations of state (EoS) near the

phase transition temperature are non-monotonic. From the results of energy loss, we find

that the drag force of heavy quark and jet quenching parameter behave an enhancement

near the phase transition temperature. The peak values of drag force and q̂ are pushed

towards lower temperature when increasing B or µ. This phenomenon is consistent with the

phase transition temperature decreases with increasing B or µ in this holographic model.

Moreover, we find heavy quark may lose more energy when perpendicular to magnetic field

which is consistent with the results of jet quenching parameter.
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1 Introduction

The experimental investigation on the phase structure of quantum chromodynamics (QCD)

is one of the important tasks of heavy ion collisions experiments at RHIC and LHC [1–5]. It

is generally believed that the strongly coupled plasma can be generated from experiments

since heavy ion collisions create the extreme conditions of high temperature and energy

density. It is well known that QCD is confinement in the region of low temperature T and

small chemical potential µ while deconfinement in high temperature T and large chemical

potential µ region. Furthermore, the phase diagram for light quarks [6] is crossover at

µ < µc (critical chemical potential) and becomes first-order at µ > µc. It is an interesting

and challenging work to probe the phase diagram of QCD. The phase diagram in T − µ

plane can provide a rich information which contributes to understand QCD nature[7, 8].

The phase structure of QCD under the external magnetic field has attracted much

attention since a strong magnetic field has been generated in the early stages of noncentral

heavy-ion collision experiments [9–11] and early universe [12]. Although the magnetic field

rapidly decays, it is still intense at the initial formation of the QGP [13, 14]. As expected,

the strong magnetic field has affected the plasma evolution and the charge dynamics in

the strongly interacting matter. Studying QCD properties in the magnetized system is

still a major focus of current research, especially the investigation of the phase structure

[15–17]. Lattice QCD serves as a powerful tool to explore the QCD phase structure under

magnetic field. The chiral condensate and phase transition temperature increase with the

magnetic field in the early lattice QCD results, namely magnetic catalysis (MC) [18, 19].

The opposite behaviors are found in the further lattice QCD studies with physical light
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quark masses, so-called inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) [20–22]. Using the improved

discretization schemes, IMC has been found in the lattice QCD investigations [23–25]. The

in-depth research of (inverse) magnetic catalysis has draw much attention and researchers

try to find the microscopic mechanism of the magnetic field effects [26–36]. It is found the

(inverse) magnetic catalysis is related to the quark mass [37, 38]. The inverse magnetic

catalysis is effective for light quarks. The system finally turns from displaying IMC to MC

when the quark mass is heavy.

It is expected that IMC is mainly caused by the strongly coupled dynamics around

phase transition. The perturbative QCD methods may be not reliable due to the cou-

pling constant becomes strong around the phase transition. Furthermore, lattice QCD

does not work with finite chemical potential due to the sign problem. Studying the QCD

phase structure from AdS/CFT correspondence [39–41] may give some significant inspira-

tions. The characteristic features of QCD and phase structure with finite temperature and

chemical potential have been discussed by using this powerful non-perturbative approach

[42–53]. The confinement-deconfinement phase transition and QCD thermodynamic prop-

erties under an external magnetic field also have been widely investigated from holography

and some meaningful results have been obtained [54–67]. In this work, we want to study

the influences of magnetic field and chemical potential on the location of critical endpoint

(CEP) simultaneously. To be specific, we want to discuss the effects of magnetic field on

critical µcep in T − µ plane and chemical potential on critical BCEP in T − B plane. It

is worth mentioning that the bottom-up holographic QCD models can describe QCD-like

physics successfully [68–75]. The (inverse) magnetic catalysis can be observed from the

holographic QCD model. The dilaton field in the Einstein-Hilbert action is dual to the

running of the coupling constant and the expression of dilaton field is correctly solved by

the gravity equations. The dynamical breaking of conformal symmetry is realized by the

nontrivial profile of dilaton field in bottom-up holographic QCD models. In bottom-up

holographic QCD, one can fit the model parameters to match with the properties of real

QCD such as the confinement-deconfinement phase transition, equations of state and the

Regge trajectory of meson mass spectrum, etc.

When the energetic parton with large transverse momentum passing through the QGP,

it can radiate gluons thereby loses energy since it interacts with the hot dense matter. This

process leads to transverse momentum broadening and it can be described by jet quenching

parameter q̂ [76–82]. Jet quenching parameter plays a significant role in medium-induced

radiated energy loss of light partons and defined by the mean squared transverse momentum

per unit distance propagated, q̂ =
<κ2

⊥
>

L
. Holographic jet quenching parameter q̂ was first

studied in [83] and the results have a good agreement with the RHIC data [84] when t’ hooft

coupling λ = 6π. The effect of magnetic field on jet quenching parameter from holography

has been studied in [85–87]. Temperature dependent jet quenching parameter in the pure

gluon system can be seen in [88, 89]. The heavy quark energy loss can be determined by

drag force [90, 91]. In the trailing string model, drag force behaves an observable quantity

which is sensitive to the in-medium energy loss. It is described by the loss of averaged

momentum per unit time (dp/dt) and can be holographically calculated by the energy flow
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(dE/dx) from the string endpoint into worldsheet horizon. The effect of magnetic field or

chemical potential on drag force in the EM(d) models can be seen [92–96]. It may be more

comprehensive to consider the influences of both magnetic field and chemical potential.

In this paper, we study the effects of magnetic field and chemical potential on the drag

force and jet quenching parameter near the phase transition temperature simultaneously

in holographic QCD model. We want to characterize the phase transition temperature by

the energy loss.

In this work, we study the holographic QCD model with nonzero magnetic field and

chemical potential in the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton gravity background. After matching

with the mass spectrum of the ρ meson with its excitations in the model, we find the metric

solutions are self-consistent. The blackening function and dilaton field satisfy the boundary

condition. The gauge kinetic functions do not break the null energy condition (NEC). The

influences of magnetic field, chemical potential and temperature on dilaton potential V (φ)

are negligible. The small-large black hole phase transition provides a dual description of

confinement-deconfinement phase transition from holography [50, 51]. We plot the phase

diagram for light quarks in T −µ and T −B planes. We find the inverse magnetic catalysis

which is consistent with the Lattice results [37, 38]. We find the equations of state (EoS)

near the phase transition temperature are non-monotonic and nontrivial. The results of

the equations of state can characterize the phase transition. We discuss the effect of

magnetic field free energy of the QQ̄ pair with nonzero chemical potential. It is found that

the magnetic field suppresses free energy and has a large influence when the QQ̄ pair is

parallel to the magnetic field. This finding is consistent with the lattice results [97].

The fast moving probes energy loss in the strongly coupled plasma has attracted lots of

interests, especially near the phase transition temperature. The theoretical study may give

some inspirations on the research of phase structure and energy loss in heavy ion collision

experiments. In this work, we study the effects of magnetic field and chemical potential

on the drag force and jet quenching parameter near the phase transition temperature

simultaneously and want to characterize the phase transition temperature by energy loss.

We find drag force and jet quenching parameter are temperature dependent and have an

enhancement near the phase transition temperature from results. The peak values move

towards lower temperature when increasing magnetic field or chemical potential. This

phenomenon is consistent with the phase transition temperature decreases with increasing

B or µ in this EMD model.

The organization of this work is as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the background

geometry of the AdS/QCD model with nonzero chemical potential and magnetic field.

In Sec. 3, we investigate the thermodynamics in the holographic model. In Sec. 4, we

discuss the free energy of QQ̄ pair in the holographic model. In Sec. 5, we discuss the non-

monotonic jet quenching parameter and drag force in the AdS/QCD model. The conclusion

and discussion are given in Sec. 6.
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2 Background geometry

In this section, we first review the main derivation of holographic AdS/QCD model with

nonzero chemical potential and magnetic field presented in [71]. The action of Einstein-

Maxwell-Dilaton gravity background is

S = − 1

16πG5

∫
d5x

√−g[R− f1(φ)

4
F(1)MNFMN − f2(φ)

4
F(2)MNFMN − 1

2
∂Mφ∂Mφ− V (φ)],

(2.1)

where φ denotes the dilaton field. V (φ) represents the the potential of the φ. Moreover,

F(1)MN and F(2)MN denote the field strength tensors of two U(1) gauge fields respectively.

The baryon chemical potential serves as the boundary value of time component of the first

Abelian gauge field A(1)M = At(z)δ
t
M . The second Abelian gauge field can be seen as the

dual of the electromagnetic current. The gauge kinetic functions f1(φ) and f2(φ) represent

the coupling between U(1) gauge fields and the dilaton field.

The Ansätze of the metric is

ds2 =
L2S(z)

z2
[−g(z)dt2 + dx21 + eB

2z2(dx22 + dx23) +
dz2

g(z)
], (2.2)

where S(z) denotes the scale factor and g(z) denotes the blackening function. L repre-

sents the AdS length scale. In this model, the second gauge field is used to introduce a

background magnetic field B by F(2)MN = Bdx2 ∧ dx3. The rotation symmetry SO(3) is

broken since the magnetic field B is along the x1-direction. It is worth mentioning that

the background magnetic field B is 5-dimensional (mass dimension one) in this metric.

The physical and 4-dimensional magnetic field B (mass dimension 2) could be obtained by

rescaling B ∼ B
L

[55, 62]. For our purpose of investigating the qualitative characteristics

of magnetic field intuitively, we use the 5-dimensional magnetic field B in this work.

The Einstein equations of motion can be obtained by using the Ansätze of Eq.(2.2)[71]

g′′(z) + g′(z)

(
2B2z +

3S′(z)

2S(z)
− 3

z

)
− z2f1(z)A

′
t(z)

2

L2S(z)
= 0, (2.3)

B2ze−2B2z2f2(z)

L2S(z)
+ 2B2g′(z) + g(z)

(
4B4z +

3B2S′(z)

S(z)
− 4B2

z

)
= 0, (2.4)

S′′(z)− 3S′(z)2

2S(z)
+

2S′(z)

z
+ S(z)

(
4B4z2

3
+

4B2

3
+

1

3
φ′(z)2

)
= 0, (2.5)

and

g′′(z)

3g(z)
+

S′′(z)

S(z)
+ S′(z)

(
7B2z

2S(z)
+

3g′(z)

2g(z)S(z)
− 6

zS(z)

)
+ g′(z)

(
5B2z

3g(z)
− 3

zg(z)

)

+ 2B4z2 +
B2z2e−2B2z2f2(z)

6L2g(z)S(z)
− 6B2 +

2L2S(z)V (z)

3z2g(z)
+

S′(z)2

2S(z)2
+

8

z2
= 0.

(2.6)
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The equation of motion for the dilaton field is

φ′′(z) + φ′(z)

(
2B2z +

g′(z)

g(z)
+

3S′(z)

2S(z)
− 3

z

)
+

z2A′
t(z)

2

2L2g(z)S(z)

∂f1(φ)

∂φ

− B2z2e−2B2z2

2L2g(z)S(z)

∂f2(φ)

∂φ
− L2S(z)

z2g(z)

∂V (φ)

∂φ
= 0.

(2.7)

The equation of motion for the first gauge field is given by

A′′
t (z) +A′

t(z)

(
2B2z +

f ′
1(z)

f1(z)
+

S′(z)

2S(z)
− 1

z

)
= 0. (2.8)

One can use the following boundary conditions to solve equations of motion

g(0) = 1, g(zh) = 0,

At(0) = µ, At(zh) = 0,

S(0) = 1, φ(0) = 0,

(2.9)

where zh is the black hole horizon. The chemical potential µ can be obtained from the

near boundary expansion of the zeroth component of the first gauge field.

The expression of the gauge field At(z)

At(z) = µ[1−

∫ z

0 dξ ξe−B2ξ2

f1(ξ)
√

S(ξ)

∫ zh
0 dξ ξe−B2ξ2

f1(ξ)
√

S(ξ)

] = µ̃

∫ zh

z

dξ
ξe−B2ξ2

f1(ξ)
√

S(ξ)
. (2.10)

The baryon density ρ can be obtained from the expansion of gauge field when close to

boundary in the holographic dictionary, At = µ− ρz2. The baryon density in this model is

ρ =
µ

2
∫ zh
0 dξ ξe−B2ξ2

e−cξ2−B2ξ2

. (2.11)

The forms of scale factor S(z) and the gauge coupling function f1(z) are

S(z) = e2P (z),

f1(z) =
e−cz2−B2z2

√
S(z)

.
(2.12)

Then the gauge coupling function f2(z) is

f2(z) = −L2e2B
2z2+2P (z)

z

[
g(z)

(
4B2z + 6P ′(z)− 4

z

)
+ 2g′(z)

]
. (2.13)

The blackening function g(z) is given as

g(z) = 1 +

∫ z

0
dξξ3e−B2ξ2−3P (ξ)[K1 +

µ̃2

2cL2
ecξ

2
], (2.14)
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with

K1 = − [1 + µ̃2

2cL2

∫ zh
0 dξξ3e−B2ξ2−3P (ξ)+cξ2 ]∫ zh

0 dξξ3e−B2ξ2−3P (ξ)
. (2.15)

The dilaton field in terms of P (z) is

φ(z) =

∫
dz

√
−2

z
(3zP ′′(z)− 3zP ′(z)2 + 6P ′(z) + 2B4z3 + 2B2z) +K2. (2.16)

where K2 is used to ensure φ vanishes near the asymptotic boundary.

The potential of the dilaton field is given as

V (z) =
g(z)

L2

(
−9B2z3S′(z)

2S(z)2
+

10B2z2

S(z)
− 3z2S′(z)2

S(z)3
+

12zS′(z)

S(z)2
+

z2φ′(z)2

2S(z)
− 12

S(z)

)

− z4f1(z)A
′
t(z)

2

2L4S(z)2
+

g′(z)

L2

(
−B2z3

S(z)
− 3z2S′(z)

2S(z)2
+

3z

S(z)

)
.

(2.17)

The Hawking temperature and entropy in this background are

T = −z3he
−3P (zh)−B2z2

h

4π
[K1 +

µ̃2

2cL2
ecz

2
h ],

S =
eB

2z2
h
+3P (zh)

4z3h
,

(2.18)

where Newton constant G5 are set to be one.

From the above equations, one can find this Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton gravity solutions

are determined by the P (z) and the gauge kinetic function f1(z) (Eq.(2.12)). Different

forms of P (z) and f1(z) may lead to different gravity solutions.

We choose the following simple form of P (z) [53]

P (z) = −a log(bz2 + 1). (2.19)

In this work, we want to study the phase structure for light quarks which is different

from [71]. One can set the parameter c of the gauge kinetic function f1(z) to be 0.227 when

B = 0 by matching with the mass spectrum of the ρ meson with its excitations [52]. In

order to fit the confinement-deconfinement phase transition temperature when B = 0 and

µ = 0, we fix a = 3.943 and b = 0.0158. The phase structure for light quarks with nonzero

chemical potential with the form of Eq.(2.19) has been studied in [53]. In this work, we

extend the results to nonzero chemical potential and magnetic field cases. We discuss the

effects of chemical potential and magnetic field on the location of critical endpoint (CEP)

simultaneously and study the effects of magnetic field on critical µCEP in T − µ plane and

chemical potential on critical BCEP in T −B plane.
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(b)B=0.1,zh=4

Figure 1. g(z) versus z. B and µ are in units GeV.

Before studying the black hole thermodynamics and Equations of state in this mag-

netized background, we want to check the metric solutions in the forms of Eq.(2.12,2.19)

whether are self-consistent or not. We take AdS length scale L = 1 in the calculations.

In Fig. 1, we discuss the effects of the magnetic field and chemical potential on the

blackening function g(z). It is obvious that g(0) = 1 and g(zh) = 0 with nonzero magnetic

field and chemical potential which implies the blackening function satisfies the boundary

condition. Moreover, the blackening function values decrease as chemical potential and

magnetic field increase.

0 1 2 3 4 5
0

2

4

6

8

z

ϕ
(z
)

0 4 82 6

0

0.5

1

ϕ(z)

f 1
(z
)

(a) (b)

B=0.05

B=0.1

B=0.15

B=0.05

B=0.1

B=0.15

Figure 2. φ(z) versus z and gauge kinetic function f1(z) versus φ. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 2, we plot φ(z) versus z and f1(z) versus φ to study the effect of magnetic

field on dilaton field and the gauge kinetic function. From Fig. 2 (a), we find φ(0) = 0

which implies the dilaton field satisfies the boundary condition. Moreover, the dilaton field

decreases mildly as magnetic field increases which means the magnetic field dependence of

dilaton field is slight. The gauge kinetic function f1(z) is related to the mass spectrum of

the ρ meson. From Fig. 2 (b), one can find the f1(z) decreases monotonically as dilaton

field increases. At large z, the values of f1(z) are close to zero. Indeed, the magnetic field

decreases the values of f1(z).
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Figure 3. gauge kinetic function f2(z) versus φ. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 3, we plot gauge kinetic function f2(z) versus φ with different magnetic field.

The gauge kinetic function f2(z) is calculated from equation of motion (EOM). From

the results, the magnetic field increases f2(z) slightly. The gauge kinetic function f2(z)

decreases as dilaton field increases. Indeed, the values of f2(z) are close to zero when near

horizon. From the results of gauge kinetic function f1(z) and f2(z), one can conclude that

the values of gauge kinetic function are non-negative which means f1(z) and f2(z) do not

break the null energy condition (NEC).
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Figure 4. V (φ) as a function of φ(z) with different values of magnetic field. B, µ and T are in

units GeV.
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Figure 5. V (φ) as a function of φ(z) with different values of chemical potential. B, µ and T are

in units GeV.
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Figure 6. V (φ) as a function of φ(z) with different values of temperatures. B, µ and T are in

units GeV.

In Fig. 4 - 6, we study the effects of magnetic field, chemical potential and temperature

on the dilaton potential. From the figures, V (0) = −12 and −12 denotes the cosmological

constant in the AdS5. Indeed, the potential of the dialton field is bounded from above by

its UV boundary value from the figures. From the figures, one can find the magnetic field,

chemical potential and temperature dependence of V (φ) is negligible. Different values of

magnetic field, chemical potential and temperature may lead to a different action (gravity

model). It is no need to worry about this issue in this model since the influences of magnetic

field, chemical potential and temperature on V (φ) are very weak.

3 Thermodynamics in the holographic model

In this section, we discuss the Hawking temperature and black hole free energy behaviors

with nonzero chemical potential and magnetic field in this holographic model. Then we

plot the phase diagram in T − µ and T − B planes. The Equations of state (pressure,

entropy density, baryon density, specific heat and sound speed) around phase transition

temperature have been studied in this section.

3.1 Black hole thermodynamics

μ=0

μ=0.064

μ=	
��

μ=0.12

3 5 7
0.145

0.155

0.165
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T
(G
e
V
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(a)B=0 μ=0

μ=0.064
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3 5 7
0.145

0.155

0.165

zh

T
(G
e
V
)

(b)B=0.05

2 3

1

2

3

1

Figure 7. Temperature T as a function of horizon zh with different values of chemical potential.

(a) for B = 0 and (b) for B = 0.05. B and µ are in units GeV.
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In Fig. 7, we plot temperature T as a function of horizon zh with different values of chemical

potential. From the results of Fig. 7 (a), we find the temperature decreases monotonically

as horizon increases when µ = 0. When chemical potential is greater than the critical point

(µc = 0.064GeV when B = 0), the local minimum value of temperature appears. In µ ≥ µc

case, there may exit three black hole phases. Specifically, the large black hole ( 1○), unstable

phase ( 2○) and small black hole ( 3○) may exist simultaneously. The large/small black hole

is thermodynamically stable while unstable phase is not. This unstable feature leads to the

negative values of specific heat and squared of speed of sound. From Fig. 7 (b), one can

find the chemical potential dependence of temperature when B = 0.05 are qualitatively the

same as that when B = 0. Indeed, a phase transition may happen between the small black

hole and large black hole. From holography, the small-large black hole phase transition is

dual to the confinement-deconfinement phase transition [50, 51].

The black hole Gibbs free energy at fixed chemical potential, volume and magnetic

field is

F =

∫ ∞

zh

s
dT

dzh
dzh. (3.1)
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μ=����
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1

2

3

2

Figure 8. Free energy F as a function of temperature T with different values of chemical potential.

(a) for B = 0 and (b) for B = 0.05. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 8, we we plot free energy F as a function of temperature T with different values

of chemical potential. From the results of Fig. 8 (a), one can observe that the black hole

free energy as a smooth function of temperature which indicates the phase transition is

crossover when µ = 0. When µ ≥ µc, the characteristic swallow-tailed shape starts to

appear which implies the first order phase transition happens. The small-large black hole

phase transition happens at the kink of the swallow-tailed structure. From Fig. 8 (b), the

results of B = 0.05 case are same as that B = 0 case. Fig. 7- 8, one can find chemical

potential promotes the first-order phase transition turns into crossover.
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Figure 9. Temperature T versus horizon zh and free energy F versus T with different values of

magnetic field when µ = 0.1. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 9, we study the effect of magnetic field on the temperature and black hole free

energy. We plot temperature T versus horizon zh and free energy F versus T with different

values of magnetic field at finite chemical potential. From Fig. 9 (a), the magnetic field

suppresses the unstable phase ( 2○) and the unstable phase vanishes when magnetic field

is larger than a critical point Bc. The temperature decreases monotonically with horizon

when B ≥ Bc. From Fig. 9 (b), the characteristic swallow-tailed shape fades away when

increasing magnetic field. When reaches to a critical point Bc, the free energy monotonously

decreases with the temperature. It means the magnetic field promotes the first-order phase

transition turns into crossover. Moreover, the phase transition temperature moves towards

lower values when increasing magnetic field which implies an inverse magnetic catalysis

(IMC).
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Figure 10. The phase diagram in T −µ plane and T −B plane. The minimum of squared of sound

speed C2
s are denoted by dashed lines. The first-order phase transition (solid lines) are determined

by black hole free energy. The black, red and blue lines in T − µ plane denote B = 0, 0.05, 0.1GeV

respectively. The locations of CEP are (µCEP , TCEP ) = (0.064, 0.153), (0.083, 0.150), (0.123, 0.1426)

respectively. The black, red and blue lines in T −B plane denote µ = 0, 0.1, 0.15GeV respectively.

The locations of CEP are (BCEP , TCEP ) = (0.075, 0.147), (0.125, 0.137) when µ = 0.1, 0.15GeV

respectively. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 10, we plot the phase diagram in T − µ and T − B planes. Since the phase

diagram for light quarks in T − µ plane is smooth crossover at small chemical potential
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and turns into first order at critical endpoint (CEP), we choose the minimum of squared

of sound speed C2
s (dashed lines) to characterize the drastic change of degrees of freedom

between QGP and the hadron phase in crossover region. The first-order phase transition

(solid lines) can be fixed by the free energy when chemical potential above critical point

µc. Fig. 10 (a) shows the phase transition in T − µ plane for B = 0, 0.05, 0.1GeV . The

phase diagram is crossover at µ < µc and becomes first-order at µ > µc. The locations of

CEP are (µCEP , TCEP ) = (0.064, 0.153), (0.083, 0.150), (0.123, 0.1426) respectively. When

increasing the magnetic field, the location of the CEP shifts to the lower right plane. It

means the CEP would shift towards low temperature and large chemical potential when

increasing B. The magnetic field increases critical µCEP in T − µ plane. We also find

that the phase transition temperature when µ = 0, B = 0 is in 150 − 160MeV region

which is consistent with the lattice QCD prediction[98, 99]. Fig. 10 (b) shows the phase

transition in T −B plane for µ = 0, 0.1, 0.15GeV . One can find obviously inverse magnetic

catalysis (IMC). The locations of CEP are (BCEP , TCEP ) = (0.075, 0.147), (0.125, 0.137)

when µ = 0.1, 0.15GeV respectively. In T − B plane and for zero µ, the phase transition

is always crossover. In T − B plane and for finite µ, the phase transition is of first order

at small magnetic field and critical end point appears with the increasing magnetic field.

The phase transition finally turns into smooth crossover at large magnetic field. When

increasing the chemical potential, the location of the CEP shifts to the lower right plane.

It means the CEP would shift towards low temperature and large magnetic field when

increasing µ. The chemical potential increases critical BCEP of CEP in T − B plane. One

also can summarize that chemical potential promotes the crossover turns into first-order

phase transition, while magnetic field promotes the first-order phase transition turns into

crossover. It is worth mentioning that the phase diagram in T − µ and T − B planes for

heavy quarks has been studied in [73].

3.2 Equations of state
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Figure 11. The pressure p/T 4 versus temperature T near phase transition temperature. B and µ

are in units GeV.

In [67], the authors discuss the anisotropic pressures and speeds of sound. In this subsec-

tion, we focus on the pressure and speeds of sound near the phase transition temperature

when parallel to the magnetic field.
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The pressure p along the x1 direction (parallel to the magnetic field) is equal to −F . In

Fig. 11, we plot the pressure p/T 4 versus temperature T near phase transition temperature.

From Fig. 11(a), one can observe that the pressure is single-valued and always increases

with the temperature when 0 < µ < µc. It indicates the phase transition is crossover in

this region. When µ ≥ µc, the unstable phase ( 2○) appears which means the first-order

phase transition happens. The findings of Fig. 11(a) are consistent with the results of

T − µ phase diagram in Fig. 10(a). These results also suggest that the chemical potential

promotes the crossover turns into first-order phase transition which is consistent with the

results of Fig. 7 and 8. From the results of Fig. 11(b), the unstable phase appears at finite

chemical potential and gradually disappears with increasing magnetic field which indicates

the magnetic field evanishes the unstable phase. This finding is consistent with the results

of Fig. 9. It also represents the phase transition finally turns into smooth crossover from

first-order at large magnetic field which agrees the results of T − B phase diagram in

Fig. 10(b).
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Figure 12. The baryon density ρ as a function of temperature T near phase transition temperature.

B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 12, we plot the baryon density ρ as a function of temperature T near phase

transition temperature. It is obvious that the baryon density is single-valued when 0 < µ <

µc while is multi-valued around phase transition temperature when µ ≥ µc from Fig. 12(a).

It indicates the phase transition is crossover at µ < µc and becomes first-order at µ > µc.

The multi-valued phenomenon turns into single-valued at large magnetic field in Fig. 12(b)

which means the phase transition finally turns into smooth crossover from first-order.
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Figure 13. The entropy density s/T 3 versus temperature T . B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 13, we plot the entropy density s/T 3 versus temperature T . From Fig. 13 (a),

one can find that the entropy is single-valued and always increases with the temperature

when 0 < µ < µc while is multi-valued around phase transition temperature when µ ≥ µc.

It indicates the phase transition is crossover at µ < µc and becomes first-order at µ > µc.

Interestingly, the magnetic field weaken this multi-valued phenomenon from Fig. 13(b).

The multi-valued phenomenon turns into single-valued at large magnetic field. The phase

transition finally turns into crossover from first-order phase. Indeed, the magnetic field

and chemical potential enhance the values of entropy.
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Figure 14. The specific heat CV /T
3 versus temperature T near phase transition temperature. B

and µ are in units GeV.

The specific heat is defined by

CV = T (
∂s

∂T
). (3.2)

In Fig. 14, we plot the specific heat CV /T
3 versus temperature T . From Fig. 14

(a), one can find the specific heat is always positive when 0 < µ < µc which means

the black hole is thermodynamically stable. The unstable phase and the negative values

of specific heat appear when µ ≥ µc. It represents the thermodynamically instable and

means the first-order phase transition happens. The results indicate the phase transition

is crossover at µ < µc and becomes first-order at µ > µc. From Fig. 14(b), we find the

instable phenomenon gradually disappears with increasing magnetic field and specific heat

– 14 –



is always positive at large magnetic field. It indicates the phase transition finally turns

into crossover phase from first-order phase.
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Figure 15. The squared of speed of sound C2
s versus temperature T . The dotted black line denotes

the C2
s = 1/3. B and µ are in units GeV.

The squared of sound speed along the x1 direction is

C2
s =

∂ lnT

∂ ln s
=

s

CV
. (3.3)

In Fig. 15, we plot the squared of sound speed C2
s versus temperature T . From

Fig. 15(a), one can observe that the squared of sound speed is always positive when

0 < µ < µc which means the black hole is thermodynamically stable. The negative values

appear when µ ≥ µc which indicates the thermodynamical instability. From Fig. 15(b), we

find the instable phenomenon fades away and sound speed is always positive at large B.

The results of C2
s are similar with the findings of CV /T

3. Indeed, the chemical potential

and magnetic field enhance the sound speed slightly at high temperature.

We can find the equations of state near phase transition temperature are non-monotonic

and nontrivial. From the results of Fig. 11- 15, one can find the pressure, baryon density,

entropy density are single-valued and specific heat, squared of sound speed are always

positive when 0 < µ < µc. When µ ≥ µc, the pressure, baryon density, entropy density

are multi-valued and the specific heat, squared of sound speed have negative values. It

indicates the phase transition is crossover at µ < µc and becomes first-order at µ > µc

which is consistent with the results of T − µ phase diagram in Fig. 10(a). These results

also suggest that the chemical potential promotes the crossover turns into first-order phase

transition which is consistent with the results of Fig. 7 and 8.

At finite chemical potential, the multi-valued phenomenon of the pressure, baryon

density and entropy density gradually disappears with increasing magnetic field and finally

turns into single-valued at large magnetic field. The negative values phenomenon of specific

heat, squared of sound speed fades away when increasing magnetic field. Specific heat and

squared of sound speed are always positive at large magnetic field. It means the phase

transition finally turns into smooth crossover from first-order at large magnetic field which

agrees the results of T − B phase diagram in Fig. 10(b). These results also indicate that

the magnetic field promotes the first-order phase transition turns into crossover which is

consistent with the results of Fig. 9. The results of the equations of state can characterize
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the phase transition. We expect that the nontrivial behavior of equations of state near

phase transition temperature could provide some theoretical reference on the research of

QCD phase diagram.

4 Free energy of QQ̄ pair in the holographic model

In this section, we discuss the free energy of quark-antiquark (QQ̄) pair in this holographic

QCD model and compare with the results of Lattice. The free energy of QQ̄ pair is related

to the on-shell action of a fundamental string from holography and can be deduced from

the Nambu-Goto. We study the anisotropic free energy since the rotation symmetry SO(3)

is broken by the magnetic field. One can consider the QQ̄ pair is perpendicular and parallel

to the magnetic field respectively.

In perpendicular case, the coordinates in Eq.(2.2) are parameterized by

t = τ, x3 = σ, x1 = x2 = 0, z = z(σ). (4.1)

One can get the Lagrangian density from the Nambu-Goto action

L =
e2Ps(z)

z2

√
eB2z2g(z) + ż2, (4.2)

where Ps(z) = P (z) +
√

1
6φ(z) in string frame.

One can obtain the separate length x⊥ of the QQ̄ pair when perpendicular to the

magnetic field

x⊥ = 2

∫ zc

0
dz

√
z4e4Ps(zc)eB2z2c g(zc)

z4ce
4Ps(z)eB4z4g2(z)− z4e4Ps(zc)g(z)g(zc)eB

2z2eB2z2c
, (4.3)

where zc is the tip of U-shaped string.

The free energy of QQ̄ pair of the connected string is

FQQ̄(⊥) =

√
λ

π

∫ zc

0
dz

√
z4c e

8Ps(z)eB2z2g(z)

z4z4ce
4Ps(z)eB2z2g(z)− z8e4Ps(zc)eB2z2c g(zc)

. (4.4)

where
√
λ = L2/α′ represents the t’ hooft coupling.

In parallel case, the separate length x‖ of the pair is

x‖ = 2

∫ zc

0
dz

√
z4e4Ps(zc)g(zc)

z4ce
4Ps(z)g2(z)− z4e4Ps(zc)g(z)g(zc)

. (4.5)

The free energy of QQ̄ pair is

FQQ̄(‖) =

√
λ

π

∫ zc

0
dz

√
z4c e

8Ps(z)g(z)

z4z4ce
4Ps(z)g(z) − z8e4Ps(zc)g(zc)

. (4.6)
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Figure 16. The free energy of the QQ̄ pair as a function of separate length x in large black hole

when T=0.18 GeV and µ=0.1 GeV. The solid line (dashed line) represents the qq̄ pair is parallel

(perpendicular) to the magnetic field. The black line, red line and blue line represent B = 0.1, 0.2,

0.3 GeV respectively. We set λ = 1 in this figure.

In Fig. 16, we plot the free energy of the QQ̄ pair as a function of separate length x

in large black hole when T = 0.18 GeV and µ = 0.1 GeV. One can observe that the free

energy behaves as a Cornell-type potential. We can fit the free energy as F = −0.2449
x

+

0.4703x+3.266 when µ = 0.1 GeV and B = 0. Furthermore, the magnetic field suppresses

free energy and has a large influence when the QQ̄ pair is parallel to the magnetic field.

This finding is consistent with the lattice results [97].

5 Energy loss in the holographic model

In this section, we study the energy loss of fast moving probes near the phase transition

temperature in a baryon dense, magnetized and strongly interacting medium. We discuss

the effects of magnetic field and chemical potential on the drag force and q̂.

5.1 Non-monotonic jet quenching parameter in holographic model

Jet quenching parameter plays a crucial role in energy loss of partons and can be deduced

through light-like adjoint Wilson loops. Since the magnetic field is along x1 direction

and breaks the rotation symmetry, we study the anisotropic jet quenching parameter with

nonzero magnetic field and chemical potential. It is worth mentioning that the anisotropic

jet quenching parameter with magnetic field has been studied in magnetic brane solutions

[86]. One can summarize the main deduced formulas of jet quenching parameter from [86].

In this paper, we focus on the jet quenching parameter around phase transition temperature

and want to find a non-monotonic temperature dependent behavior of q̂ in this holographic

AdS/QCD model.

First, we study the jet moving parallel to magnetic field q̂‖. In this case, the results

when momentum broadening occurs along x2 or x3 direction are same. Then we consider

jet is moving along x1 direction and momentum broadening occurs along x2 direction,

namely q̂(‖,⊥).

We rewrite metric (2.2) in the string frame

ds2 = gttdt
2 + gxx1dx

2
1 + gxx2(dx

2
2 + dx23) + gzzdz

2, (5.1)
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where gtt = −L2e2Ps(z)

z2
g(z), gxx1 = L2e2Ps(z)

z2
, gxx2 = L2e2Ps(z)

z2
eB

2z2 and gzz =
L2e2Ps(z)

z2
1

g(z) .

Then we use the light-cone coordinates

dt =
dx+ + dx−√

2
, dx1 =

dx+ − dx−√
2

. (5.2)

and the metric (5.1) becomes

ds2 =
1

2
gtt(dx

+ + dx−)2 +
1

2
gxx1(dx

+ − dx−)2 + gxx2(dx
2
2 + dx23) + gzzdz

2. (5.3)

Then we choose the static gauge coordinate

x− = τ, x2 = σ, x+ = x3 = const, z = z(σ). (5.4)

and the metric (5.3) becomes

ds2 =
1

2
(gtt + gxx1)dτ

2 + (gxx2 + gzz ż
2)dσ2, (5.5)

where ż = dz
dσ
.

Finally, the jet quenching parameter q̂(‖,⊥) is

q̂(‖,⊥) =

√
λ

π

(∫ zh

0
dz

z2

e2Ps(z)eB2z2
√
g(z) − g2(z)

)−1

, (5.6)

Then we discuss the jet moving perpendicular to magnetic field q̂⊥. There are two

cases for q̂⊥ since the momentum broadening may occur in different directions. First, we

consider the jet is moving along x2 direction and momentum broadening occurring along

x1 direction, namely q̂(⊥,‖). q̂(⊥,‖) can be expresses as

q̂(⊥,‖) =

√
λ

π

(∫ zh

0
dz

z2

e2Ps(z)
√

g(z)eB2z2 − g2(z)

)−1

. (5.7)

Then we consider the jet is moving along x2 direction and momentum broadening

occurring along x3 direction, namely q̂(⊥,⊥). q̂(⊥,⊥) is obtained as

q̂(⊥,⊥) =

√
λ

π

(∫ zh

0
dz

z2

e2Ps(z)eB2z2
√

g(z)eB2z2 − g2(z)

)−1

. (5.8)
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Figure 17. q̂(‖,⊥)/T
3 versus temperature T when λ = 1. B and µ are in units GeV.
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In Fig. 17, we plot the q̂(‖,⊥)/T
3 versus temperature T . One can find that the magnetic

field and chemical potential enhance the jet quenching parameter. The critical temperature

for deconfinement phase transition Tc = 0.153GeV when B = 0, µ = 0. q̂(‖,⊥)/T
3 is

temperature dependent and reaches to a peak around the 1.3Tc−1.4Tc from the numerical

results. Moreover, the peak value of q̂(‖,⊥)/T
3 is moving towards lower temperature when

increasing magnetic field or chemical potential. This phenomenon is consistent with the

phase transition temperature decreases with increasing B or µ.
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Figure 18. q̂(⊥,‖)/T
3 versus temperature T when λ = 1. B and µ are in units GeV.
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Figure 19. q̂(⊥,⊥)/T
3 versus temperature T when λ = 1. B and µ are in units GeV.

We plot the q̂(⊥,‖)/T
3 and q̂(⊥,⊥)/T

3 versus temperature T respectively in Fig. 18 and

19. We observe the magnetic field and chemical potential enhance q̂(⊥,‖)/T
3 and q̂(⊥,⊥)/T

3.

In jet moving perpendicular to magnetic field cases, there is also a peak around 1.3Tc−1.4Tc

which implies q̂⊥/T
3 has an enhancement around phase transition temperature. One can

summarize q̂/T 3 is enhanced near phase transition temperature which agrees with the

Lattice results[100]. The peak value is moving towards lower temperature when increasing

magnetic field or chemical potential. This phenomenon is also consistent with the phase

transition temperature decreases with increasing B or µ. Moreover, the q̂⊥/T
3 decreases

monotonously with temperature at large magnetic field.
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Figure 20. q̂/T 3 versus temperature T when λ = 1. B and µ are in units GeV.

q̂

(µ,B)
(0, 0) (0, 0.1) (0.1, 0.1) (0.1, 0.2) (0.2, 0.2)

q̂(‖,⊥) 6.71 6.82 6.86 7.13 7.31

q̂(⊥,‖) 6.71 8.00 8.05 9.36 9.55

q̂(⊥,⊥) 6.71 8.04 8.09 9.55 9.75

Table 1. The values of q̂(GeV 2/fm) with different magnetic field and chemical potential when

T = 0.3 GeV and λ = 6π.

We plot the q̂/T 3 versus temperature T in Fig. 20. One can find q̂(⊥,⊥) > q̂(⊥,‖) >

q̂(‖,⊥), namely q̂⊥ > q̂‖. It indicates that jet may lose more energy when jet is moving

perpendicular to magnetic field. In order to compare with the RHIC data, we calculate the

numerical results of jet quenching parameter when λ = 6π and T = 0.3 GeV in Table. 1.

One can find the q̂ are in 6 − 10GeV 2/fm region when T = 0.3 GeV in this holographic

model which agrees with the extracted values from RHIC data [84].

5.2 Non-monotonic drag force in holographic model

From the description of trailing string model [90, 91], the heavy probe passing through the

strongly coupled plasma in the spatial direction with a fixed velocity υ can be seen as the

endpoint of open string moving on the boundary. The rest of the string trails behind it and

the loss of averaged momentum per unit time (dp/dt) can be holographically calculated by

the energy flow (dE/dx) from the string endpoint into worldsheet horizon.

The anisotropic drag force in the EMDmodel has been discussed in [93]. We summarize

the main deduced formulas of drag force. When the heavy quark moving parallel to the

magnetic field in x1 direction, the drag force is

f‖ = − 1

2πα′
gxx1(z

‖
c )υ, (5.9)

where z
‖
c is the string worldsheet horizon. z

‖
c can be obtained by the following equation

gtt(z
‖
c ) = −gxx1(z

‖
c )υ

2. (5.10)
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When the heavy quark moving perpendicularly to the magnetic field in x2 direction,

the drag force is

f⊥ = − 1

2πα′
gxx2(z

⊥
c )υ, (5.11)

z⊥c is determined by

gtt(z
⊥
c ) = −gxx2(z

⊥
c )υ

2. (5.12)

The drag force in N = 4 SYM theory [90] is

fSYM = −πT 2
√
λ

2

υ√
1− υ2

, (5.13)

where
√
λ = L2

α′ =
√

g2
Y M

Nc.
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Figure 21. Drag force normalized by its conformal limit f/fSYM versus temperature T with

different chemical potential. The solid (dashed) line represents the heavy quark moving parallel

(perpendicular) to the magnetic field. The black, red and blue lines denote µ = 0, 0.1, 0.15GeV

respectively. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 21, we plot drag force normalized by its conformal limit f/fSYM versus tem-

perature T with different chemical potential. Fig. 21(a) is for moderate velocity υ = 0.6

and Fig. 21(b) is for ultra relativistic velocity υ = 0.99. The lighter quarks (charm for

e.g.) may achieve a higher velocity (υ = 0.99) within the plasma fluid while the heavier

quarks (bottom for e.g.) may attain a slower velocity (υ = 0.6). From this point of view,

one can find the bottom quark is not sensitive to the chemical potential of the medium

since the curves are indistinguishable in Fig. 21(a). We only can conclude that the bottom

quark may lose more energy when quark moving perpendicular to the magnetic field. From

Fig. 21(b), we can observe that the energy loss of charm quark has non-monotonic depen-

dence on temperature and behaves an enhancement near the phase transition temperature.

It is also found the chemical potential enhance the energy loss. Moreover, the charm quark

may lose more energy in perpendicular case than parallel at same chemical potential which

is consistent with the bottom quark. The peak value is around the 1.3Tc and moving to-

wards lower temperature when increasing chemical potential which is consistent with the

phase transition temperature decreases with increasing µ.
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Figure 22. Drag force normalized by its conformal limit f/fSYM versus temperature T with

different magnetic field. The solid (dashed) line represents the heavy quark moving parallel (per-

pendicular) to the magnetic field. The black, red and blue lines denote B = 0.05, 0.1, 0.15GeV

respectively. B and µ are in units GeV.

In Fig. 22, we plot drag force normalized by its conformal limit f/fSYM versus temper-

ature T with different magnetic field. From the results, we can find the bottom quark is

not sensitive to the magnetic field in Fig. 22(a). We can obtain that the bottom quark loses

more energy in perpendicular case than parallel. From Fig. 22(b), it is obvious that the

charm quark energy loss has a non-monotonic behavior as function of temperature and is

enhanced near the phase transition temperature. The peak value is moving towards lower

temperature when increasing magnetic field which agrees the phase transition temperature

decreases with increasing B. The magnetic field enhance the charm quark energy loss.

In perpendicular case, the charm quark may lose more energy than parallel case at same

magnetic field which is consistent with the bottom quark.

From the discussion of Fig. 21 and 22, we can find the heavy quark energy loss is larger

in the perpendicular case than along the magnetic field direction. Namely, f⊥ > f‖ which

is consistent with the results of jet quenching parameter q̂⊥ > q̂‖.

6 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we consider the holographic QCD model with nonzero magnetic field and

chemical potential and find the metric solutions are self-consistent. Then we discuss the

black hole thermodynamics and study the phase diagram for light quarks in T − µ and

T − B planes. We find inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) which is consistent with Lattice

results. We discuss the influences of magnetic field and chemical potential on the location

of critical endpoint (CEP). We find magnetic field increases critical µCEP of CEP in T −µ

plane and chemical potential increases critical BCEP of CEP in T −B plane. One also can

find that chemical potential promotes the crossover turns into first-order phase transition,

while magnetic field promotes the first-order phase transition turns into crossover.

In further research, we find the equations of state (EoS) near the phase transition

temperature are non-monotonic and nontrivial. It means the results of the equations of

state can characterize the phase transition temperature. Furthermore, we study the effect

of magnetic field free energy of the QQ̄ pair with nonzero chemical potential. It is found
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that the magnetic field suppresses free energy and has a large influence when the QQ̄ pair

is parallel to the magnetic field. This finding is consistent with the lattice results.

From the analyses of the jet quenching parameter, we find the q̂/T 3 is temperature

dependent and has a peak around 1.3Tc − 1.4Tc. Indeed, the peak value of q̂/T 3 is moving

towards lower temperature when increasing magnetic field or chemical potential. This phe-

nomenon is also consistent with the phase transition temperature decreases with increasing

B or µ. Moreover, the magnetic field and chemical potential enhance the jet quenching

parameter. The chemical potential and magnetic field enhance the energy loss of heavy

quarks. The charm quark is sensitive to the chemical potential and magnetic field and has

an enhancement near the phase transition temperature. The peak value is moving towards

lower temperature when increasing magnetic field which agrees the phase transition tem-

perature decreases with increasing B. We also find the heavy quark energy loss is larger

in the perpendicular case than along the magnetic field direction. Namely, f⊥ > f‖ which

is consistent with the results of jet quenching parameter q̂⊥ > q̂‖.

We hope that the results of phase diagram and jet quenching parameter in this holo-

graphic QCD model can provide more insight into the investigation of phase structure and

jet energy loss in heavy ion collision experiments. It is also significant to study the phase

transition in the rotating background. We leave this part in the future study.
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Abstract

We present theoretical calculations of total cross sections and top-quark transverse-momentum
and rapidity distributions in the associated production of a top-antitop pair with a photon
(tt̄γ production). We include complete QCD and electroweak corrections at NLO as well as
soft-gluon corrections at approximate NNLO (aNNLO). The aNNLO corrections are very sig-
nificant, they decrease theoretical uncertainties, and they are needed for better comparison
with data from the LHC.
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1 Introduction

The observation of tt̄γ events at 7, 8, and 13 TeV collisions at the LHC [1–3], and the fact that the
cross section for tt̄γ production is sensitive to the top-quark charge and any modifications of the
t-γ interaction vertex, makes it important to have precise theoretical predictions for this process.

The QCD corrections at NLO [4,5] are large, of the order of 50% or more at LHC energies, while
the electroweak (EW) corrections [6, 7] are smaller than 1%. The QCD corrections are dominated
by soft-gluon emission, and one can achieve further improvement in theoretical accuracy by the
inclusion of higher-order soft-gluon corrections [8–17] via approximate NNLO (aNNLO) predictions.

For the related process of top-antitop pair production, with the same color structure, it is well
known that soft-gluon corrections dominate the higher perturbative orders [10,11]. Therefore, it is
to be expected that this will also be the case for tt̄γ production. Indeed, we find that the soft-gluon
corrections are dominant, and that the K-factors are similar between the two processes [17].

In the next section, we briefly discuss soft-gluon corrections and resummation for tt̄γ cross
sections. In Section 3, we provide results through aNNLO for total cross sections at LHC energies.
In Section 4 we present results for top-quark differential distributions in transverse momentum, pT ,
and rapidity. A brief summary is given in Section 5.

2 Soft-gluon corrections in tt̄γ production

We study processes pp → tt̄γ, with underlying partonic channels at LO a(pa) + b (pb) → t(pt) +
t̄(pt̄)+γ(pγ). If an additional gluon is emitted with momentum pg in the final state, then the variable
s4 = (pt̄ + pγ + pg)

2 − (pt̄ + pγ)
2 approaches 0 at partonic threshold. The soft-gluon corrections are

of the form [lnk(s4/m
2
t )/s4]+, where mt is the top-quark mass, with k ≤ 2n − 1 for the order αns

corrections.
The factorization of the cross section into hard and soft functions leads to the resummation of

soft-gluon corrections via renormalization-group evolution in terms of a soft anomalous dimension
matrix, ΓS ab→tt̄γ, which controls the evolution of the soft function.

The approach for the derivation of soft-gluon resummation proceeds as follows. We first write
the factorized form for the differential hadron-level cross section as a convolution of the partonic
cross section with the parton distributions functions (pdf) as

dσpp→tt̄γ =
∑
a,b

∫
dxa dxb φa/p(xa, µF )φb/p(xb, µF )dσ̂ab→tt̄γ(s4, µF ) (2.1)

where µF is the factorization scale.
We take Laplace transforms, with transform variableN , of the partonic cross section d˜̂σab→tt̄γ(N) =∫ s

0 (ds4/s) e
−Ns4/s dσ̂ab→tt̄γ(s4) and of the pdf φ̃(N) =

∫ 1
0 e
−N(1−x)φ(x) dx. Then, under transforms

the above equation gives the N -space expression

dσ̃ab→tt̄γ(N) = φ̃a/a(Na, µF ) φ̃b/b(Nb, µF ) d˜̂σab→tt̄γ(N,µF ) . (2.2)

A further refactorization of the cross section is derived in terms of a short-distance hard func-
tion Hab→tt̄γ, a soft function Sab→tt̄γ for noncollinear soft-gluon emission, and distributions ψi/i for
collinear gluon emission from the incoming partons:

dσ̃ab→tt̄γ(N) = ψ̃a/a(Na, µF ) ψ̃b/b(Nb, µF ) tr

{
Hab→tt̄γ (αs(µR)) S̃ab→tt̄γ

( √
s

NµF

)}
. (2.3)

2



Thus, using the previous two equations to get an expression for the partonic cross section, we find

d˜̂σab→tt̄γ(N,µF ) =
ψ̃a/a(Na, µF ) ψ̃b/b(Nb, µF )

φ̃a/a(Na, µF ) φ̃b/b(Nb, µF )
tr

{
Hab→tt̄γ (αs(µR)) S̃ab→tt̄γ

( √
s

NµF

)}
. (2.4)

The renormalization-group evolution of the N -dependent functions in Eq. (2.4) leads to resum-
mation, i.e. exponentiation, of the collinear and soft corrections. The resummed cross section is
given by

d˜̂σ
resum

ab→tt̄γ(N,µF ) = exp

∑
i=a,b

Ei(Ni)

 exp

∑
i=a,b

2
∫ √s
µF

dµ

µ
γi/i(Ni)


×tr

{
Hab→tt̄γ

(
αs(
√
s)
)
P̄ exp

[∫ √s/N
√
s

dµ

µ
Γ†S ab→tt̄γ (αs(µ))

]

×S̃ab→tt̄γ
(
αs

(√
s

N

))
P exp

[∫ √s/N
√
s

dµ

µ
ΓS ab→tt̄γ (αs(µ))

]}
. (2.5)

Here, the first exponential resums collinear and soft contributions from the incoming partons, and
the second exponential expresses the factorization-scale dependence. The resummation of non-
collinear soft-gluon emission is performed via the soft anomalous dimensions ΓS qq̄→tt̄γ, which are
2 × 2 matrices, and ΓS gg→tt̄γ, which are 3 × 3 matrices. The matrices ΓS qq̄→tt̄γ and ΓS gg→tt̄γ are
known at one and two loops (for their expressions see Ref. [17]).

We perform finite-order expansions of the resummed cross section and inversion to momen-
tum space as there is no prescription needed for this procedure. Thus, we derive approximate
NNLO (aNNLO) theoretical predictions for the tt̄γ total cross section and top-quark differential
distributions in transverse momentum and rapidity. We match our expressions to the complete NLO
QCD+EW results, i.e. we have aNNLO = (NLO QCD+EW) + soft-gluon NNLO QCD corrections.

3 Total tt̄γ cross sections

We now present results for the total cross section for tt̄γ production at LHC energies. We use
mt = 172.5 GeV, and we set the factorization and renormalization scales equal to each other, with
this common scale denoted by µ. The complete NLO results include QCD and EW corrections and
are calculated using MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [18, 19] with the prescriptions of Ref. [7]. We use
MSHT20 [20] pdf in our calculations.

tt̄γ cross sections at the LHC, pγ T > 20 GeV, isolated γ, MSHT20 NNLO pdf
σ in pb 7 TeV 8 TeV 13 TeV 13.6 TeV 14 TeV

LO QCD 0.333+0.116
−0.080 0.478+0.163

−0.113 1.59+0.50
−0.35 1.77+0.54

−0.39 1.89+0.57
−0.41

LO QCD+EW 0.335+0.116
−0.080 0.479+0.162

−0.112 1.60+0.49
−0.34 1.78+0.54

−0.38 1.90+0.58
−0.40

NLO QCD 0.490+0.063
−0.065 0.708+0.090

−0.094 2.49+0.34
−0.33 2.76+0.38

−0.36 2.96+0.41
−0.38

NLO QCD+EW 0.485+0.062
−0.063 0.705+0.089

−0.092 2.47+0.32
−0.32 2.74+0.37

−0.35 2.94+0.39
−0.37

aNNLO 0.547+0.032
−0.027 0.789+0.044

−0.040 2.74+0.18
−0.16 3.04+0.20

−0.16 3.26+0.21
−0.17

Table 1: The tt̄γ cross sections (in pb) at LO, NLO, and aNNLO, with scale uncertainties, in pp
collisions with

√
S = 7, 8, 13, 13.6, and 14 TeV, mt = 172.5 GeV, and MSHT20 NNLO pdf.
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In Table 1, we show theoretical results at various orders for the tt̄γ cross section using MSHT20
NNLO pdf throughout, with a cut on the transverse momentum of the photon, pγT > 20 GeV,
and with the constraint that the photon be isolated as defined in Ref. [5]. The central results are
calculated with µ = mt and they are shown together with scale uncertainties from the variation
mt/2 ≤ µ ≤ 2mt. For the LO and NLO predictions we show separately results with only QCD
contributions as well as the complete results with QCD+EW contributions.
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Figure 1: The tt̄γ production cross section at LHC energies.

In Fig. 1, we display the total cross section for tt̄γ production at LHC energies, again with a
cut on the transverse momentum of the photon, pγT > 20 GeV, and photon isolation constraint.
We show results with µ = mt at LO (QCD+EW), NLO (QCD+EW), and aNNLO, using MSHT20
NNLO pdf for all three orders (left plot) or using MSHT20 pdf corresponding to each order of the
perturbative calculation (right plot). The inset plots show the K-factors over LO, i.e. the NLO/LO
and aNNLO/LO ratios.

The NLO K-factors are large for all LHC energies and the further aNNLO corrections are
significant. We also observe that the K-factors rise slowly with collision energy.

We find a similarity in the K-factors for tt̄γ production and tt̄ production, which is not un-
expected given the theoretical similarity between the processes with regards to QCD corrections.
For example, at 13 TeV the QCD K-factor for tt̄γ production with MSHT20 NNLO pdf is 1.57 for
NLO/LO and 1.74 for aNNLO/LO, while the corresponding K-factors for tt̄ production are 1.50
for NLO/LO and 1.68 for aNNLO/LO.

Next, we provide a comparison with 13 TeV CMS data from Ref. [3]. The CMS Collaboration
measure a cross section in the dilepton decay channel of 175.2 ± 2.5(stat) ±6.3(syst) fb, which is
compared to an NLO prediction (with scale + pdf uncertainty) of 155±27 fb. Our aNNLO result is
173+11

−10
+3
−2 fb, which is much closer to the data. Hence, the inclusion of aNNLO soft-gluon corrections

provides a significantly better theoretical prediction with reduced scale dependence.

4 Top-quark pT and rapidity distributions in tt̄γ production

We continue with a study of the top-quark pT and rapidity distributions in tt̄γ production through
aNNLO.
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Figure 2: The top-quark pT (left) and rapidity (right) distributions at 13.6 TeV LHC energy.

In Fig. 2 we present our theoretical predictions for the top-quark pT distribution (left plot)
and the top-quark rapidity distribution (right plot) at LO (QCD+EW), NLO (QCD+EW), and
aNNLO, at 13.6 TeV collision energy at the LHC. The inset plots display the K-factors over LO.

The plot on the left shows that, in the considered range, the K-factors for the pT distribution
decrease at larger values of the top pT . The plot on the right shows that the K-factors for the
rapidity distribution are relatively flat at central and small top rapidities but they increase at larger
rapidities.

The scale uncertainties in most of the top-quark pT and rapidity range are similar to those of
the total cross section. They are a little smaller at large pT and they are bigger at large rapidities.
Similar conclusions apply at other energies, i.e. at 13 and 14 TeV.

5 Summary

We have presented results for tt̄γ production in high-energy pp collisions. The NLO QCD correc-
tions for the total cross section are large and similar to those for tt̄ production. The electroweak
corrections are small.

The aNNLO corrections, which are derived from soft-gluon resummation, further enhance the
theoretical predictions and reduce the scale dependence. We find good agreement with 13 TeV data
from CMS at the LHC.

The top-quark pT and rapidity distributions in tt̄γ production have also been calculated through
aNNLO. Again, the higher-order corrections are significant and they provide better theoretical
predictions.
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Abstract: This paper specifically focuses on the choice of a temporal background field over

a spatial one in the context of Lorentz symmetry breaking. By examining the implications

of this choice, we aim to understand the effects of Lorentz violation in different scenarios,

with an emphasis on the consequences of adopting a purely temporal background field. In

the analysis of γ-pair production, a brief approach in QED is presented, exploring the pro-

duction of a pair of photons. Furthermore, the study investigates Lorentz violation with

vectorial nonminimal coupling, analyzing the modifications introduced by this coupling

in the scattering amplitude at the vertex. Additionally, Lorentz violation with axial-like

nonminimal coupling is explored, with a particular focus. The additional coupling intro-

duces further modifications to the scattering amplitude, highlighting the intricate nature

of Lorentz symmetry breaking in different scenarios.

Keywords: γ-pair production; cross section; Lorentz violation.
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1 Introduction

Symmetry is a concept widely investigated in multiple collections of human knowledge [1].

In Physics, the concept of symmetry naturally leads us to the concept of invariance by some

kind of transformation [2, 3]. A notable example is the Lorentz symmetry, which holds

great prominence among them all, playing a key role in Einstein’s relativity [4]. Lorentz

symmetry is a fundamental principle of special relativity, which states that the laws of

physics are the same in any inertial reference frame. However, at energies approaching

the Planck scale MPl ∼ 1015 TeV, where quantum gravity becomes important, Lorentz

symmetry may be violated [5]. This is an intriguing feature that has motivated the search

for possible Lorentz symmetry violations, which is an active area of research in high-energy

physics [6], cosmology [7], astrophysics [8] and many other areas. Gaining a comprehensive

understanding of the fundamental aspects of the universe under extreme energy conditions,

while considering the implications of quantum gravity [9], stands as a pivotal pursuit within

the scope of this scientific investigation. Furthermore, the Planck scale is considered the

smallest possible scale at which current physics can describe nature [10], making the study

of Lorentz symmetry violation one of the most challenging and exciting areas of physics.

In recent decades, the search for new physical theories has grown considerably, which

inevitably results in the extension of the Standard Model with the breaking of Lorentz

symmetry [11]. The beginning of this search for new formulations in terms of symmetry, in

physical theories, intensifies with the construction of the Extended Standard Model (SME)

by Kostelecký and Colladay [12, 13], and with it the possibility of collapsing the Lorentz

covariance in the context of the Quantum Field Theory that has been extensively studied

since then. As a result of these studies from the late 1980s onwards, Lorentz symmetry

breaking became a topic present in several situations, from supersymmetric models [14, 15]

to higher-derivative models in field theory [16–18] passing through systems in condensed

matter [19–21] and so on. In this work, we will dedicate attention to one of these contexts

within the scope of scattering processes in quantum electrodynamics (QED) [22–24].

– 1 –



Experimental investigations aimed at verifying the validity of Lorentz-violating (LV)

corrections have been extensively carried out following the advancements in theoretical

studies, leading to the establishment of multiple constraints on LV parameters [25]. Among

these experiments, the clock anisotropy stands out as one of the most precise spectroscopic

techniques [5], enabling the derivation of upper bounds of 10−33 GeV on LV parameters

when incorporated within the framework of the SME. Nevertheless, studies on the possible

effects of LV on scattering processes are scarce, particularly regarding the determination

of upper bounds on the breaking parameters through cross-sectional analyses. Theoretical

predictions must be supported by experimental evidence in order to be considered valid.

We know that this is not always possible in the short term, but the efforts contained in

tables [26] give us a glimpse (see also [27–30]).

High energy collision experiments offer an excellent opportunity to probe potential

violations of Lorentz symmetry. In addition, the process of γ-pair production scattering,

which is one of the fundamental reactions in QED, has been extensively scrutinized in col-

lider experiments [31–36](see also [37]). The investigation of γ-pair production scattering

holds great significance in the context of Lorentz symmetry breaking. The Lorentz Invari-

ance Violation (LIV), which manifests as a footprint of the underlying quantum gravity

effect, is too small to be directly observed in laboratories. However, high-energy cosmic

particles, such as photons and neutrinos, may provide one of the most promising avenues

for detecting the minuscule LIV effects [38].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, a brief analysis of the γ-pair produc-

tion scattering in the context of QED is conducted. The scattering is examined by con-

sidering contributions from Feynman diagrams at the tree-level, and the effects of heavier

particles beyond the diagrams at higher energies are taken into account. The electroweak

interaction describes this scenario, and the objective is to express the differential cross

section in terms of the scattering angle, as well as derive the lowest-order differential cross

section for γ-pair production. In Section III, the investigation explores Lorentz violation

with vectorial nonminimal coupling. The gauge-invariant vectorial nonminimal coupling

involves the dual electromagnetic tensor F̃µν , a coupling constant g, and a constant four-

vector bµ with dimensions of inverse mass. This four-vector defines a privileged direction

in spacetime, resulting in Lorentz symmetry and CPT violation. The scattering amplitude

calculation is modified to incorporate a new vertex, leading to the Lorentz-violated cross

section expressed in terms of Mandelstam variables. Lastly, in Section IV, a different result

is obtained by considering Lorentz violation with axial-like nonminimal coupling. Similar

to the previous section, the analysis is performed for a purely time-like background field.

– 2 –



2 Photon-pair production scattering

A brief approach in QED of the γ-pair production scattering will be analyzed in this sec-

tion. The scattering will be examined from the two contributions tree-level of the Feynman

diagrams (t-channel and u-channel) displayed in Fig. 2. At higher energies, the contribu-

tion of heavier particles may appear beyond the diagrams, this scenario is described by the

electroweak interaction.

Figure 1. e+e− → γγ: t-channel (left), u-channel (right).

These diagrams contribute to the calculation of the scattering amplitude. The mo-

mentum vectors are chosen so that p1,2 = (E, 0, 0,±p), p3,4 = (E,±E sin θ, 0,±E cos θ)1,

in center of mass frame, E =
√
p2 +m2 is total energy and m is electron (positron) mass

(∼ 0,5 MeV).

Using u(p) for the electron spinor, v̄(p) = v†(p)γ0 for adjoint spinor positron and ε∗(p)

to denote the polarization vectors of the photons (outgoing), we have for the S-matrix

element in Fig. (2):

iM0 = iMt
0 + iMu

0

= v̄(p2)(−ieγµ)ε∗µ(p4)
i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)(−ieγν)u(p1) +

v̄(p2)(−ieγν)ε∗ν(p3)
i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)(−ieγµ)u(p1), (2.1)

where e is the charge of the electron, −ieγµ is vertex factor usual and the free-fermion

propagator is given by

S(q) =
i

/q −m
=
i(/q +m)

q2 −m2
, (2.2)

which represents the continuous inner line in Feynman diagrams. In the regime of QED

(< 100 MeV) and in the ultrarelativistic limit E = Ecm/2 ∼= |p| � m, we still consider

1Azimuth angle φ cancels out in scattering calculations.
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that p2 = m2 = 0. Therefore, the unpolarized differential cross section, that is, without

regard to spin and polarization orientations can be written in the form2(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

=
1

64π2E2
cm

〈
|M|2

〉
=
α2

2s

(
u

t
+
t

u

)
. (2.3)

where α = e2/4π ≈ 1/137 is fine-structure constant and natural units were used. We can

leave still the differential cross section in terms of the scattering angle, so we can also write

to the lowest-order diferrential cross section for γ-pair production

dσ

d cosθ
=

2πα2

s

(
1 + cos2 θ

sin2 θ

)
. (2.4)

3 Lorentz violation with vectorial nonminimal coupling

The Lorentz-violating Lagrange density of interest in this section is given by [19]

LLIV = LQED + Lb = LDirac + LMaxwell + Lint + Lb

= ψ̄ (iγµ∂µ −m)ψ − 1

4
F 2
µν − eψ̄γµψAµ + gbνψ̄γµψF̃µν , (3.1)

where the vectorial nonminimal coupling is gauge invariant with F̃µν is the dual electro-

magnetic tensor, g a coupling constant3 and bµ a constant four-vector with dimensions of

inverse mass. This four-vector defines a privileged direction in space-time which causes the

violation of Lorentz symmetry and CPT. The presence of this last term in the Lagrangian

generates a modification in the vertices as follows [24]

iΓµ = ieγµ − gbµγνqαεµναβηβµ, (3.2)

where q representing the four-momentum carried by the fermion line.

Figure 2. Lorentz violation e+e− → γγ in t-channel.

2The symbols s, t and u are the Mandelstam variables: s = (p1 + p2)
2 = (2E)2 = E2

cm, t = (p1 − p3)
2 =

2E2
cm(cosθ− 1), u = (p1 − p4)

2 = −2E2
cm(cosθ+ 1), where Ecm is the energy of the center of mass, θ is the

scattering angle.
3F̃µν = 1

2
εµναβFαβ , Fαβ = ∂αAβ − ∂βAα, ε

0123 = 1 (Levi-Civita symbol).
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The diagrams of the (a) and (b) of the Fig. 3 for t-channel will contribute to the
scattering amplitude with

iMt
a = v̄(p2)

(
igbµγν(p1 − p3)αεµναβηβµ

)
ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)(−ieγν)u(p1), (3.3)

and

iMt
b = v̄(p2)(−ieγµ)ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)

(
igbνγµ(p1 − p3)αενµαβηβν

)
u(p1). (3.4)

Note that diagrams (a) and (b) contribute equally to the calculation of the scattering

amplitude. For diagram (c) in the Fig. 3, we have

iMt
c = v̄(p2)

(
igbµγν(p1 − p3)αεµναβηβµ

)
ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)×(

igbωγδ(p1 − p3)κεωδκσησω
)
u(p1). (3.5)

Figure 3. Lorentz violation e+e− → γγ in u-channel.

The diagrams of the (a) and (b) of the Fig. 3 for u-channel will contribute to the
scattering amplitude with

iMu
a = v̄(p2)

(
igbνγµ(p1 − p4)αενµαβηβν

)
ε∗µ(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)(−ieγν)u(p1), (3.6)

and

iMu
b = v̄(p2)(−ieγν)ε∗ν(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)

(
igbνγµ(p1 − p4)αενµαβηβν

)
u(p1). (3.7)

In the same way that we observed in the t-channel, the diagrams (a) and (b) in the Fig.

3 for u-channel contribute in the same way to the calculation of the scattering amplitude.

For diagram (c) in the Fig. 3, we have

iMu
c = v̄(p2)

(
igbνγµ(p1 − p4)αενµαβηβν

)
ε∗µ(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)×(

igbωγδ(p1 − p4)κεωδκσησω
)
u(p1). (3.8)
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Making the necessary modifications in the calculation of the scattering amplitude with
the replacement of this new vertex, Eq. 3.2, the Lorentz-violated cross section written in
terms Mandelstam variables it becomes:(
dσ

dΩ

)
LIV

=

(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

+
α2

4s

{
u

t
(b · p1 − b · p3)3(b · p2 − b · p1) +

t

u
(b · p1 − b · p4)3(b · p2 − b · p1)

+ tb2
[
3(b · p1)2 + 3(b · p3)2 + (b · p4)2 − (b · p1)(3b · p2 + 4b · p3 + 3b · p4)

+ (b · p2)(b · p4 − 2b · p3)
]
− b4(t2 − 3tu+ u2)− 2

[
(b · p1)4 + (b · p3)4 + (b · p4)4

]
+ ub2

[
3(b · p1)2 + (b · p3)2 + 3(b · p4)2 − (b · p1)(3b · p2 + 3b · p3 + 4b · p4)

+ (b · p2)(b · p3 − 2b · p4)
]

+ (b · p1)3(6b · p2 + 5b · p3 + 5b · p4)

− (b · p1)2
[
7(b · p3)2 + 7(b · p4)2 + 4(b · p3)(b · p4) + 5(b · p2)(b · p3 + b · p4)

]
+ (b · p1)

[
(b · p4)2(b · p3 − b · p2)− (b · p3)2(b · p2 − 6b · p3) + (b · p3)(b · p4)(4b · p2

+ b · p3) + 6(b · p4)3
]

+ (b · p2)(b · p3 + b · p4)
[
2(b · p3)2 − 3(b · p3)(b · p4)− 2(b · p4)2

]}
.

(3.9)

In the case of a purely timelike background, i.e, bµ = (b0,~0), the Eq. 3.9 will be

(
dσ

dΩ

)0

LIV

=

(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

− e4(gb0)
4
[
4E2(t+ u) + t2 + u2 + tu

]
− 2e4(gb0)

2
(

8E2 + t+ u
)
. (3.10)

We emphasize that in models that use the lagrangian (3.1) with the electromagnetic

tensor instead of its dual, the purely timelike background does not generate contributions

for LIV.

Deviations from the QED predictions are usually expressed in terms of cutoff param-

eters, the 95% confidence limits on the QED-cutoff parameters tells us that(
dσ

dΩ

)/(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

= 1± (s2/2Λ4
±)/sin2θ. (3.11)

For γ-pair production at energy center-of-mass of 29 GeV, the polar-angular regions |cosθ| ≤
0.55, Λ = 59 GeV and

√
s = 29 GeV [37], we obtain the upper bound (gbµ) ≤ 10−19(eV )−1.

4 Lorentz violation with axial-like nonminimal coupling

The Lorentz-violating Lagrange density of interest in this section is given by

LLIV = LQED + Laxial

= ψ̄ (iγµ∂µ −m)ψ − 1

4
F 2
µν − eψ̄γµψAµ + gbνψ̄γµγ5ψF̃µν , (4.1)
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where the term Laxial represents a axial-like nonminimal coupling, due to the presence of

the matrix γ5. The diagrams of the (a) and (b) of the Fig. 3 for u-channel will contribute

to the scattering amplitude with

iMt
a,axial = v̄(p2)

(
ig5b

µγνγ5(p1 − p3)αεµναβη
βµ
)
ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)(−ieγν)u(p1),(4.2)

and

iMt
b,axial = v̄(p2)(−ieγµ)ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)

(
ig5b

µγνγ5(p1 − p3)αεµναβη
βµ
)
u(p1).(4.3)

For diagram (c) in the Fig. 3, we have

iMt
c,axial = v̄(p2)

(
ig5b

µγνγ5(p1 − p3)αεµναβηβµ
)
ε∗µ(p4)

i(/p1 − /p3 +m)

(p1 − p3)2 −m2
ε∗ν(p3)×(

ig5b
ωγδγ5(p1 − p3)κεωδκσησω

)
u(p1). (4.4)

The diagrams of the (a) and (b) of the Fig. 3 for u-channel will contribute to the

scattering amplitude wit

iMu
a,axial = v̄(p2)

(
ig5b

νγµγ5(p1 − p4)αενµαβη
βν
)
ε∗µ(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)(−ieγν)u(p1),(4.5)

and

iMu
b,axial = v̄(p2)(−ieγν)ε∗ν(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)

(
ig5b

νγµγ5(p1 − p4)αενµαβη
βν
)
u(p1).(4.6)

For diagram (c) in the Fig. 3, we have

iMu
c,axial = v̄(p2)

(
ig5b

νγµγ5(p1 − p4)αενµαβηβν
)
ε∗µ(p3)

i(/p1 − /p4 +m)

(p1 − p4)2 −m2
ε∗µ(p4)×(

ig5b
ωγδγ5(p1 − p4)κεωδκσησω

)
u(p1). (4.7)

Thus, the Lorentz-violated cross section written in terms Mandelstam variables it become

(
dσ

dΩ

)
LIV

=

(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

+

(
dσ

dΩ

)
axial

, (4.8)
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where the second term is(
dσ

dΩ

)
axial

=
α2g4

4s

{
u

t
(b · p1 − b · p3)3(b · p2 − b · p1) +

t

u
(b · p1 − b · p4)3(b · p2 − b · p1) +

tb2
[
3(b · p1)2 + 3(b · p3)2 + (b · p4)2 − (b · p1)(3b · p2 + 4b · p3 + 3b · p4) + (b · p2)(b · p4 − 2b · p3)

]
+

ub2
[
3(b · p1)2 + (b · p3)2 + 3(b · p4)2 − (b · p1)(3b · p2 + 3b · p3 + 4b · p4) + (b · p2)(b · p3 − 2b · p4)

]
+

b · p2
[
6(b · p1)3 − 5(b · p3 + b · p4)(b · p1)2 − ((b · p3)2 − 4(b · p4)(b · p3) + (b · p4)2 − 8)(b · p1) + (2(b · p3)2 −

3b · p4(b · p3) + 2(b · p4)2 + 4)(b · p3 + b · p4)
]
− (b · p1)2

[
7(b · p3)2 + 4(b · p4)(b · p3) + 7(b · p4)2

]
+

b · p1
[
(b · p3 + b · p4)(6(b · p3)2 − 5(b · p4)(b · p3) + 6(b · p4)2 + 4)− (b · p2)((b · p3)2 − 4(b · p4)(b · p3) +

(b · p4)2 − 8)
]

+ (b · p3)2
[
(b · p1)(b · p2)− 4

]
+ (b · p4)2

[
(b · p2)(b · p1)− 7(b · p1)2 − 4

]
−

4(b · p2)(b · p3)(b · p4)(b · p1)− 2
[
(b · p1)4 + (b · p3)4 + (b · p4)4

]
+ 5(b · p1)3(b · p3 + b · p4) −

8(b · p2)(b · p1)− b4(t2 + tu+ u2) + 2b2(t+ u)

}
. (4.9)

In the case of a purely timelike background, i.e, bµ = (b0,~0), the Eq. 4.8 will be

(
dσ

dΩ

)0

LIV

=

(
dσ

dΩ

)
QED

− e4(gb0)
4
[
4E2(t+ u) + t2 + u2 + tu

]
. (4.10)

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have investigated Lorentz symmetry breaking by analyzing the γ-pair

production scattering and exploring the influence of a vertex containing a term that vi-

olates the Lorentz symmetry of EQED. Despite the non-renormalizability of the theory,

attributed to the mass dimension of -1 associated with the term violating Lorentz sym-

metry, our study has shed light on important aspects of Lorentz violation with vectorial

nonminimal coupling. The calculation of the scattering amplitude was performed by re-

placing the standard vertex with the new vertex that incorporates Lorentz violation. Our

findings indicate that in the case of a purely timelike background, the presence of Lorentz

violation generates significant contributions to the scattering process. It is worth noting

that in models utilizing the lagrangian with the electromagnetic tensor instead of its dual,

the purely timelike background does not give rise to contributions for Lorentz invariance

violation. Moreover, we have also explored Lorentz violation with axial-like nonminimal

coupling, where the term Laxial represents an axial-like nonminimal coupling due to the

presence of the matrix γ5. This additional coupling introduces further modifications to the

scattering amplitude, emphasizing the intricate nature of Lorentz symmetry breaking in

various scenarios. Overall, our study contributes to the growing understanding of Lorentz

violation and provides valuable insights into the effects of different types of nonminimal

couplings on the dynamics of particle interactions.
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1. Introduction

Concerning its gravitational force the existence of dark matter is incorporated in the standard

cosmological model, but the non-gravitational properties of the dark matter is much less well-

established and even connected with seeming contradictions or mysteries.

Many physicists still believe in WIMPs being the dark matter, while we ourselves go for a model

hopefully incorporable into the Standard Model, in which the dark matter is more like macroscopic

structures of ordinary matter (only with one new vacuum story added). But let us start by looking

at a few questions:

1.1 Mysteries concerning Dark Matter

• Why do the Xenon experiments not “see” the dark matter ?

The answer of our model: The dark matter particles get stopped down to too low speed by

the atmosphere and the shielding. Then they do not have enough speed to bring the nuclei in

the detector up to a speed that gives visible scintillation in the counters.

• But how can then DAMA “see” the dark matter?

Our answer: Dark matter radiates electrons. DAMA only tests that it is dark matter by the

seasonal variation [1, 2], while the Xenon-experiments exclude (or can separate) the electron

induced signal. So DAMA would accept as possible dark matter a signal with sufficiently

high energy electrons. However such high energy electrons would not be produced by simple

collisions of a few hundred km/s dark matter particles; so special radiation would be needed.

• Could the Xenon experiments then not look for electrons also?

Our answer: Yes, and indeed Xenon1T “saw” a little excess of “electron recoil events” of

energy about 3.5 keV [3].

Unfortunately this little electron-recoil effect was retested and it turned out, as reported in a

paper published shortly after this workshop [4], to probably have been due to the presence of

radon gas. So now the situation is that the Xenon-experiments saw nothing in electron recoil

events either.

• But recoil electrons from 300 km/s collisions only have about 1 eV energy, not keV’s!

Our model answer: Our dark matter particles can be excited so as to radiate 3.5 keV X-rays

or electrons.

• How does the dark matter get excited so as to radiate electrons in DAMA?

Our answer: The dark matter particles get heated up and excited by the interaction with the

atmosphere while being stopped.

• But if they get so easily stopped and slowed down, does it not mean that the dark matter is

not truly dark?
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Answer: It has an “inverse darkness”

f

"
= 15<2/:6 (for velocity E → 0. ) (1)

enough for stopping, but only little noticed in astronomy.

In fact Correa made a fit of dwarf galaxy star velocities in a model with self interacting dark

matter, SIDM, and obtained the value 15<2/:6 for the low velocity limit of the ratio of the

cross section relative to the mass of a dark matter particle [5]. At higher velocities the cross

section falls off. Her results are displayed in Figure 1.

1.2 Our only moderately dark Dark Matter

In our model the dark matter particles or pearls consist of a tiny bubble of a new speculated

vacuum filled with highly compressed ordinary matter, say carbon, surrounded by an approximately

100 times larger dust grain. This dust grain can be washed off in the Earth’s atmosphere, leaving

behind a cleaned vacuum bubble with a cross section say 10000 times smaller than that of the dusty

pearl. The cleaned dark matter pearl gets decelerated to a much slower speed in the atmosphere and

can then penetrate slowly through the shielding of the earth down to say DAMA.

Thus we have for the dusty pearls (at low velocity and at 1000 km/s in big galaxy clusters) and

cleaned pearls the following values for the "inverse darkness ” f
"

(where f is the cross section of

the pearl and " its mass):

f

"
|E→0 = 15<2/:6 (“observed”, dusty) (2)

f

"
|2;40= = 10−3<2/:6 (cleaned, vacuum-bubble) (3)

f

"
|E=1000:</B = 10−2<2/:6 (“observed”, dusty, big clusters) (4)

Note that even our dusty dark matter is dark compared to atoms, but conventional WIMP dark

matter is much darker than ours:

Carbon C:
f

"
|� =

f�

12D ∗ 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6/D
= 7.73 ∗ 105<2/:6

WIMP say:
<−2

,

<,

∼
(0.2 ∗ 10−17)2<2

2 ∗ 10−27:6
∼ 10−8<2/:6

Figure 2 shows that dark matter with only gravitational interactions does not function so well

in simulations on dwarf galaxies [5].

2. Our Model of Dark Matter in principle inside the Standard Model

Provided we can invent some theoretical story like that QCD, instead of being simply confined

and having the Gellman (* (3) symmetry of rotating the light quarks into each other or better the

chiral part of it being spontaneously broken, could have another phase where the diagonal subgroup

2
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Figure 1: By fitting to various dwarf galaxies Correa [5] has obtained the ratio of the cross section for one

dark particle hitting another one divided by the mass of such a particle, f
"

, also called the inverse darkness,

as a function of the velocity in the collision. Since varying the mass and the cross section by the same factor

would not change any effect of the dark matter, one can of course never obtain anything but this ratio from

the dark matter effects on the ordinary matter.

of the two (* (3)s survives spontaneous breaking [6]. Then we could speculate on the existence of

two phases of the QCD-part of the vacuum-structure. Really QCD and the usual Nambu-JonaLasinio

spontaneous breaking is sufficiently complicated that a slightly different QCD-part of the vacuum

structure can not be excluded. If such a possibility had just been overlooked so far then, due to the

QCD-physics, there could be two phases of the vacuum, and our speculation about an extra vacuum

inside of the dark matter bubbles could be realized completely inside the Standard Model. This

could of course explain why LHC did not see any new physics in spite of it usually being strongly

expected from considering dark matter.

3



Dusty Dark Matter Bubbles, X-rays Holger B. Nielsen

Figure 2: This figure should illustrate that when Correa simulated the dark matter distribution, under

the assumption of a purely gravity interaction, and regained a prediction for the star velocities it was not

successful. So there is a call for e.g. interaction of the dark matter with itself.

• Why did LHC not see any dark matter?

Our answer: In our model the dark matter is composed from ordinary stuff like nuclei and

electrons being caught into a bubble of a second phase of the vacuum.

There is no “new physics” in our model, except that we do not know how the two (or more)

types of vacua come about.

But we speculate that they can appear inside the Standard Model without genuine new physics;

only with fine tunings of couplings.

Presumably: One vacuum with confinement; another one with QCD color Higgsed to be

aligned with a Gellman (* (3). Another idea is that Nambu-JonaLasinio Goldstone boson

fields (the pseudoscalar meson fields) could be correlated a little differently in the different

vacuum-phases. We shall show some “Columbia-plots” at the end that might give hope for

this latter “different correlations in Nambu-JonaLasinio” idea.

There is another difficult question

4
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• If DAMA can observe dark matter particles emitting fast electrons with energies of the order

of 3.5 keV, then why can the Xenon-experiments not see them?

Our model answer: This is because the Xenon experiments have a fluid and when the dark

matter particles come to the fluid they fall much faster than in the solid NaI in the DAMA

experiment. So the dark matter particles spend much less time in one kg of xenon than in one

kg of NaI.

This problem is very hard to solve with a WIMP-type model except if mysteriously the nuclear

physics is very different for xenon versus the other elements Na and I, which sounds almost

like fine-tuning the xenon interaction with the WIMP to have a special cancellation! The fluid

solid difference between the two scintillators is the almost only proper qualitative difference

between them. (Remember that LUX and other xenon experiment have looked so accurately

that had there even been the amount of WIMPs that would give the seasonal excess in DAMA,

they should have been able to see it.)

A related question is:

• Is there a way to check our dark matter model?

Our answer: One good check of our model would be to confirm that the DAMA signal for

dark matter is due to the emission of fast electrons rather than nuclear recoils. In fact the

COSINUS experiment [7] is presently being set up in Gran Sasso using NaI scintillating

crystals as a target to cross-check the DAMA results. It is capable of disentangling 4−/W

events from nuclear recoils on an event-by-event basis, which should provide a good test of

our model.

3. Our picture of the Dark Matter Pearls

In our model [8–19] the dark matter consists of macroscopic massive pearls, which in the

interior has a little piece - very exactly a perfect sphere - of a vacuum in phase 2 so to speak filled

with some ordinary material, such as say carbon, under high pressure. Then this little bubble of new

vacuum is surrounded by a bigger but not so heavy grain of dust. The point is that, even though the

ordinary material inside the bubble is in the new vacuum and highly compressed, it still interacts

chemically and mechanically with the dust and thus presumably does not stay clean in the Universe

for 13.6 milliards years even if it should have been created clean, in the sense that at first there was

plasma around it rather than material that could contaminate it.

The dark matter particles or pearls are composed of:

• A nm-size bubble of a new speculated vacuum filled with highly compressed atomic stuff,

say carbon. (We really have only very weak constraints on the size of the pearls.)

Let us remark that there is not so much to observe that can give us a good estimate of the

mass of the dark matter particles. Therefore our estimate of the size of the dark matter pearls

is very uncertain. If we use the idea to be found in our talk on "Tensions in Cosmology” [20]

that the cosmological constant might be replaced by a network of domain walls, a surface

tension of the dark matter bubbles of the order of (30 MeV)3 would be called for. Then dark

5
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Figure 3: This picture (from Wikipedia) is an attempt to draw the distribution of galaxies in perspective as

3-dimensional. It shows several voids, regions with only a few galaxies, and by accident has rings around

these voids. You could roughly take these rings to suggestively represent domain walls, in a speculation that

the voids were of a different type (phase) of vacuum than the galaxy rich regions (clusters etc.).

matter bubbles would be of 10−8< size, an order of magnitude larger than the here mentioned

nanometre size. But, as stressed above, the mass is not well determined.

• A surrounding dust particle of “metallicity” material such as C, O, Si, Fe, ..., presumably

of some non-integer Hausdorff dimension about 2. This atomic matter is influenced by the

electrons being in a superposition partly inside the bubble of the new vacuum, where there is

a very high gap between filled and unfilled electron states.

The pearls interact:

• with other dark matter particles,

• with atomic matter.

6



Dusty Dark Matter Bubbles, X-rays Holger B. Nielsen

4. Huge New Vacuum Bubbles possible, if really there are different Vacua

If really the idea - our main new idea - that there are several phases of vacuum were true, as

well as our assumption that the different phases have the same energy density, then a priori one

could expect huge, astronomically large, regions with a different vacuum phase from that of another

large region. If so, however, there would still be the surfaces - the domain walls - in between these

different regions.

Now if these surfaces in between the regions would have energy per area densities as expected

by dimensional arguments for new physics beyond the Standard Model, then these densities of

energy on the domain wall would be so huge that astronomical size domain walls would upset our

usual cosmological picture very strongly. Only because the domain wall energy density needed

to fit our dark matter turns out to be surprisingly small from the new physics expectation point of

view, does it become possible to speculate seriously that the domain walls could really exist out in

space - and e.g. surround the voids (the big regions in space with rather few galaxies) - and only

contribute tolerably to the cosmological parameters. This is illustrated in Figure 3.

The idea of having huge astronomical size vacuum bubbles will be taken up in our contribution

to the Corfu workshop on “Tensions in Cosmology” just after this workshop [20].

5. Multiple Point (Criticality) Principle

As mentioned above our main new idea which we incorporate into the Standard Model is the

Multiple Point Principle (MPP) [21–24], according to which there should be several phases of the

vacuum and that they should be degenerate in the sense of having the same energy density. This

principle can be used to fine-tune and hence predict the value of coupling constants. It was applied

some time ago at the Planck scale in a somewhat complicated model to correctly predict the number

of families in the Standard Model [25, 26], prior to the LEP measurement of the number of light

neutrino species.

Later we used MPP to PREdict the mass of the Higgs particle before this particle was found

experimentally [27, 28]. In addition to the usual vacuum with a Higgs vacuum expectation value

of 246 GeV, we obtained another vacuum degenerate with it but having a very large Higgs field

expectation value of order the Planck scale ∼ 1018 GeV. In Figure 4 we reproduce a copy of a

painting including one of us, in which the Higgs mass prediction 135�4+ ±10�4+ is on the black

board (although the 1 in the 135 is hidden behind the member of the cabinet Mogens Lykketoft’s

head).

There may not exist any true derivation of our “Multiple Point Criticality Principle”, because

it is basically an assumption. A good argument for it is very similar to the argument for having the

melting point temperature when you have both say ice and water together. It occurs often and even

has a name “slush”, and having slush one knows that the temperature is 00 Celsius (see Figure 5).

6. The 3.5 keV X-ray from Dark Matter

The most important support for our model may be that we find the energy 3.5 keV in two

different places as a possible characteristic level transition energy difference for dark matter:

7
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Figure 4: This painting of one of the authors and the Danish finance minister was painted long before

the Higgs particle was observed at LHC. Nevertheless due to our “Multiple Point Criticality Principle”, we

predicted the mass value for the Higgs particle 135�4+±10�4+ as with the 1 hidden by Mogens Lykketoft’s

head is seen on the painting. The much later measured value is 125�4+ .

• The energy of the X-ray line from galaxy clusters, galaxies and strangely the Tycho supernova

remnant long suspected as coming from dark matter.

• As average of the energy of the DAMA dark matter events.

In section 12 we report on some progress made since the workshop on our understanding of

the observed intensity of the 3.5 keV X-ray radiation. Our picture now is that most of the sources

are well understood by the fit of Cline and Frey [29], in which the rate of this line emission goes as

the square of the dark matter density. This corresponds to the dominating process being a collision

or perhaps annihilation of two dark matter particles, which get some excitation emitting the 3.5

keV line. However, of course the emission in a visible amount from the Tycho supernova remnant

cannot be dominantly due to this dark + dark collision [30], but must involve some ordinary matter

colliding with the dark matter. Also the outskirts of the Perseus Cluster, where the dark matter

density has fallen, and the centre of the Milky Way are two further sources of the 3.5 keV line,

where we now think that it is collision of ordinary matter - expected to be hot atoms with energy of

the order of X-rays - with the dark matter that excites the latter to emit the 3.5 keV line.

In our model we have long supposed that the dark matter bubbles of new vacuum contain

matter in which the electron spectrum has a gap, a homolumo gap between the filled levels and the

8
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Figure 5: Slush.

empty levels. It is this homolumo gap which, because of the very high pressure in the ordinary

matter contained inside the bubble, has the unusually high value (compared to ordinary chemistry)

of 3.5 keV for the energy difference between the highest(H) occupied(O) level (molecular orbit =

MO) and the lowest(L) unoccupied(U) molecular orbit. This should then explain the tendency for

the dark matter bubble to emit an X-ray of just this frequency. The excited electrons should go to

the lowest unoccupied states and from there jump, under 3.5 keV X-ray line emission, down to a

hole in the band of normally occupied states.

7. The Dust sitting on the Dark Matter Pearls/Bubbles

Since our bubbles of new vacuum contain - are pumped up with - ordinary matter (under

pressure) it is not surprising, but rather expected, that a chemical interaction could be formed

between the ordinary matter inside the bubble and the ordinary matter outside. In fact we expect

that, due to the high pressure, some electrons will already by the Fermi statistics flow a bit over

and actually be present outside the proper skin (= domain wall). So the bubbles have a high chance

of getting contaminated by dust or other matter in the outer space where they move along. So we

should imagine that the true dark matter particles are probably much like dust grains with a bubble

of new vacuum filled with say carbon sitting in it somewhere. Or, if the bubbles are very large, they

may literally be dirty bubbles.

Simulations of the growth of a dust grain, in which the atoms get attached to the dirt rather few

at a time [31], show that the dust grain easily develops to have a lower Hausdorff dimension than a

compact dust ball would have. The dust could easily be more like a little surface or some stringy

network structure. The growth of a dust grain and the development of its fractal dimension in such

9
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Figure 6: Results of simulations of dust grains growing by adding single atoms or molecules [31] suggest

that the Hausdorff dimension can become low of the order 1 or 2.

a simulation is given in Figure 6 . An example of such a fractal cosmic dust grain built up from

1024 monomers [32] is given in Figure 7.

We expect that such a dust grain would collect on top of one of our dark matter pearls, which

in itself is very much like a seed atom. We may illustrate that in Figure 8 by drawing our little pearl

as a bubble of new vacuum inside the dust grain. If the grain size is 0.1`< and the bubble size is

1=< = 0.001`<, then the bubble is about 100 times smaller than the dust grain. But now if we

should seek to implement the ideas of adjusting the tension in the domain walls to make it possible

for the domain walls to take over the role of the cosmological constant, we should take somewhat

larger bubbles in the middle and the dust grain would not be so much larger than the bubble of the

second vacuum.

8. Achievements

Important achievements of our model:

• Explains that only DAMA “see” the dark matter by the particles interacting so strongly as to

be quite slow and unable to knock nuclei hard enough to make observable signals. Instead

10
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Figure 7: Picture of a fractal cosmic dust grain constructed from 1024 monomers [32]. The mentioned

lower Hausdorff dimensionality of the dust grains - if say one dimensional - would mean that the dust grain

is really more like some knot of strings of molecules than a pearl.

Figure 8: Our dark matter particle is a bubble with a dust grain round it. The bubble is supposedly much

heavier than the dust grain.

the DAMA signal is explained as due to emission of electrons with the “remarkable energy

of 3.5 keV” from pearls in an excited state.

• The characteristic frequency of electron or photon emission by the dark matter particles is

due to a homolumo gap in the material inside the bubble of the new vacuum. This gap should

be equal to the 3.5 keV.

• We have made a rather complicated calculation of what happens when the bubbles - making

up the main part of the dark matter particle - hit each other and the surface/skin/domain wall

contracts and how one gets out a part of the energy as 3.5 keV X-rays [14]. We fit with one

parameter both the very frequency 3.5 keV, and the overall intensity of the corresponding

11
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Figure 9: Illustration stressing that the pole peak in the ideal NFW-distribution at the centre of a galaxy,

which is what truly only gravitationally interacting dark matter should form, is phenomenologically not quite

as sharp as it should be. This could reveal self interaction of dark matter SIDM as in Correa’s fits.

X-ray line observed from galaxy clusters etc. The production mechanism gives an intensity

proportional to the dark matter density squared and we use the results of the analysis of Cline

and Frey [29] whose model shares this property.

• We explain why - otherwise mysteriously - the 3.5 keV line was seen by Jeltema and Profumo

[30] from the Tycho supernova remnant and probably also explain problems with the Perseus

galaxy cluster 3.5 keV observations. This is by claiming the excitation of the bubbles comes

from cosmic radiation in the supernova remnant. After the workshop we now tend to think

that it is not the cosmic rays, but rather hot atoms that are most important. Cosmic rays would

survive so long that they would make embarrassingly high intensities for the 3.5 keV line

from say the supernovae in the Milky Way Center.

• According to expectations from ideal dark matter that only interacts essentially by gravity,

there should be e.g in a dwarf galaxy a concentrated peak or cusp of dark matter (the NFW

distribution [33]), but that seems not to be true. The inner density profile rather seems to be

flat as expected for self-interacting dark matter [34], as illustrated in Figure 9. Correa [5]

can fit the dwarf galaxy star velocities by the hypothesis that dark matter particles interact

with each other with a cross section over mass ratio increasing for lower velocity, as shown

in Figure 1. We fit the cross section over mass velocity dependence of hers. But we need a

“hardening ” of the dust around the bubbles.

We have already seen in Figure 1 how the inverse darkness f
"

of the dark matter varies with

12
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Figure 10: The mountains above the Gran Sasso laboratories.

velocity roughly in the way that it stands at about 15<2/:6 up to velocities of the order of

220 km/s. For higher velocity it begins to fall and becomes so small that one mainly has

upper bounds for f
"

for velocities present in the interior of big galactic clusters.

9. Impact

We imagine that the dark matter pearls lose their dust grain in the atmosphere or at least, if not

before, by the penetration into the earth shielding and that they at the same time get excited by means

of the energy of the braking of the pearls. For a very small number of the pearls this excitation

energy gets radiated first much later when the pearl has passed through the earth shielding to the

underground detectors (see Figure 10), so as to deliver X-ray radiation with just the characteristic 3.5

keV energy per photon. The energy is delivered we guess by electrons or photons. Thus experiments

like the xenon experiments do not “see” it when looking for nucleus-caused events. Only DAMA,

which does not notice if it is from nuclei or from electrons, does not throw electron-caused events

away as something else.

The dark matter pearls come in with high speed (galactic velocity), but get stopped down to a

much lower speed by interaction with the atmosphere and the shielding mountains, whereby they

also get excited to emit 3.5 keV X-rays or electrons.

9.1 The Xenon experiments versus DAMA Contradiction

The really most mysterious result is that the xenon-based experiments do not “see” the dark

matter, while DAMA “sees” it1. We want to explain the seemingly severe contradiction on Figure

11 of 5 orders of magnitude say: the DAMA-LIBRA experiment see per kg roughly 105 times more

than the upper limits for the best xenon experiments. Compared to LUX it may only be a factor 103

say, but even that is a severe contradiction.

Our explanation should be that our dark matter bubble or pearl falls through the xenon ex-

periment containers with liquid xenon essentially by free fall while they move much slower in the

solid materials, especially the sodium iodide NaI. But in order to avoid the seasonal variation being

1We note that the ANAIS experiment has failed to see an annual modulation with NAI(Tl) scintillators and their

results [35] are incompatible with the DAMA-LIBRA results at 3f .
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Figure 11: Upper limits on the dark matter nucleon cross section as a function of the dark matter mass from

various direct detection experiments. The lilac region in the top right of the plot corresponds to the DAMA

data interpreted as due to WIMPS, with a cross section of f = 10−402<2. However in the same mass region

of order 10 GeV the limits from some of the xenon experiments go down to 10−442<2 or 10−452<2, i.e. about

5 orders of magnitude in contradiction with DAMA.

smeared away, the pearls have to come the 1400 m down to the experiments in less than a year. So

the velocity on the average down through the mountain has to be at least

Sinking velocity EB8=: ≥
1400<

H40A
(5)

=
1400<

31556926B
(6)

= 4.4 ∗ 10−5</B. (7)

This is to be compared with the velocity, which a pearl of dark matter achieves in free fall inside

the tank with the fluid xenon making up the typical xenon experiment. Since the acceleration at the

Earth’s surface is 9.8</B2, the velocity reached in a tank of depth 3 is given as

E 5 0;; ≈
√

3 ∗ 9.8</B2 (8)

= 3</B (for e.g 3 = 1< big tank) (9)

This velocity in the essentially free fall in the fluid can reach up to be of order 105 times larger than

the 4.4 ∗ 10−5</B needed to ensure the pearls come down within a year.

It must though be said here that if we want the pearls to pass through the shielding somewhat

faster than in a year then one should expect to see something soon in the xenon experiments. Now,
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however, what the xenon experiments looked for was a nuclear collision, and they at first sorted

away the electron events. Their limits for electron events are much less strong and thus there is

indeed no contradiction as yet, provided that we believe the story of pearls being stopped by the

shielding and released again when coming to the fluid.

This means that indeed the slowed down particle idea could solve the otherwise extremely

difficult problem of resolving the apparent contradiction between the DAMA-LIBRA experiment

and the xenon ones!

In article [4] the XenonnT collaboration rechecked the “electron recoil excess” previously

observed in the Xenon1T experiment, and found that there was no effect signalling anything strange

any more. Compared to the old results [3] we can roughly say that the number of events in one

bin went down so that a previous excess of 30 �E4=CB/(C ∗ H ∗ :4+) becomes an upper limit of

say 10 �E4=CB/(C ∗ H ∗ :4+) and another bin went even less down. With the original - now to be

considered wrong - measurement we found [18] that there was a need for the faster passage through

the liquid xenon than through the DAMA NaI by a factor 250 in order to diminish the rate of electron

observation per kg. In other words we needed that the pearls of dark matter spend per kg a factor 250

shorter time in the liquid xenon than in the NaI. Now we see that this factor 250 is not enough but

should be increased by a factor corresponding to the decrease from the 30 �E4=CB/(C ∗ H ∗ :4+) to

the 10 �E4=CB/(C ∗ H∗ :4+) in one bin. Already the next most important bin is much less significant,

and we shall crudely estimate that adding the two bins would mean the effect went down by a factor

of 4 just to be on what is now the upper limit. So the upper limit on the signal in XenonnT is

4 ∗ 250 = 1000 times smaller than the signal in the DAMA-LIBRA experiment.

If we say, for illustration, that the free fall velocity in the xenon experiments is 3m/s, then the

speed through the NaI in DAMA-LIBRA needs to be 1000 times slower, so that the time spent in

a region of a kg in DAMA-LIBRA becomes 1000 or more times longer than the corresponding

time spent in a region of a kg in the liquid xenon experiments. In order to achieve this the velocity

through the NaI or similar solids should be
3</B
1000

= 3<</B. In this case the time taken to pass down

through the earth shielding will be

“Passage time”>= ;8<8C ≈
1400<

3<</B
(10)

= 4.2 ∗ 106B =
4.2 ∗ 106B

3.1 ∗ 107H/B
(11)

= 1.3 ∗ 10−1H (12)

= 1.5<>=Cℎ (13)

So our model is a bit in tension with the DAMA results. Namely it suggests that the time of

year for the maximal signal from the dark matter observation in DAMA should be shifted to be a

bit later - by 1.5 month - than the time of year estimated from the astronomical expectation of the

motion of the rest system of the dark matter in the neighbourhood of our solar system.

10. How much available dust?

We would like to get an estimate from the various types of matter available in the Universe as

to how much dust can be afforded to settle on the dark matter bubbles. This will provide a check
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of our ideas by comparing with the inverse darkness ratio f
"

in the limit of low velocity, where

one would expect the dust to play the dominant role in the case that the dust grain is larger than the

proper bubble.

Let us begin by reviewing the amounts of matter of the different types available in the Universe:

• 27% dark matter (while 68% of a form of energy known as dark energy, and 5 % ordinary

matter).

• The elements heavier than hydrogen and helium make up of order 2% of ordinary matter and

are known as "metals”. Oxygen is the most abundant "metal" making up about 1%, carbon

about 0.5% and iron down to 0.1% The comoving density of these "metals” together [36] is

"metal” density ≅ 5.0 ∗ 106"⊙"?2−3 (14)

= 3.7 ∗ 10−31:6/<3. (15)

10.1 Inverse Darkness f
"

Using the atomic radii we can calculate the cross sections for the following atoms:

Hydrogen H: A� = 25?< ⇒ f� = cA2
� = 1963?<2 (16)

Helium He: A�4 = 30?< ⇒ f�4 = c ∗ A2
�4 = 2827?<2 (17)

Carbon C: A� = 70?< ⇒ f� = c ∗ A2
� = 15394?<2 (18)

Silicon Si: A(8 = 110?< ⇒ f(8 = c ∗ A2
(8 = 38013?<2 (19)

Using that one atomic unit 1D = 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6 we get for the inverse darkness ratios f
"

for

the atoms mentioned:

Hydrogen H:
f�

1D ∗ 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6/D
= 1.18 ∗ 106<2/:6 (20)

Helium He:
f�4

4D ∗ 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6/D
= 4.26 ∗ 105<2/:6 (21)

Carbon C:
f�

12D ∗ 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6/D
= 7.73 ∗ 105<2/:6 (22)

Silicon Si:
f(8

28D ∗ 1.66 ∗ 10−27:6/D
= 8.18 ∗ 105<2/:6 (23)

In a dust grain the atoms will typically shadow each other and thus this ratio “the inverse

darkness” will be smaller than if the atoms were all exposed to the collision considered. If we

denote the average number of atoms lying in the shadow of one atom by “numberthickness” we will

have for the ratio for the full grain say

f

"
|6A08= =

f
"
|0C><

“numberthickness”
(24)

If the dust grain has a fractal dimension 2 or less there is no shadowing and the parameter "num-

berthickness” = 1.
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If we insert in the grain a mass-wise dominating bubble, the whole object will of course get a

smaller ratio due to the higher mass,

f

"
|2><?>B43 =

f

"
|6A08= ∗

"6A08=

"
, (25)

where " is the mass of the bubble or, if it dominates the whole composite object, the dark matter

particle.

On the average of course the mass ratio
"6A08=

"
of the dust around the bubble and the bubble

itself can never be bigger than the ratio of the amount of dust-suitable mass to that of the dark

matter in the Universe. So noting that the grain should largely be made up of the elements heavier

than helium, the so-called “metals”, and that these make up only of the order of 1% of the ordinary

matter which again is only about 1/6 of the mass of the dark matter, we must have

"6A08=

"
≤ 1%/6 = 1/600. (26)

But really of course not all the “metal” has even reached out to the intergalactic medium, let alone

been caught up by the dark matter. So we expect an appreciably smaller value for this ratio of

dust caught by dark matter relative to the dark matter itself. Taking 7 ∗ 105<2/:6 as the typical
f
"
|0C>< for dust-suitable atoms and using the so to speak simplest “equilibrium” value for

"6A08=

"

by combining equations (25, 26) and using “numberthickness” = 1, we get

First estimate:
f

"
≈

7 ∗ 105<2/:6

600
(27)

= 1.2 ∗ 103<2/:6 = 1200<2/:6. (28)

In earlier papers we have already used the dark matter self-interaction in the low velocity limit

extracted from Correa’s fit to the dwarf galaxy data shown in Figure 1 to give

f

"
|E−−>0 = 15<2/:6. (29)

So our first estimate comes out about a factor 100 over the observed value. However the dust on the

dark matter was collected in a much earlier era than today, at least at first.

We now wish to use a crude estimate of the amount of dust that might pile up around a dark

matter bubble with a given velocity during the evolution of the Universe. There are two important

effects to be taken into account. First of all the metal density was higher in the past due to the

reduction in the “radius" of the Universe by a factor (1 + I)−1 where I is the red shift. Secondly the

metallicity was lower in the past and we use the linear fits of De Cia et al. [37] to its z dependence in

our estimate of the rate of collection of metals by our pearls. We hence find that the most important

time for the rate of collection of metals corresponds to I = 3.3, when the age of the Universe was

1.52 milliard years. At this time the rate of collecting metals for a given velocity was about 8.4

times bigger than if using the present metallicity and density. So we might crudely estimate the

amount of dust then being collected by using an effective metal density of

“metal density”4 5 5 = 3.71 ∗ 10−31:6/<3 ∗ 8.4 (30)

= 3.1 ∗ 10−30:6/<3 (31)

= 1.7 ∗ 10−3�4+/22/<3. (32)
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The metallicity at that time [37] was a factor 10−1 times the one today. So the factor 1/600

in equation (26) for the “metals” accessible to be caught by the composite dark matter particle

becomes

"6A08=

"
= 1%/6/10 =

1

6000
. (33)

So taking f
"
|0C>< = 7 ∗ 105<2/:6 for the atoms of dust and assuming all the accessible "metals”

are caught by our dark matter pearls, we obtain our estimate for the inverse darkness of the dark

matter particle composed with a dust grain of dimension 2 or less:

f

"
|2><?>B43 =

f

"
|6A08= ∗

"6A08=

"
(34)

= 7 ∗ 105<2/:6/6000 (35)

= 1.2 ∗ 102<2/:6. (36)

This is of course really an upper limit for the inverse darkness, as not all of the "metal” will have

been caught up by the dark matter.

Our estimated ratio

f

"
|2><?>B43 = 120<2/:6, (37)

is actually one order of magnitude larger than the value extracted from the dwarf galaxy data

f

"
|�>AA40,E→0 = 15<2/:6. (38)

This can be considered as a success for our model.

We now consider whether there is enough time to collect up so much dust. For orientation we

could first ask how much metal-matter at all could be collected by a dust grain while already of the

order of 10−7< in size, meaning a cross section of 10−14<2, and with a velocity of say 300 km/s =

3 ∗ 105</B during an effective age of the universe of 1.52<8;;80A3 years = 4.8 ∗ 1016B. We obtain

“available “metals” ” 5 >A10−14<2,300:</B = 3 ∗ 105</B ∗ 4.8 ∗ 1016B ∗ 10−14<2 ∗ 3.1 ∗ 10−30:6/<3

= 4.4 ∗ 10−22:6 (39)

= 2.4 ∗ 105�4+, (40)

which is to be compared to what the mass of a (107<)3 large dust particle with say specific weight

1000:6/<3 would be, namely 10−18:6. So such a “normal” size 0.1`< dust grain could not collect

itself in the average conditions in the Universe.

However, if the grain to be constructed had lower dimension than 3, it would help because then

the cross section could be larger for the same hoped for volume and thus mass. Decreasing say

the thickness in one of the dimensions from the 10−7< to atomic size 10−10< would for the same

collection of matter give a 1000 times smaller mass. This would bring such a “normal size” grain

close to being just collectable in the average conditions in the Universe.

Our speculated stronger forces than usual due to the big homolumo gap would not help much,

because the grain cannot catch the atoms in intergalactic space which it does not come near enough

to touch.
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10.2 Size of Individual Dark Matter Particles

In the approximation of dark matter having only a gravitational interaction it is well-known

that only the mass density matters, whereas the number density or the mass per particle is not

observable.

With other than gravitational interactions one could hope that it would be possible to extract

from the fits in say our model, what the particle size should be. But the possibility for that in our

model is remarkably bad! The Correa measurement yields just the “inverse darkness” ratio

f

"
=

“cross section”

mass
(41)

Our earlier very crude estimate [18] for the rate of 3.5 keV radiation from dark matter seen by

DAMA was based on:

• The total kinetic energy of the dark matter hitting the Earth per <2 per B (but not on how

many particles).

• The main part of that energy goes into 3.5 keV radiation of electrons.

• Estimate of a “suppression” factor for how small a part of this electron radiation comes from

sufficiently long living excitations to survive down to 1400 m into the Earth.

None of this depends in our estimate on the size of the dark matter particles (provided it lies inside

a very broad range)!

If the dark matter particles were so heavy that the number density is so low that the observation

over an area of about 1<2 would not get an event through every year, then it would contradict the

DAMA data. The rate of dark matter mass hitting a square meter of the Earth is

Rate = 300:</B ∗ 0.3�4+/2<3 (42)

= 3 ∗ 105</B ∗ 5.34 ∗ 10−22:6/<3 (43)

= 1.6 ∗ 10−16:6/<2/B (44)

= 5 ∗ 10−9:6/<2/H (45)

Taking the DAMA area of observation ∼ 1<2 we need to get more than one passage per year and

thus

" ≤ 5 ∗ 10−9:6 (46)

= 3 ∗ 1018�4+. (47)

Using the bubble internal mass density as estimated from the 3.5 keV homolumo gap [18], this

upper bound implies that the bubble radius ' ≤ 10−7<.

If the bubble is small compared to the surrounding dust grain, then we would not expect the

development of the dust grain around the dark matter bubble to be so different from the dust grains

out in space not having any dark matter bubble in them. In Figure 12 we present the size distribution

for dust grains from a simulation for ordinary dust particles of small dust grain production in galaxies
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Figure 12: Simulated size distribution for dust grains.

[38]. We take a typical grain size of 10−7< say. Then using the low velocity limit f
"

= 15<2/:6

gives

" = (10−7<)2/(15<2/:6) (48)

= 7 ∗ 10−16:6. (49)

Such a 3 dimensional compact grain of dust has "numberthickness” ≃ 1000 atoms behind each

other. But if now the dust grain is 2 or lower dimensional, but keeping the mass of the compact

grain combined with f
"

= 15<2/:6, there is no shadowing and we obtain a 1000 times bigger

estimate for the total or say bubble mass:

" = 1000 ∗ 7 ∗ 10−16:6 = 7 ∗ 10−13:6 (50)

(for low dimensional dust of 10−7< size).

11. Summary Tables

In Table 1 we summarize the successes of our model and give a brief explanation of each item

below.

• 1. Dwarf Galaxies, inverse darkness: Assuming the dust grain around the second vacuum

bubble has a Hausdorff dimension of 2 or less and the ratio of the dust grain mass to that of

the whole dark matter particle to be given by the total amount of metals in the gases in the

space available relative to dark matter, we obtain (see equation 33)

"6A08=

"
= 1.6 ∗ 10−4. (51)
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Table 1: Successes

# & exp/th Quantity value related Q. value

1. Dwarf Galaxies

exp inv. darkness = 15<2/:6
"6A08=

"
2 ∗ 10−5

th = f
"
|E→0 120<2/:6 1.6 ∗ 10−4

2. Dwarf Galaxies

exp Velocity par. E0 220:</B 4A3DBC� 8.1 ∗ 1013:6/B2

th. with hardening 77:</B 4A3DBC� 1 ∗ 1013:6/B2

th. without hard. 0.72</B 4A3DBC� 400:6/B2

3. DAMA-LIBRA

exp 0.0412?3/:6 suppression 1.6 ∗ 10−10

th air 0.162?3/:6 6 ∗ 10−10

th stone 1.6 ∗ 10−52?3/:6 6 ∗ 10−14

4. Jeltema & P.

exp counting rate 2.2 ∗ 10−5?ℎB/2<2/B f
"
|) H2ℎ> 5.6 ∗ 10−32<2/:6

th 3 ∗ 10−6?ℎB/B/2<2 1% ∗ U ∗ f
"
|=D2;40A 8 ∗ 10−42<2/:6

5. Intensity 3.5 kev

exp # f
" 2 10232<2/:62 b 1/4

Δ+
0.6"4+−1

th 3.6 ∗ 10222<2/:62 0.5"4+−1

6. Two Energies

ast line 3.5 keV

DAMA av. en. 3.4 keV

This leads to our estimate of the low velocity inverse darkness for our pearls

f

"
|E=0,Cℎ = 120<2/:6, (52)

and should be compared to Correa’s value from her analysis of dwarf galaxies [5]

f

"
|E=0,4G = 15<2/:6, (53)

which would correspond to
"6A08=

"
| 5 8CC43 = 2 ∗ 10−5. (54)

• 2. Dwarf galaxies, velocity parameter: We seek to estimate the velocity scale at which the

inverse darkness f
"

as a function of velocity falls significantly. One seeks to estimate the

velocity E0 at which the colliding pearls pass so undisturbed through each other that the

bending of their paths would not disturb the motion of the pearls enough to influence the

effective interaction seen by say Correa. The first theoretical line marked “with hardening”

has assumed that the dust around the pearl has been influenced by the exceptionally large

homolumo gap in the bubble to become extremely much harder than normal dust. It therefore

keeps a large cross section up to a much higher velocity, 77:</B. The second theoretical line

has just used a more normal elastic modulus for the dust, and even at rather small velocities,

0.72</B and higher, the dust is just deformed and makes no effective bending of the motion

of the pearl.
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• 3. DAMA-LIBRA We estimate crudely the amount of kinetic energy in the dark matter

pearls being converted, assumed mostly into the excitation of the 3.5 keV electron mode,

during the stopping of the pearls in the atmosphere “air” or in the solid part of the earth

“stone”. Next one asks how much there would be per kg of matter in the earth if this energy

were smoothly distributed over a range of depths large enough to include the 1400 m deep

Gran Sasso laboratory. The amount of energy observed relative to this estimated available

amount is denoted “suppression” and taken to be small because there are several different

excitations (although with mainly 3.5 kev) of different life times. However the long life time

ones require a longer time to be excited, so that the “suppression” crudely becomes the ratio

of the excitation time available to the passage time down to the measurement place.

• 4. Jeltema and Profumo This item estimates the amount of 3.5 keV X-rays from the Tycho

supernova remnant, from which it was rather surprisingly observed by Jeltema and Profumo.

We estimate the amount of energy in the supernova remnant e.g. in the form of cosmic rays

and then believing that part of it hits the dark matter pearls and mainly goes into emission of

electrons. However a fraction of order the fine structure constant U of the excitation energy is

emitted as X-rays, which like the electrons is supposed to be mainly of the preferred energy

per particle 3.5 keV. We give a more detailed discussion of the Jeltma and Profumo results in

reference [15].

After the workshop we decided that it is probably collisions with hot atoms rather than cosmic

rays that are predominant in making the dark matter produce the 3.5 keV radiation. This is

because the cosmic rays would stay around so long as to make star formation regions like the

centre of our galaxy produce more 3.5 kev X-rays than are seen.

• 5. Intensity 3.5 keV In the model picture, that the bubbles of dark matter collide with one

another and unite under a common skin, which contracts and thereby delivers energy of

which an appreciable part is emitted as 3.5 keV X-rays, we estimate the overall intensity of

the expected 3.5 keV radiation. Cline and Frey [29] have already fitted the observed intensity

from various astronomical objects of this 3.5 keV line as being proportional to the square �2

of the density of dark matter �, from which one can extract what in our model is # f
" 2 . Here

# is the number of 3.5 keV photons expected in one dark matter dark matter collision, f the

cross section, and " the mass of a dark matter particle. It turns out that our intensity quantity
# f
" 2 and the very energy per photon (3.5 keV) are both obtained as functions of the same

parameter
b 1/4

Δ+
- essentially the Fermi momentum of the electrons in the bubble. So indeed

the two quantities “intensity” and “the 3.5 keV” are related and the values of the parameter
b 1/4

Δ+
given in column 5 for the two quantities turn out to agree. Δ+ is the binding energy of a

nucleon into the inside-phase of the vacuum, and b is the typical size of a dark matter pearl

relative to the “critical size” below which it would collapse.

• 6. Two Energies By this item we call attention to the remarkable fact that the 3.5 keV X-ray

line observed in astronomy, presumably from dark matter, has the same energy per particle

as the average energy of the events in the DAMA-LIBRA experiment having the seasonal

variation signalling that they are from dark matter.
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12. Addendum Since Workshop Held

We would like to pre-announce some of the progress we have made since the workshop and

which we hope to publish shortly:

• We have had some success assuming that the 3.5 keV X-ray radiation is not only produced

in collisions between two dark matter particles, but also when a dark matter pearl collides

with an appropriate piece of ordinary matter. Actually our speculation at present takes the

direction that, in the latter case, the major production of 3.5 keV X-rays should occur when

atoms of ordinary matter hit the dark matter. Then, namely, the atom can come with more

than 3.5 keV energy while the energy of the electron is still under this value, so that the

electron cannot penetrate into the bubble or even the hardened dust because its energy is

below the homolumo gap value. This should then mean that the electron would effectively

be strongly interacting with the dark matter pearl, while the atom still has sufficient energy

to excite the 3.5 keV line.

The contribution of the dark matter ordinary matter interaction dominates in three cases:

– The observation of the outskirts of the Perseus Cluster, which we previously dropped out

of our fit because it produced a couple of orders of magnitude more 3.5 keV X-rays than

estimated from the dark matter density squared. One shall have in mind that the dark

matter density in the Perseus Cluster falls off with radius faster than the ordinary matter

density, which is dominated by the so-called “X-ray gas”, consisting of intra-cluster

hot gas or plasma revealing itself by its X-ray emission. This X-ray gas is a very large

component of the ordinary matter.

– The Center of the Milky Way: Actually Jeltema and Profumo [30] claim that the

distribution of the 3.5 keV line from the Milky Way Center does not look at all like

coming from dark matter. If it reflects the distribution of both dark matter and ordinary

matter, the chance that it would vary in the way found observationally should be better,

since the ordinary matter is distributed in a somewhat complicated way.

– Of course from the dark matter theory point of view the mysterious observation of the

3.5 keV line from the Tycho supernova remnant can only be understood if some atoms

of ordinary matter with X-ray temperatures are present in the remnant and interact with

the dark matter.

We found that the ratios of these three different observations of 3.5 keV line production can

very crudely be compatible with a model of our type, having both dark + dark production and

dark + ordinary production.

12.1 Physics of the Vacuum Phases?

In 1998 Alford, Rajagopal and Wilczek proposed a new phase of QCD with “Color-Flavour

Locking” [6]. It was further argued that in matter with high baryon density [39, 40] there should

be a phase pattern with among other phases this color-flavour-locking one. In particular they found

that, for a density of the order of that in neutron stars, there was a tetra-critical phase meeting point
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which in reality would probably be shifted into a couple of triple points. Remarkably this critical

point occurred just for values of the strange quark mass and a common light quark mass (the heavy

quarks being ignored) close to the phenomenologically known ones! Provided this phase diagram

could be extrapolated to zero baryon number density, we could claim that these authors have already

found the phase(s) we hope for to produce our dark matter bubbles.

The phase diagram involving also the quark masses as parameters is the most important for

us, because we would like to claim that Nature via MPP would have fine-tuned the parameters, the

quark masses in this case, to just let the vacuum be on the borderline among several phases. In the

literature this phase diagram is known as the Columbia-plot [41], in which the abscissa is the mass,

assumed to be the same, for the two light quarks D and 3, while the ordinate is the strange quark

mass, the heavy quarks being ignored. The main property investigated in this plot is how raising the

temperature can cause phase transitions. In the lower left corner of the plot one has spontaneous

symmetry breaking of the chiral symmetry and a first order phase transition occurs as temperature is

raised. For larger quark masses, there is no true corresponding phase transition as the temperature

is raised, but instead just a rapid variation of thermodynamical quantities. Such a situation is called

a “crossover”. It is our dream to realize our MPP by the experimental quark masses lying just on

the curve separating off the mentioned lower left corner. This curve represents in the vacuum - i.e.

zero temperature - a second order phase transition. The Columbia plot from some time ago [42],

which we reproduce in Figure 13, has the physical point - meaning the experimental quark mass

combination - inside the region in the lower left corner as limited off by the phase transition curve.

However, Columbia plots from later lattice calculations mostly obtain this physical point lying in

the region with the “crossover” as in Figure 14 from reference [43]. However an article using a

technique of Ads/CFT correspondence type [44] also got the physical point inside the lower left

corner region, in spite of the lattice calculations putting it on the bulk side (i.e. with the crossover).

We are tempted to take this disagreement in the literature, as to even on which side of the (second

order) phase transition curve the physical point lies, as saying that the uncertainties are such that

one does not really know on what side this physical point lies. In fact that means then of course

that it is, within the errors, possible that the physical point - as we dream - lies just on the phase

transition curve.

12.1.1 What physics distinguishes the phases?

From the just mentioned hope for having a phase transition just at the physical quark mass

values, we would come to think that the phases meeting at the experimental couplings are phases

distinguished from each other just very little by the precise correlations between the Goldstone

boson (the pions and the other pseudoscalar mesons) fields in the different phases. In fact we

think one should imagine that in the phase in the lower left corner there is a significant correlation

between the Goldstone fields at neighbouring places more than just that the fields are lined up

corresponding to the chiral symmetry breaking direction; while in the phase in the region marked

“crossover” the correlations are closer to be only given by the quark masses. There will of course

still be correlations in the "crossover” phase, also between neighbouring regions, but they will be

smaller correlations of that type than in the left lower corner phase.

In later work we would hope to estimate the scale of distance at which the Nambu-JonaLasinio

spontaneous breakdown sets in, presumably it is order of magnitudewise given by 5c = 93"4+ .
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Figure 13: This plot is taken from reference [42], which used lattice calculations to find the phase transition

temperatures, and whether at this temperature there was a true phase transition or just a crossover. The phase

transition temperatures are associated to the points in the quark mass plane at which the temperature was

found by their lattice calculations. The plot has the common light quark mass on the abscissa and the strange

quark mass on the ordinate. They determined the physical point by looking for the correct meson masses,

and interestingly for us the ∗ denoting this physical quark mass combination is on the small quark mass side

of the second order phase transition curve, contrary to the next figure 14.
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Figure 14: Here is a 3-dimensional phase diagram [43] in which there is imposed a chemical potential `

for baryon number along the vertical axis, while at the bottom in perspective we see the usual Columbia plot

with the common u and d quark mass and the strange quark mass. The figure is based on the result that

the physical masses for the quarks are to the large quark mass side of the second order phase transition. If

however, as we hope for, the physical quark mass combination would be exactly on the second order phase

transition curve, then the QCD critical point on this figure would have moved down to the curve on the

vacuum surface at ` = 0.

Then we can understand that, when the Compton wavelengths of the pion and kaon are short

compared to the scale for the spontaneous breakdown, the sigma model fields will be specified

effectively alone by the quark masses at a short distance scale. When on the other hand the

Compton wavelengths for the quarks are long, then in first approximation we have a true spontaneous

breakdown and the quark masses only provide a weak force determining the direction of the breaking

of the chiral symmetry. In the latter case we expect a first order phase transition to a situation where

say due to higher temperature the spontaneous breakdown has disappeared. In the short Compton

wavelength situation, however, there is no true spontaneous breaking, because there is all the time a

state kept with the same orientation of the breaking even rather locally, and thus we only expect the

crossover phase. As 5c and say the average mass for the three light quarks are not much different,

our speculation of the phase transition along the second order curve just coinciding with the physical

quark masses is not excluded.

In early work by Learmann and Philipsen [45], they directly admit that they do not know on

what side of the second order phase transition the physical point lies by putting question marks on

their Columbia plot; see Figure 15. So we believe that it is not overly optimistic to suggest that

some different phases in QCD really can exist if the quark masses just take the appropriate values,

and that these values are indeed very close to the experimental quark masses.
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Figure 15: Here Learmann and Philipsen have left question marks to tell that they did not know on what

side of the second order phase transition the physical combination of quark masses lie. The right hand figure

shows the second order phase transition determined from their lattice simulations with the lattice constant

multiplied by the relevant quark mass along the axes.

If this is how our speculated phases come about then the scale of this physics is surely the

strong interaction scale, say 0.4 GeV or so. However, we should probably take into account the very

small difference in the correlations between the different phases which we suggested above. We

would then expect that compared to a simple dimensionality argument - giving say 0.4 GeV as the

scale - the tension ( will be exceptionally small. So instead of expecting the cubic root (1/3 to be

0.4 GeV, we expect it to be somewhat smaller.

12.1.2 What Tension did we get in our Dark Matter Fitting?

Now partly because, for dimensional reasons, we must consider the cubic root (1/3 and partly

because the mass of course goes as the cube of the linear distance scale, the mass " of our dark

matter pearls depend on the ninth power of this cubic root (1/3 of the tension. Thus putting in cubic

roots of the tension only deviating by one order of magnitude we get masses deviating by 9 orders

of magnitude. Thus our prediction of the mass " from the order of magnitude estimate of (1/3

taken to be of the strong interaction energy scale allows a rather large range of masses; for example

(1/3
= 1�4+ ⇒ " = 24 :6 (55)

while (1/3
= 100 "4+ ⇒ " = 2.4 ∗ 10−8 :6 (56)

and (1/3
= 10 "4+ ⇒ " = 2.4 ∗ 10−17 :6 = 1.4 ∗ 1010 D. (57)

Here u ∼ GeV is the atomic unit.
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The " = 2.4 ∗ 10−8 :6 value would correspond to about 3000 km between the pearls in the

solar system region, while " = 24 :6 would lead to a 1000 times longer distance, i.e. 3 million

km between the pearls. To reach the mass required for making the DAMA experiment see enough

separate particles, given above as the mass " ≤ 5 ∗ 10−9:6 = 5 `6, requires an (1/3 value less

than the 100 MeV in equation (56) by a factor of the ninth root of 4.8, which means 84 "4+ . This

84 "4+ is thus the upper limit to the “strong interaction scale” allowed for our model to work.

However, as already suggested, the weakness of the phase transition probably leads to a somewhat

low tension and reaching down below 84 MeV should be possible.

12.1.3 Getting Rid of Cosmological Constant and Replacing by Domain Walls

In the article about our dark matter in the next workshop [20] on “ Tensions in Cosmology”,

we calculate that one has the possibility of getting rid of the cosmological constant and effectively

replacing it by domain walls. To achieve this modification of cosmology we need roughly

(1/3 ∼ 30 "4+, (58)

which fits well as a diminished strong interaction scale less than the more conventional 0.4 GeV, as

well as with the requirement of it being less than 84 MeV.

This tension corresponds to a mass of our dark matter bubbles of " ∼ 10−12 :6 ∼ 1015 �4+ .

13. Conclusion

We have again presented and developed our long-standing model for dark matter as macroscopic

composites of ordinary matter kept together and concentrated by means of a new type of vacuum -

another phase of the vacuum. We think that our model solves some problems that are very difficult

for other models and, in addition, has some good order of magnitude agreements suggesting that

our model could be on the right track. For example, the most mysterious fact that DAMA-LIBRA

have seemingly seen the dark matter while several Xenon based experiments do not - even with

significantly more sensitivity - see it. We suppose dark matter is something moving through the

apparatuses with a speed quite different for a solid NaI detector as in DAMA-LIBRA, where the

dark matter pearls can get stopped and thus spend more time in the apparatus, than in the fluid

xenon apparatuses, where they will fall quickly through. Another achievement of our model is that,

because it is so difficult e.g. to see new vacua, we have essentially no new physics and can thus

cope with the fact that LHC has seen nothing of the dark matter. Since the workshop we have even

speculated about the so-called Columbia plots, which suggest some phase transitions as a function

of the quark masses. If our speculations were established, we would really have the chance to avoid

LHC having had to see anything concerning the dark matter - our model can so to speak live with

no new physics.

We now list a series of comments about our model:

• We have put forward a model for dark matter consisting of nm size bubbles of a new vacuum

with a mass inside of 2∗10−15:6 ∼ 1012 �4+ and, apart from this vacuum speculation, using

only the Standard Model. (But recently we got the idea that, if one wants to change cosmology

by avoiding the dark energy and thus putting the cosmological constant to zero, there is a
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chance of getting approximately the same effects from domain walls on the borderlines of the

different vacua. This requires though that the pearls become bigger. In such a case the size

of the bubble should be of the order of 10−8 m, rather than the nm size we believed at the

time of the workshop in Corfu 2022.)

• The low velocity interaction of the dark matter particles in outer space - especially in dwarf

galaxies, where Correa estimated it - is given by a dust grain sitting around the pearl of the

new vacuum. Using the relative amount of “metals” to dark matter as also giving the ratio of

the masses of the grain of dust to the dark matter in the dark matter particles, we get only an

order of magnitude deviation from the low energy “inverse darkness” estimated by Correa:

f

" E−−>0
= 120<2/:6 against Correa:

f

" E−−>0
= 15<2/:6. (59)

• Because of having lesser darkness than ideal dark matter (which has only gravitational

interactions) - i.e. larger inverse darkness f
"

∼ 10−3<2/:6, even after blowing off the

attached dust grain, than the “usual” WIMPs - our dark matter particles get slowed down in

the atmosphere. This explains why the Xenon-experiments, which only look for nuclei recoil

events when expecting dark matter, do not see any dark matter giving nuclei.

• The highly compressed “ordinary matter ” (in the new vacuum) inside the bubble has,

compared to usual chemistry, a very high energy gap - homolumo gap - between the highest

filled state, HOMO, and the lowest unoccupied state, LUMO, speculated to be just 3.5 :4+ .

This leads to the dark matter bubble having a “preferred” emission energy for photons and

electrons given by the gap height 3.5 kev.

• It is this emission of 3.5 keV electrons (and photons) after excitation of the “ordinary” material

inside the bubble, which we suppose is observed by DAMA.

• It is a remarkable accident supporting our model that the direct observation at DAMA-LIBRA

and the X-ray radiation observed from galaxy clusters and galaxies supposedly coming from

dark matter both have the average energy per event of 3.5 keV.
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The electric current density of fermions in the presence of an external electric field is deter-
mined through the utilization of a time-ordered Schwinger propagator. The study encompasses the
necessary conditions for establishing a well-defined time-ordered propagator within the Schwinger
formalism, specifically concentrating on constant and uniform electromagnetic fields. Within this
theoretical framework, the introduction of the Schwinger phase induces a chemical potential, re-
sulting in non-zero values for the electric current and charge number density. Consequently, the
dependence of electric conductivity on the strength of the electric field and the charge number
density is investigated.

Schwinger’s proper time method has been a crucial tool
for studying the effect of external electromagnetic fields
in quantum field theory [1]. In particular, the Green’s
function constructed by this method is often used in
quantum field theory for the description of particles prop-
agating under the influence of an external magnetic field,
with the versatility of being expressed as an integral in
proper time, in power series of Landau levels or expanded
in magnetic field powers [2, 3].

The effect of the electric field in the Schwinger formal-
ism has been intensively studied due to the prediction
of pair production in vacuum [1, 4]. But recently, there
has been a growing interest in studying the effects of
the electric field in the context of relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, in particular for peripheral collisions or colli-
sions with different ions such as Au-Cu [5, 6]. this has
motivated the study of quark and hadronic matter un-
der external electric and magnetic fields by investigat-
ing the modifications of different parameters in systems
in thermal equilibrium [7–11] with particular interest in
chiral restoration and deconfinement [12–15], as well as
anomalous transport phenomena [16–18] and also analo-
gous systems in (2+1) dimensions [19–21].

The problem to be studied here concerns how to reg-
ularize the Schwinger Green’s Green’s function. Inte-
gral expressions in the Schwinger propagator are com-
monly regulated by an infinitesimal constant that coin-
cides with the time-ordered regulator in vacuum. How-
ever, this is not the general case, and there are some
details that are not usually considered in the treatment
of this method, as was clearly detected in [22], conclud-
ing that the Schwinger propagator is a Green’s function,
not a propagator itself, so some care must be taken when
considering these Green’s functions.

The correct integration of momentum in the complex
plane is full of subtleties, particularly when considering
medium effects such as temperature and chemical poten-
tial. This has been addressed, also including the effects of
a constant and uniform external magnetic field [23–26].

The following discussion outlines the prerequisites for

∗ cvillavicencio@ubiobio.cl

constructing Schwinger’s time-ordered propagator in the
presence of constant electric and magnetic background
fields. Next, the general regularization of the propagator
in the Schwinger formalism is introduced. The specific
case of external uniform electric field is obtained, ending
with the derivation and analysis of the electric current
density and charge density.

I. TIME ORDERED PROPAGATOR

The usual prescription for regularizing a time-ordered
propagator in momentum space is to shift the momen-
tum p2 → p2 + iε in the Green’s function. This can be
considered as a general statement if the Green’s function
is analytic near the poles of p2, assuming poles on the
real axis. If the Lorentz symmetry is broken, the pre-
scription must be generalized as p0 → p0 + iεp0, which
must be taken into account, for example, if the chemi-
cal potential term is present [23]. This is also general if
the Green’s function is analytic near the poles of p0, as-
suming real poles. In the case of the Schwinger propaga-
tor with a uniform external magnetic field and chemical
potential, this regularization can be applied with some
modifications in the integration in proper time [24].

The case of an external electric field is not as straight-
forward as that of a pure magnetic field, since its pres-
ence is could introduce a non-local time component in
Green’s function through the Schwinger phase. There-
fore, we need to avoid this situation in order to have a
well-defined time-ordered propagator.

Let’s begin by considering the Green’s function for
fermions in configuration space

G(x, x′) = 〈x′| i

/Π−m
|x〉, (1)

where the conjugate momenta operator is defined as Π =
p̂+qA(x̂), where q the charge (q = −|e| in the case of the
electron), x̂ is the position operator, p̂ is the momentum
operator and A is the electromagnetic vector potential.

As it was remarked in [22], the expression in Eq. (1)
is just a Green function. However, we know that in the
absence of external electromagnetic fields, or in the pres-
ence of an external uniform magnetic field, this Green’s
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function becomes local in time coordinates, so that a well-
defined Fourier transform can be performed, such that
the prescription p0 → p0 + iεp0 makes sense.

If electric field is present, the locality argument is
not in general valid, unless we consider the condition
∂0A(x) = 0. In that case, p̂0 commutes with all other
operators, and therefore Green’s function becomes local
in time coordinates.

G(x, x′)→ G(x0 − x′0;x,x′). (2)

The time fourier transform can then be performed on
the Green’s function, or equivalently, a set of complete
eigenstates of p̂0 can be introduced, leading to

G̃(p0;x,x′) =

∫
dt eip0tG(t;x,x′). (3)

We know that once Schwinger’s procedure is applied,
the Green’s function can be written in terms of a local
function multiplied by the Schwinger’s phase, which is
non-local:

G(x, x′) = eiΦ(x,x′)S(x− x′), (4)

where the Schwinger pase can be written as

Φ(x, x′) = q

∫ x

x′
dξ ·A(ξ), ξ = xt+ x′(1− t). (5)

Let’s see in detail what happens with the Schwinger
phase. Since we are dealing with constant electro-
magnetic fields, considering the imposed condition that
∂0A(x) = 0, the components of the vector potential will
be

A0(x) = Eixi, Ai(x) =
1

2
εijkB

jxk, (6)

where the symmetric gauge for Ai was considered. The
Schwinger phase is then

Φ(x, x′) = qE · x̄ (x0 − x′0)− [qB × x̄] · (x− x′), (7)

where x̄ ≡ 1
2 (x+x′) is the average position. Now we can

do the Fourier transform with respect to x−x′ obtaining
as a result a Green’s function in momentum space, but
also as a function of the average position of the correla-
tion. The time-ordered, or Feynman propagator, is then

GF (p; x̄) = S̃(P0 + iεp0,P ), (8)

where S̃ is the Fourier transform of S in Eq. (4), with
conjugate moments

P0 = p0 − qE · x̄, P = p + qB × x̄. (9)

We can see how the electric field immediately introduces
a chemical potential term corresponding to the Coulomb
potential for a constant electric field. This is nothing
new, since the chemical potential is commonly introduced
as a zero component of the gauge electromagnetic field.
However, this chemical potential is position-dependent,
so we have to see how to interpret it.

II. SCHWINGER’S GREEN FUNCTION
REGULARIZATION

The Schwinger Green function is commonly regularized
by introducing an infinitesimal term to ensure that the
integrals in proper time remain well-behaved and do not
diverge. The regulator will be incorporated by expressing
the Green function in Eq. (1) as

G(x, x′) = 〈x′|
/Π +m

iH
|x〉, (10)

where the Hamiltonian is defined as

H = −/Π2
+m2 = −Π2 +

q

2
Fµνσ

µν +m2. (11)

Subsequently, Eq (10) can be formulated in integral form

G(x, x′) =

∫ ∞
0

ds〈x′|[/Π +m]e−isH |x〉. (12)

To integrate, avoiding divergences, a regulator is intro-
duced by shifting H → H − iη. If η is positive, the
convergence of the integration in s is guaranteed. Alter-
natively, if η is negative, Eq. (10) can be formulated as

G(x, x′) = −
∫ 0

−∞
ds〈x′|[/Π +m]e−isH |x〉, (13)

which is the same procedure as described in [24]. For the
general case with an unknown regulator η, the Green’s
function can be written as

G(x, x′) =

∫ ∞
−∞

ds rs(η)Gs(x, x
′) (14)

with rs the general regulation function and Gs the in-
tegrand of Eqs. (12) and (13) which can be written as

rs(η) = e−sη[θ(η)θ(s)− θ(−η)θ(−s)] (15)

Gs(x, x
′) = 〈x′(0)|[/Π(0)−m]|x(s)〉. (16)

The Green’s function can also be expressed in momentum
space if we separate the correlation coordinates as x =
x̄+ 1

2∆x and x′ = x̄− 1
2∆x, and then we apply the Fourier

transform with respect to ∆x:

G(p; x̄) =

∫ ∞
−∞

ds rs(η)Gs(p; x̄). (17)

The regulator η is not restricted to being a constant,
but can be a function of coordinates and/or momentum,
so in principle it can be expressed differently in config-
uration space than in momentum space. In fact, in the
absence of external electromagnetic field, but with finite
chemical potential, the regulator in momentum space is
η = εp0(p0 + µ).
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III. ELECTRIC FIELD

Let’s now calculate the Schwinger’s Green’s function
in the presence of an external uniform electric field along
the third direction E = Eê3. In this case, calculating the
Fourier transform of the integrand of the Green’s function
of Eq. (16), the following expression is obtained:

Gs(p; z) = exp
{
is
[
τsP

2
‖ + p2

⊥ −m2
]}

×
{
/P ‖
[
1 + tanh2(qEs)− 2 tanh(qEs)γ0γ3

]
+ (/p⊥ +m) [1− tanh(qEs)γ0γ3]

} (18)

with

τs ≡ tanh(qEs)/qEs (19)

and where z = 1
2 (x3 + x′3), P‖ = (p0 − qEz, 0, 0, p3) and

p⊥ = (0, p1, p2, 0). The Minkowsky metric convension

used is gµν = g
‖
µν + g⊥µν . This result is directly derived

from the general Schwinger Green’s function [1, 27].
The Feynman propagator is then obtained by shifting

p0 → p0 + iεp0. In this case, the following is obtained:

η = ετs 2p0(p0 − qEz). (20)

Since 0 ≤ τs ≤ 1, this function can be absorved in the
infinitesimal parameter ε. This regulator is the same reg-
ulator with a chemical potential. Finally, the Feynman
propagator in momentum space is

GF (p; z) =

∫ ∞
−∞

ds rs
(
εp0(p0 − qEz)

)
Gs(p; z), (21)

IV. ELECTRIC CURRENT AND CHARGE
NUMBER DENSITY

The expectation values of bilinear fermion operators
are defined as

〈ψ̄(x) Γψ(x)〉 = −tr[ΓG(x, x)], (22)

where in this case G refers to a time-ordered propagator
that includes interactions. The leading order expectation
values for the electric current density operator and the
charge number density operator are then

j = q 〈ψ̄γ3ψ〉 = −q tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γ3GF (p; z), (23)

n = 〈ψ†ψ〉 = −tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γ0GF (p; z), (24)

respectively. Both quantities depend on the coordinate z.
The Coulomb potential now plays the role of a chemical
potential µ = −qEz, and the z coordinate can be un-
derstood as the distance from the source of the constant
magnetic field. In the absence of a reference system, this

interpretation is ambiguous, so the z coordinate should
be treated merely as a parameter that changes the value
of the chemical potential. Then, unambiguously, we can
calculate the electric current as a function of the number
density and the electric field j(n,E) parameterized by z,
or equivalently, by the chemical potential.

Using Eqs. (18) and (21), tracing over spin, integrating
the spatial components of momentum and redefining the
integral variable p0 → p0 + qEz = p0 − µ, the current
density and charge number density are then

j =
1

2π5/2

∫ ∞
−∞

ds fs
q2E
√
τs√

is

n =
1

2π5/2

∫ ∞
−∞

ds fs

[
1 + τ2

s (qEs)2
]

2s
√
τs
√
is

with

fs ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dp0 rs
(
εp0(p0 − µ)

)
ip0 e

is[τs p20−m
2], (25)

and where τs was defined in Eq. (19). Integrating in p0

according to the different sign possibilities of the chemi-
cal potential and the proper time s, the electric current
density and the charge number density becomes

j =
sign(µ)

2π5/2

∫ ∞
0

ds gs
q2E

s3/2
√
τs
, (26)

n =
sign(µ)

2π5/2

∫ ∞
0

ds gs
1 + τ2

s (qEs)2

2s5/2 τ
3/2
s

, (27)

with

gs ≡ sin
(
sm2 − π

4

)
− sin

(
s(m2 − τsµ2)− π

4

)
, (28)

where the phase factor π/4 comes from the
√
i terms that

appears in Ecs. (26) and (27).

V. RESULTS

To obtain the electric current density as a function of
the charge number density and the external electric field,
we have to obtain the values of n for different values of
the chemical potential, or equivalently, for the coulomb
potential −qEz. The integrand of the number density
n in Eq. (27) is strongly divergent when s → 0, mak-
ing numerical integration difficult. However, this can be
handled by adding and subtracting its value in the limit
E → 0, but keeping the chemical potential finite

n(µ,E) = [n(µ,E)− n(µ, 0)] + n0(µ), (29)

where n0 is the well known value of the number density
in vacuum at finite chemical potential

n0(µ) =
ε(µ)

3π2
θ(|µ| −m)(µ2 −m2)3/2. (30)
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FIG. 1. Electric conductivity normalized by q2 as a function
of the external electric field number in units of the fermion
mass for different values of the charge density.

It is more illustrative to show the electric conductivity
σ = j/E. The conductivity will be represented in one
case as a function of the number density for a fixed value
of the field E, and in the other case as a function of the
external electric field for a fixed value of n.

The case of electric current density as a function of ex-
ternal electric field for different values of charge number
density is shown in Fig. 1. For all number density values,
the electrical conductivity starts from the same point at
E = 0, and then begins to oscillate as E increases. Let’s
call this initial value as σ0 whose expression is

σ0 =
q2m

π2
. (31)

Apparently, the only difference between the different val-
ues of the charge number density is a sort of phase in
the oscillation around σ0. Although they appear very
similar, the oscillation amplitudes vary for the different
cases, and their values are almost twice as large above σ0

than below σ0.

The electrical conductivity as a function of n is plot-
ted in Fig. 2 for different values of the external electric
field. It is interesting to note the case where E = 0 in
which the conductivity becomes independent of n (gray
line). When the electric field is turned on, the value of
the conductivity grows rapidly from zero to σ0 and then
oscillates around this value. As the external electric field
increases, the wider the oscillations.

Observing the behavior of the conductivity for E 6= 0,
it can be seen that all the curves start from σ = 0 when
n = 0. Therefore, it can be deduced that the case with
n = 0 and E = 0 the conductivity must be zero. In other
words, the conductivity jumps from 0 to σ0 as soon as a
charge distribution appears in the system.

FIG. 2. Electric conductivity normalized by q2 as a function
of the number charge density in units of the fermion mass for
different values of the external electric field.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the electric current density is obtained
by means of a time-ordered Schwinger propagator for
fermions immersed in a constant and uniform external
electric field. The time-ordered propagator can be well
defined if we consider a time-independent electromag-
netic vector potential.

In this scheme, the Schwinger phase generates a non-
local chemical potential corresponding to the Coulomb
potential, which depends on the mean position of the
fermion correlator. The conclusion is that the posi-
tion dependence should be interpreted as a parameter
that adjusts the value of the number density of charges.
This interpretation makes sense if one considers that the
Coulomb potential for a constant electric field is ambigu-
ous, and only the potential difference has physical mean-
ing since it depends on the reference frame. These types
of interpretations are necessary because we are consider-
ing an electric field that permeates the entire space, so
that no source of the field can be correctly identified or
located.

The electrical conductivity obtained shows oscillations
for electric field values beyond the leading order approx-
imation. This oscillation occurs around the conductivity
in the E → 0 limit, which is independent of the number
density, but vanishes in the absence of net charges.

Since n corresponds to the number of fermions minus
the number of antifermions in the system, this behavior
should be independent of the pair creation predicted by
Schwinger’s theory for a strong electric field.

This procedure can be applied in more complicated
systems without further complications. The expectation
value for operators with external electric and magnetic
field at finite temperature will be reported elsewhere.
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Abstract: We describe a set of novel methods for efficiently sampling high-dimensional
parameter spaces of physical theories defined at high energies, but constrained by exper-
imental measurements made at lower energies. Often, theoretical models such as super-
symmetry are defined by many parameters, O(10− 100), expressed at high energies, while
relevant experimental constraints are often defined at much lower energies, preventing them
from directly ruling out portions of the space. Instead, the low-energy constraints define a
complex, potentially non-contiguous subspace of the theory parameters. Naive scanning of
the theory space for points which satisfy the low-energy constraints is hopelessly inefficient
due to the high dimensionality, and the inverse problem is considered intractable. As a
result, many theoretical spaces remain under-explored. We introduce a class of modified
generative autoencoders, which attack this problem by mapping the high-dimensional pa-
rameter space to a structured low-dimensional latent space, allowing for easy visualization
and efficient generation of theory points which satisfy experimental constraints. An exten-
sion without dimensional compression, which focuses on limiting potential information loss,
is also introduced.
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1 Introduction

Decades of searches for extensions to the Standard Model such as supersymmetry (SUSY)
have come up empty, and future higher-energy colliders may be required in order to discover
new particles and interactions. But given the vast expense and wait time incurred by such
projects, it is worth exploring diligently whether the parameter spaces of these theories
have been thoroughly exhausted in current datasets. Could there still be novel unexplored
islands—unexcluded regions of parameter space with signatures accessible to the LHC and
astroparticle experiments?

The full parameter space of the minimal super-symmetric model (MSSM) has more than
100 parameters [1], making a complete exploration daunting. Out of desperate pragmatism,
the search space is often restricted to a more tractable subset of parameters based on
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theoretical inclinations. Common examples include the (4+1)–dimensional cMSSM as well
as the 19–dimensional pMSSM. These high-dimensional spaces guide the LHC program [2–
10], but direct experimental searches are typically performed in only one or two dimensions,
with all other parameters fixed to theoretically preferred values. The resulting surfaces of
LHC exclusion occupy a vanishingly small fraction of the volume of the larger theoretical
space, most of which is essentially unexamined. Each point in such a space defines a
spectrum of particles which determine well-known quantities such as the Higgs boson mass
and the dark matter relic density. But what portions of the full SUSY space are consistent
with these weak-scale constraints and LHC exclusion results? Are there unexplored islands
where promising models abound? Nobody knows.

A critical obstacle is that weak-scale constraints such as the Higgs mass or the dark
matter relic density are not expressed directly in terms of the fundamental parameters of the
theory, such as SUSY particle masses, instead requiring intensive calculations. This prevents
us from using experimental constraints to immediately rule out large portions of the model’s
parameter space or reduce its dimensionality. Instead, the weak-scale constraints define a
complex, potentially non-contiguous subspace of the theory parameters. And the inverse
problem, determining a map from weak-scale observables to fundamental parameters, is
intractable. Instead, we are forced to scan the high-dimensional parameter space, evaluating
each point for weak-scale consistency. Efforts to speed up the calculation of the weak-scale
quantities with machine learning [11–13] do not solve the core problem, which is dominated
by the dependence of the scanning cost on the dimensionality rather than the per-sample
computation time.

Even the reduced spaces such as the pMSSM are difficult to scan using a brute-force
search, so much so that the discovery of new islands of experimental consistency in this
subspace relies largely on the inspiration of particle theorists intuiting their existence. Each
island (e.g. “well-tempered SUSY” [14], “focus point SUSY” [15], “Natural SUSY” [16],
“Gauge Mediated SUSY Breaking” [17], “General Gauge Mediation” [18]) is then carefully
studied [19–28], and novel signatures can motivate new experimental analyses. But the
danger of this exploration by intuition is that one may miss viable regions. Currently,
many particle physics theories include vast, mostly-unexplored parameter spaces, which
may contain undiscovered islands consistent with experimental constraints. Some of these
islands may reveal new unanticipated signatures accessible at the LHC.

Fortunately, an arsenal of techniques in Artificial Intelligence (AI), and in particular
statistical techniques such as Machine Learning (ML), have shown great promise at explor-
ing and summarizing information from high-dimensional data spaces. Recent approaches
for exploring high dimensional HEP spaces fall largely into two broad categories.

A class of generative method such as GANs [29], HMC [30–32], Normalizing Flows
[33], and Genetic Algorithms [34], take advantage of the ability of ML to perform high-
dimensional interpolation, making notable improvements in the efficiency of sampling high-
dimensional subspaces consistent with experimental constraints [35–40]. But these meth-
ods often act as black boxes, making interpretability difficult, and ameliorate but do not
fundamentally solve the underlying difficulty of searching high-dimensional spaces. The
increasingly high-dimensionality of SUSY-related theoretical spaces may instead require
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methods which map the problem to a lower-dimensional space where extensive sampling is
more feasible.

The other broad category of approaches, observational dimensional reduction methods
(e.g. UMAP [41], TSNE [42], non-generative auto-encoders [43], and self-organizing maps
[44, 45]), analyze high dimensional datasets by mapping them to a lower-dimensional latent
space [46, 47], allowing for visualization of any resulting structure, such as fertile islands
of desirable points. For example, in the context of SUSY parameter space searches, these
techniques allow for visual examination of the latent space in the hopes of finding clus-
ters of points consistent with experimental constraints. While the goal of collapsing the
high-dimensional structure into a lower dimensional space has solid mathematical under-
pinnings [48], actually creating useful structure is challenging, as many of the methods are
unsupervised and thus cannot explicitly encourage such structure in the latent space. Often,
the resulting latent space is too poorly structured for efficient sampling [49]. In other cases,
the lack of a return mapping from the latent space prevents sampling altogether. However,
when used in the context of generative methods, reducing the dimensional complexity of
the sampling space has the potential to directly remove the primary difficulty posed by
searching high-dimensional spaces.

Additionally, Manifold Learning methods [50–53] spanning both of these categories
have sought to learn and sample from low-dimensional manifolds on which interesting points
sit in high dimensional spaces, although they can be non-trivial and computationally ex-
pensive to train [50, 51].

In this paper, we build a new class of generative methods which map the problem to a
lower-dimensional space, but specifically encourage useful structure by treating the problem
as a supervised learning task. We use a modified Sliced Wasserstein Autoencoder (SWAE)
[49] structure to create bidirectional maps between the GUT-scale parameter space and a
structured low-dimensional latent space. The structure of the latent space is specialized
to force valid points to cluster near the latent origin, allowing for efficient generation of
new points which can be mapped back to the GUT-scale parameter space. Because the
latent space is low-dimensional, it is inherently easier to search. Additionally, the added
benefit of visualization due to dimensional reduction makes our maps easy to understand
and interact with, and in some cases allows the addition of secondary constraints in media
res with no additional training. Because our method reduces the complexity of the sampling
space, it may be scalable in the future to tackle larger, less-constrained subsections of the
MSSM. The structure of our approach shown in Fig. 1. To explore whether encouraging
structure in the latent space is sufficient, without insisting on dimensional reduction, we
also introduce a complementary formulation of our method which operates without any
dimensional reduction.

We call our primary method the SWAE Algorithm For Experimentally Sound Point-
Production And Mapping (SAFESPAM), and two variants without dimensional reduction
we refer to as Constraint-driven High-dimensional UNcompressed (Categorical) Clustering,
or CHUNC and CHUNC21 [54].

1https://github.com/infophysics/CHUNCNet.
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The paper is outlined as follows: In Section II we detail the task and nature of our ex-
perimental constraints. Section III describes the generation and parameters of our dataset.
In Section IV, we discuss our approach for SAFESPAM, CHUNC and CHUNC2, as well
as our sampling procedures. Section V presents the results of our trials for various sets of
experimental constraints, and Section VI contains further discussion and conclusions.

Figure 1: A simplified diagram of SAFESPAM for the cMSSM. GUT-scale inputs are
mapped to an abstract 2D latent space, where they are shaped to a target distribution via
loss function. Weak scale values that accompany each theory point are used only to classify
points as valid (orange) or invalid (blue), and do not enter the network as inputs. Valid
points shown in orange cluster towards the center of the latent space. The mapping f from
input theory space to latent 2D space is referred to as the encoder and the return mapping
g as the decoder. SAFESPAM tries to reconstruct the GUT scale parameters as accurately
as possible by minimizing the L2 term in the loss function, ensuring that the outputs from
the decoder match the corresponding inputs to the encoder. Sampling new points in the
valid region of the latent space allows for efficient generation of new valid points in GUT
space.

2 Task

To efficiently generate new points in high-dimensional theoretical parameter spaces which
satisfy the experimental constraints placed on weak-scale observables, we seek maps between
the theory space and a structured latent space which are:

• generative: capable of generating new points with high efficiency compared with naive
brute force sampling

• contrastive: with structured latent spaces where valid and invalid points are separated
into distinct regions

• low-dimensional: for ease of sampling and visualization of the latent space
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In this paper, we study the performance of the SAFESPAM method in two constrained
SUSY spaces, the cMSSMin 4+1 dimensions and pMSSM in 19 dimensions [55–57]. We
impose two experimental constraints, the Higgs boson mass and the dark matter relic
density:

• Higgs Boson Mass: 122.09 GeV ≤ mh ≤ 128.09 GeV [58, 59]

• Dark Matter Relic Density: 0.08 ≤ ΩDMh
2 ≤ 0.14 [60, 61]

Points are denoted as ‘valid’ whose experimental values fall within these constraints.
While in principle our methods could also use other experimental variables as constraints,
prior work has often focused on these [35, 36, 38]. With CHUNC and CHUNC2, we intro-
duce a third constraint that the Lightest Supersymmetric Particle (LSP) be a neutralino.
All weak scale constraints are calculated using softsusy 4.1.10 and micromegas 5.2.6 [62] [63].

3 Dataset

We utilize initial brute-force scans, O(10-20M) points, of the parameters of pMSSM and
cMSSM at the GUT scale to create our datasets [7, 55]. Below we denote the parameter
ranges for the cMSSM (Table 1) and pMSSM (Table 2). All parameters are sampled
uniformly over the specified range, with the exception of A0, where A0

m0
is sampled uniformly

[35].
GUT-scale points are considered to be valid if they are consistent with experimental

constraints, calculated via softsusy 4.1.10 and micromegas 5.2.6 [62] [63].

Table 1: Range for cMSSM parameters used in the initial brute-force generation of the
training dataset.

Parameter Domain Description

m0 [0,10] TeV Universal Scalar Mass
m1/2 [0,10] TeV Universal Gaugino Mass
A0 [-6m0,6m0] TeV Universal Trilinear Coupling

tanβ [1.5,50] Ratio of Higgs VEVs
sgn(µ) 1 or -1 Sign of Higgsino mass
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Table 2: Range for pMSSM parameters used in the initial brute-force generation of the
training dataset.. An additional pre-processing step was taken to manually remove the gaps
in |M1| < 0.05 TeV, |M2| < 0.1 TeV, and |µ| < 0.1 TeV before training.

Parameter Domain Description

|M1| [0.05,4] TeV Bino Mass
|M2| [0.1,4] TeV Wino Mass
M3 [0.4,4] TeV Gluino Mass
|µ| [0.1,4] TeV Bilinear Higgs Mass
MA [0.1,4] TeV Pseudo-scalar Higgs Mass
|Ab| [0,4] TeV Trilinear Bottom Coupling
|At| [0,4] TeV Trilinear Top Coupling
|Aτ | [0,4] TeV Trilinear τ Coupling
mL̃1

[0.1,4] TeV 1st Generation L.h. Slepton Mass
mL̃3

[0.1,4] TeV 3rd Generation L.h. Slepton Mass
mẽ1 [0.1,4] TeV 1st Generation R.h. Slepton Mass
mẽ3 [0.1,4] TeV 3rd Generation R.h. Slepton Mass
mQ̃1

[0.4,4] TeV 1st Generation L.h. Squark Mass
mQ̃3

[0.2,4] TeV 3rd Generation L.h. Squark Mass
mũ1 [0.4,4] TeV 1st Generation R.h. up-type Squark Mass
mũ3 [0.2,4] TeV 3rd Generation R.h. up-type Squark Mass
md̃1

[0.4,4] TeV 1st Generation R.h. down-type Squark Mass
md̃3

[0.2,4] TeV 3rd Generation R.h. down-type Squark Mass
tanβ [1,60] Ratio of Higgs VEVs

4 Approach

Unlike other dimensional reduction methods, auto-encoders include a mapping back to the
original space by design. We utilize a modified Sliced Wasserstein Autoencoder (SWAE)
[49] which constrains the shape and consistency of the latent space to be suitable for effi-
cient sampling, unlike standard non-generative auto-encoders. The latent space created is
abstract in the sense that there is no direct physical interpretation of its coordinates. But
it is also structured such that points are encouraged towards a target distribution using
a Sliced Wasserstein loss term. The network finds the most accurate way to encode this
structure into reduced dimensionality by minimizing the reconstruction loss. New points
that are generated in the low-dimensional latent space are then mapped back up to the
original space, allowing for efficient sampling of the valid substructures in high dimensions.
All feature columns are standardized to values between 0 and 1 before training.

4.1 Why not a VAE?

The Variational Auto-Encoder (VAE) [64] is a well-known generative framework using di-
mensional reduction, but complications in its structure make it non-ideal for our needs.
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Notably, the standard analytical form of the VAE’s Kullback-Leibler (KL) loss assumes
a Gaussian target distribution, which is achieved when the term is minimized at µ = 0,
σ = 1. This pushes all points in the latent space to within 1 unit of the origin, which when
combined with the variational nature of the VAE has been shown to cause information
collapse during training: loss values can diverge or become degenerate because KL loss is
not a true distance metric [65–67]. Additionally, because the KL loss term is defined only
in terms of µ and σ, it is difficult to fit points to more complicated distributions such as
those that are concentric or hollow.

SWAEs come from a family of autoencoders specifically developed to avoid these issues
[49, 66], by replacing the KL loss term with the Sliced Wasserstein distance from optimal
transport theory. The Sliced Wasserstein loss term fits latent points to individual points
from the target distribution deterministically instead of variationally, mapping directly to
latent coordinates instead of µ and σ. Thus SWAEs avoid the VAE’s information collapse
problem and can utilize complex target distribution shapes, making them a superior choice
for our purposes. Wasserstein-style autoencoders have been shown in the past to produce
higher quality samples in image generation tasks, compared to VAEs [49].

4.2 SAFESPAM

Using pytorch [68] and an ADAM optimizer [69] 2 , we train a modified SWAE to learn
the mappings to and from the latent space, which we denote as f and g respectively .
The mapping {f : T → L} from the theory space T to the latent space L is learned by the
encoder, and the return mapping {g : L→ T} is learned by the decoder. The full mapping
of the SWAE can then be written:

T
f−→ L

g−→ T. (4.1)

In SAFESPAM, the primary modification is the addition of a clustering loss term which
encourages valid points to cluster together. The loss function we use thus has three terms:
the standard L2 reconstruction loss used by autoencoders to ensure accurate mapping,
the Sliced Wasserstein loss term which fits latent points to a target distribution, and the
clustering loss term, which pushes valid points toward the origin and invalid points away.
Because the clustering loss term is aware of our experimental constraints, SAFESPAM is
a supervised deep learning method, although weak-scale values do not enter the model as
inputs. Our loss equation takes the following form:

L = αLL2 + βLWasserstein + γLCluster. (4.2)

where α, β, γ are hyperparameters. Below we explain each term in more depth.
L2 loss, or MSE Mean loss, is calculated between the training data and the output

of the SWAE, ensuring that the decoder accurately reconstructs the original inputs when
mapping. It looks as follows:

LL2 =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(ti − g(f(ti)))
2, (4.3)

2As well as code from the following packages: [70–76]
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where N is the number of points per batch and t the input theory point vector.
The Sliced Wasserstein loss is a formulation of the Wasserstein/earth-mover distance

calculated along projected one-dimensional slices in latent space. It quantifies how the
target distribution and latent distribution differ from one another. [49, 66, 71]

LWasserstein =
1

NM

N∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

tc(θi · s̃k[j], θi · f(t`[j])). (4.4)

Where θi represents the randomly sampled one-dimensional slices along which the marginal
distributions are defined, s̃k and f(t`) are random samples from the target distribution and
the latent input data respectively, and tc(·, ·) represents the transport cost between the two
distributions.

Our exploratory experiments indicated that for SAFESPAM, strong performance can
often be achieved training only on valid points. In these instances, latent valid cores often
take a convenient compact shape, useful for sampling and further structural exploration.
Heuristically we find that utilizing concentric valid and invalid target distributions outper-
forms a bimodal normal target distribution where invalid points cluster around a point far
from the latent origin.

Our clustering loss term takes inspiration from the Triplet Loss originally used in the
fields of contrastive and metric learning [77, 78], with the goal of embedding a hierarchy of
distances in the latent space, such that the distance between a desirable point and anchor
point is minimized, and conversely the distance between an undesirable point and anchor
point is maximized. For ease of sampling, we choose the latent origin as our anchor point.
The mathematical expression per batch for our clustering is expressed as:

LCluster =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(
aδvalid||f(ti)||+

b(1− δvalid)

||f(ti)||

)
, (4.5)

where a, b are hyperparameters, N is number of points per batch, and t the input theory
point vector. δvalid is 1 for valid points and 0 for invalid points. This term encourages valid
points to clusters near the latent origin and pushes invalids outward. When training with
only valid points, this term serves as an extra assurance that the valid portion of the latent
space is sufficiently compact. When γ = 0, a SAFESPAM network reverts to an unmodified
SWAE.

Together, the Sliced Wasserstein and Clustering loss terms allow us to force favorable
structure onto the latent space, controlling the distribution of valid and invalid points.
Unlike standard non-generative auto-encoders, where poorly-defined latent spaces make
sampling unfeasible, SAFESPAM enables efficient sampling by forcing desirable points to
cluster together in one area; see Fig. 2 for a cartoon schematic.
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Figure 2: A cartoon illustration of the desired outcome of training on the latent space.
Minimizing the clustering loss term pushes valid points (shown in orange) towards the latent
origin while minimizing the Sliced Wasserstein loss fits those latent valid points to a target
distributions. Shown in blue, invalid points (if present in training data) are pushed outward
by the clustering loss term. The resulting clustering of valid points in the latent space allows
for straightforward, high-efficiency sampling. Minimizing the L2 loss (not pictured) allows
the network to successfully map back and forth between this structured latent space and
the constrained MSSM parameter space.

4.2.1 Sampling the latent space

To sample, we generate points in the latent space and map them back to the original space
using the network’s decoder. Our method supports a variety of sampling options, including
simple approaches such as uniformly sampling in the valid region. We have found that
Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) sampling is best at automatically capturing the shape
of the latent valid core. KDE evaluates a kernel function over a dataset to estimate and
sample from its probability density function. We utilized a top-hat kernel, with bandwidth
h such that K(x;h) ∝ 1 if x < h, to estimate the density of our latent valid cores from
known valid points, and sample the latent space accordingly. Using this kernel function,
the density at a point in space X in relation to a group of data points xj can be estimated
as

ρK(X) =
N∑
j=1

K(X − xj , h), (4.6)

where N is the number of points being used by the density estimation module. Essentially,
this method approximates the density at each location by summing the number of data
points that fall within the bandwidth distance of that point in space. KDE sampling
works best in low-dimensional applications, making it well-suited to the latent space of our
dimensional-reduction methods.

The valid latent points can be used to build a density estimate, via SciKit Learn’s
Density Estimation module [79], from which new points can be sampled. Because our
mapping has already done the difficult task of clustering these points together in a reduced-
dimensional representation, KDE sampling in our latent space is more efficient than in the
original space.
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In some cases, the latent valid core takes an irregular shape that is more difficult to
sample. To remedy this, we augment our basic KDE sampling approach iteratively. Valid
points found in our first round of KDE sampling are added to the pool of points used to fit
the next round of KDE sampling; see Fig. 3. As this iteration progresses, the bandwidth of
the kernel is successively tightened, to sample finer structures more accurately; see Fig. 4.
Iterative KDE serves as a means of transitioning from initial exploration of the latent space
into more intensive sampling of the valid regions already found [38]. This method can be
repeated until a satisfactory efficiency is achieved.

While more advanced sampling options exist, such as training a normalizing flow to
sample the potentially irregularly-shaped latent valid cores, we find KDE-style sampling to
be much less labor-intensive and more robust at handling cases where there are disparities
between the location of valid training data and valid sampled data. See, for example, the
structures shown in Fig. 10.

While SAFESPAM does not guarantee unbiased sampling of the full valid subspace, it
does offer significantly higher yields compared with naive sampling. In practice, this often
means sampling with very high efficiency over an incomplete portion of the valid range. All
SAFESPAM trials shown here used a sampling size of 10k points.

Figure 3: A cartoon illustration of the KDE sampling methodology. In CHUNC and
CHUNC2, step 1 is omitted and known latent valids from the training data are used instead.
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Figure 4: A cartoon illustration of the bandwidth shrinking procedure in our iterative KDE
sampling methodology. As the number of known valid points grows with each successive
iteration, we shrink the bandwidth used to estimate the density at each point in the latent
space, allowing for higher precision.

Figure 5: An example of KDE sampling in the pMSSM: An initial uniform scan of the
latent space (left) demarcates the shape of the valid core, and the valid points found in that
scan are utilized via kernel density estimation to sample the core efficiently (right). White
spaces represent areas that are avoided by KDE to improve efficiency.

4.3 CHUNC

We anticipate difficulties with information loss in less-constrained, high-dimensional spaces
where collapse to a two-dimensional latent space could cause significant portions of the valid
sub-space to be overlooked with SAFESPAM-style methods. Thus we introduce a similar
methodology that operate without dimensional compression. This comes at some expense
to the ease of sampling: our latent space now has the same dimensionality as the input
space and we sacrifice the benefits of visualization in order to operate without information
loss. However our latent space still retains the desired quality that valid points cluster
near the origin while invalid points are pushed outward. We demonstrate this method in
cMSSMand pMSSM on a triple constraint: Higgs, DM, and Neutralino LSP. We train on an
equal mixture of valid and invalid points, which we fit to separate non-overlapping target
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distributions. Our Sliced Wasserstein loss term then becomes:

LWasserstein = cLValid
Wasserstein + dLInvalid

Wasserstein, (4.7)

where c, d are hyperparameters. With CHUNC, the role of the latent space is not to generate
a low dimensional representation, but rather solely to transform the unknown distribution of
the input space p(x|θ) to one p(x′|θ) which is intentionally structured for sampling purposes,
without any potential loss of information. We sample from this known distribution with
KDE and map back to the original space, in the same manner as SAFESPAM. Because
CHUNC retains usage of the Sliced Wasserstein loss term, the methods avoids the same VAE
pitfalls as SAFESPAM.While the lack of dimensional reduction makes CHUNC superficially
similar to normalizing flows, we believe our concentric contrastive target distributions are
too complex to function in a standard normalizing flow framework, which requires simple
and well-understood base distributions [35].

4.4 CHUNC2

CHUNC2 is an alternative formuluation of CHUNC which posits that further information
loss might be avoided if the contrastive clustering is limited to a single additional categorical
variable, allowing the rest of the latent space more freedom to preserve reconstruction
capabilities. As such, CHUNC2 replaces the clustering loss term mentioned in section 4.2
with a loss term built around an added categorical variable tasked with codifying whether
a point is valid or invalid. Thus our latent space is now N + 1 dimensional, where the new
dimension serves as a predictor of a point’s validity:

• Binary L2 Loss - The latent categorical variable zi, is constrained through an L2

loss to match the category θi = {s, b} of each event,

Lbin(z, θ) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(zi − θi)2. (4.8)

The categorical variable is trained to map to 1.0 for valid points and 0.0 for invalid points.
Sampling utilizes KDE on latent points in the most valid categorical bin to generate new
latent points in 6D or 20D respectively, which are mapped back to the original space. Since
CHUNC2’s latent space is of a higher dimensionality than the parameter space, normalizing
flows would not be able to emulate this methodology.

5 Results

5.1 SAFESPAM

We trained a series of Modified SWAEs on cMSSM and pMSSM data using Higgs and DM
constraints separately. Unless otherwise noted, all SAFESPAM models were trained on
valid-only data3, and latent points were constrained to a truncated normal target distri-
bution by minimizing the Sliced Wasserstein loss. The latent space was sampled with an

3Note that using valid-only data is not a requirement of the method.
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initial uniform scan whose location was determined by the latent position of valid training
data. Valid points from this scan were then used to define a probability density sampled
with single-round KDE sampling, using a tophat kernel for increased precision. Iterative
KDE was utilized to improve results in cases with the Dark Matter experimental constraint.
Below, we present the results for Higgs mass constraints in the cMSSM and pMSSM cases,
followed by dark matter relic density constraints in each space, and an analysis of the ability
of our method to simultaneously satisfy both constraints. We present visuals of the sampled
points in the latent space to confirm the presence of a central valid core. We also include
histograms comparing our generated valid data to our valid training data to qualify to what
extent our sampling has introduced unwanted bias or excluded viable regions of the space.
We then report sampling efficiencies, defined as the fraction of points from the sample which
adhere to the desired constraint. Relevant hyperparameters are listed in Appendix A. All
SAFESPAM model-training for this project took place on a 2017 macbook pro without use
of GPU.

5.1.1 Higgs cases

Our method had little trouble creating a valid core using Higgs mass as the experimental
constraint in the cMSSM; see Fig. 6, which allowed for highly efficient sampling efficiency
(0.957) compared to a naive scan (0.347). Small incursions of invalid points in the core
are largely avoided by KDE sampling. The distribution of SAFESPAM-sampled points
in the space of cMSSM parameters is shown in Fig. 7, where the newly generated points
reasonably match the distribution in the original training set.

Figure 6: Distribution of sampled points in the two-dimensional latent space, for the case
of learning to generate cMSSM points which satisfy the Higgs mass constraint. Points which
satisfy (fail) the Higgs mass constraint are marked Valid (Invalid). Invalid regions in the
center are partially avoided due to KDE sampling.
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Figure 7: Distribution of SAFESPAM-generated points (red) in the cMSSM in each of the
five cMSSM parameters, under the Higgs mass constraint, compared to the distribution of
the training dataset (blue).

In the case of the pMSSM, SAFESPAM was again able to structure the latent space
for efficient sampling. We note that the specific form of the latent space demonstrates
significant sensitivity to the hyperparameters such as the shape of the target distribution,
length of training, and inclusion or exclusion of valid points, though without a significant
change in efficiency.

As a demonstration, we present results for two separate networks trained for the
pMSSM Higgs constraint, labeled Trials 1 and 2 respectively. Trial 1 was trained first
on a combination of valid and invalid points fit to a concentric distribution (a normal
distribution with an ablated annulus to create two distinct regions), before being trained
further with only valid points fit to a truncated normal. Trial 2 was trained only on valid
points fit to a truncated normal, but trained for four times as many epochs. Figure 8 shows
the distribution of the valid points in the latent space for each trial, with clear variation in
the structure of the latent space. KDE sampling of the core achieves an efficiency of 0.965
(0.961) for Trial 1 (Trial 2), compared to naive sampling efficiency of 0.171. Distribution
of the generated points in the cMSSM parameter space for both trials is shown in Fig. 9.
Although neither trial generated the full range of valid points seen in the training data,
future methods might make use of ensemble sampling to remedy this.
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Figure 8: Distribution of sampled points in the two-dimensional latent space, for the case
of learning to generate pMSSM points which satisfy the Higgs mass constraint. Points
which satisfy (fail) the Higgs mass constraint are marked Valid (Invalid). Shown are points
sampled via KDE, where invalid regions in the center are partially avoided due to KDE
sampling. Trial 1 is shown on the left and Trial 2 on the right, showcasing the sensitivity
of the latent space structure to the hyperparameters.

Figure 9: Distribution of SAFESPAM-generated points (red for Trial 1, orange for Trial 2)
in the pMSSM in each of the nineteen pMSSM parameters, compared to the distribution of
the training dataset (blue). While both trials achieve strong efficiency, they sample different
portions of the parameter space.
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5.1.2 Dark Matter Cases

Our dark matter trials had significantly more difficulty creating well-structured latent
spaces. While the method was successful in clustering together valid training data, sampling
in this vicinity resulted in many points which do not satisfy the constraints; see Fig. 10.
However, a subset of points from the initial core allowed for efficient generation of new valid
points, as discovered after iterating the KDE sampling procedure four times. This led to
high efficiency of 0.972(0.979), compared to naive sampling efficiency of 0.05534(0.006506)
in the cMSSM (pMSSM). See Figs 11 and 13. The iterative nature of our sampling method
allowed us to probe these valid cores efficiently despite their irregular shape. As in the
Higgs trials, this method had more success in preserving the valid range of points from the
training data when used in the cMSSM (Fig. 12), and less so in the pMSSM (Fig. 14).
We speculate that the difficulty here may result from the particularly complex and narrow
structures in the cMSSM and pMSSM created by the extreme narrowness of the dark mat-
ter constraint as applied to these spaces: we believe our valid-only training dataset lacked
the sufficient resolution required to encode their boundaries accurately in the latent space.

Figure 10: Distributions in the two-dimensional latent space for the cMSSM dark matter
study, where points which satisfy (fail) the dark matter constraint are marked Valid (In-
valid). Left shows the distribution of valid points in the training data, with a well-formed
core. However, many new points sampled from this core do not satisfy the dark matter
constraint (right), perhaps due to insufficient resolution of DM-valid features in the train-
ing data. Successive KDE iterations allowed for precise, efficient sampling in the remaining
regions of high validity (see Figs 11 and 13).
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Figure 11: Distributions of sampled points in the two-dimensional latent space in four
successive rounds of sampling for the cMSSM dark matter case. Points which satisfy (fail)
the dark matter constraint are marked Valid (Invalid). In each round, newly discovered
valid points are used to update the kernel density estimation of valid regions of the latent
space, which is used to perform the next round of sampling. As a result, the ‘crust’ of
invalid points shown in blue shrinks away with each successive iteration. The efficiencies
for these 4 rounds are 0.724, 0.887, 0.945, and 0.972 respectively.
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Figure 12: Distribution of SAFESPAM-generated points in the cMSSM (red) in each of
the five cMSSM parameters under the dark matter constraint, compared to the distribution
of the training dataset (blue).

Figure 13: Distributions in the two-dimensional latent space for the pMSSM dark mat-
ter study, where points which satisfy (fail) the dark matter constraint are marked Valid
(Invalid). Shown are distributions of sampled points in successive rounds, where in each
round valid points from previous rounds are used to perform a kernel density estimation
of valid regions of the latent space for the next round of sampling. The initial scan in the
top left frame samples via uniform distribution over a region determined by the position of
latent valid training data. The efficiency for each round is 0.049, 0.432, 0.881, 0.950, 0.979,
respectively.
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Figure 14: Distribution of SAFESPAM-generated points in the pMSSM (red) in each
of the nineteen pMSSM parameters under the dark matter constraint, compared to the
distribution of the training dataset (blue).

5.1.3 Adding secondary constraints without additional training

The structure of the SAFESPAM latent space allows us to apply additional constraints in
media res when sampling. We identify latent points which meet these additional constraints
via initial scan or previous sampling and use KDE sampling to draw new points from
their vicinity in the latent space, without providing any additional information to the
auto-encoder about which points satisfy these secondary constraints. We demonstrate this
in the cMSSM (Fig. 15) and pMSSM (Fig. 16) by re-sampling our Higgs models for
points that have both valid Higgs and DM values, i.e. a joint constraint. Although our
method does not guarantee that such ‘double-valid’ points will exist in the latent space
or form any neat self-contained substructure, we found our KDE sampling was sufficiently
robust to sample the clusters of points that were present in the latent space, achieving a
significantly increased efficiency compared to the naive scan, and doing so without requiring
any additional training. This property gives our maps an added versatility that many non-
mapping generative models and efficient search methods are unequipped for. For example,
one can add additional experimental constraints or look for theory points from a specific
dark matter annihilation class just by selectively sampling regions of the map where those
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characteristics are known to exist. Our method’s dimensional reduction capabilities also
give it a significant advantage in ease of sampling these added constraints compared to other
mapping-based generative methods such as normalizing flows which could in theory attempt
something similar. We see significant increases in efficiency with single-round KDE up to
0.3191 (0.5621) in the cMSSM (pMSSM) compared to a naive value of 0.004467 (0.01892).
Additional iterations of KDE may improve these results further.

Table 3 summarizes the generation efficiency of experimentally valid points using SAFES-
PAM and naive scanning.

Figure 15: Distributions in the two-dimensional latent space for the cMSSM study, where
points which satisfy (fail) the Higgs mass constraint are marked Valid (Invalid), and valid
points which also satisfy the dark matter constraint are marked as Double-Valid. In the
left, the initial scan identifies a core of valid Higgs points. On the right are the newly
generated points which satisfy both constraints.
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Figure 16: Distributions in the two-dimensional latent space for the pMSSM study, where
points which satisfy (fail) the Higgs mass constraint are marked Valid (Invalid), and valid
points which also satisfy the dark matter constraint are marked as Double-Valid. In the
top left, the initial scan identifies a core of valid Higgs points. In the top right, the subset
of those points which also satisfy the dark matter constraints are identified. In the bottom
left are points generated using a KDE built from the double-valid points, and in the bottom
right are the new points which satisfy both constraints.
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Table 3: Comparison of the efficiency of generation of experimentally-valid points in naive
scanning versus SAFESPAM, for several experimental constraints (Higgs mass mH , dark
matter relic density ΩDM , or both) and two theoretical spaces (5-dim cMSSM, 19-dim
pMSSM).

Method
Space Constraint Naive scan SAFESPAM Notes

cMSSM mH 0.347 0.957
pMSSM mH 0.171 0.965 Trial 1

0.961 Trial 2
cMSSM ΩDM 0.0065 0.972 Iterative
pMSSM ΩDM 0.0553 0.979 Iterative
cMSSM mH ∩ ΩDM 0.0045 0.319 Trained for mH

pMSSM mH ∩ ΩDM 0.0189 0.562 Trained for mH

5.2 CHUNC and CHUNC2 for Triple Constraint

The cMSSM and pMSSM training datasets for CHUNC and CHUNC2 each consist of
approximately 10K points, evenly split between invalid points and triple-valid points, which
satisfy the Higgs mass, dark matter relic density and LSP constraints defined in section 2.

The higher-dimensional latent space requires a slightly different KDE sampling method.
Rather than performing a uniform scan to identify a potential core, we use the position of
known latent valid points from the training set to perform the kernel density estimation.
CHUNC attempts to cluster all invalid points on an N -dimensional spherical shell of radius
1 with of thickness of 0.6, and valid points to an N -dimensional spherical core of radius 0.3.
In CHUNC2, all points are forced to a Gaussian distribution in the original dimensions,
while the additional categorical quantity is constrained to a value of 1.0 (0.0) for valid
(invalid) points.

Despite not using dimensional reduction, CHUNC and CHUNC2 both achieve more
than two orders of magnitude improvements in generation efficiency over the naive scan,
see Table 4. In the cMSSM, CHUNC2 has an efficiency of 0.32, outperforming CHUNC’s
efficiency of 0.21. However, in the higher dimensional pMSSM case CHUNC’s efficiency
of 0.24 exceeds CHUNC2’s efficiency of 0.15. Iterative KDE sampling may improve these
results further. While CHUNC and CHUNC2 were evenly matched at preserving the pro-
portionality of the valid subspace in the lower dimensional cMSSM trials (see Fig. 17),
CHUNC2 does a better job at capturing the proportionality of the valid subspace without
introducing significant distortion, as seen most notably in the |M2| , |At| , mL̃1

,mL̃3
and

mũ3 distributions in Fig. 18. However, CHUNC outpeforms CHUNC2 for pMSSM efficiency.
Both CHUNC and CHUNC2 appear to introduce notably less bias than SAFESPAM when
sampling from the pMSSM.
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Table 4: Comparison of the efficiency of generation of experimentally-valid points in naive
scanning versus CHUNC and CHUNC2 methods for three experimental constraints (Higgs
mass mH , dark matter relic density ΩDM , and the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP)
being a neutralino) and two theoretical spaces (5-dim cMSSM, 19-dim pMSSM). The un-
certainty across all trials is ∼ O(0.01), estimated by running 10 independent samplings for
each case.

Method
Space Constraint Naive scan CHUNC CHUNC2

cMSSM mH ∩ ΩDM∩ LSP 0.0004 0.21 0.32
pMSSM mH ∩ ΩDM∩ LSP 0.0012 0.24 0.15

Figure 17: Distribution of CHUNC (red) and CHUNC2 generated (orange) points in each
of the five cMSSM parameters under the triple constraint, compared to the distribution of
the training dataset (blue).
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Figure 18: Distribution of CHUNC (red) and CHUNC2 generated (orange) points in each
of the nineteen pMSSM parameters under the triple constraint, compared to the distribution
of the training dataset (blue).

6 Discussion and Conclusion

6.1 Strengths and Weaknesses

SAFESPAM is capable of significant improvements in efficiency over naive sampling, at-
taining greater than 95% efficiency in all single-constraint cases; see Table 3. However,
the range of points sampled often missed valid regions from the training data, especially
in the pMSSM. In many cases we also found valid points generated outside the bound-
aries specified in our initial data generation, in ranges previously unknown to the model,
behavior not unexpected for such models. For example, Fig. 7 shows valid points with
m0,m1/2 > 10, 000 GeV. While the latent distributions produced by SAFESPAM often
display a distinct boundary between valid and invalid points, this was not the case for the
Dark Matter trials, perhaps due to the narrower constraint in weak-scale space.

Both SAFESPAM and CHUNC-style methods show notable improvement across several
constraints compared to naive sampling in the cMSSM and pMSSM. The ability to apply
additional constraints while sampling makes these maps versatile tools, and the iterative
usage of KDE sampling guarantees that even difficult latent shapes can be sampled with
high efficiency. Optimistically, one imagines a web of theorists training SWAE networks
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on specific sub-regions of interest in these parameter spaces and sharing their models with
one another for easy data generation in those regions. Another possibility is to use these
methods to explore lesser-known and under-explored subspaces within the full MSSM, such
as those which might lead to new solutions to the little hierarchy problem [80, 81]. Our
methodology could also be used with non-MSSM theoretical parameter spaces, or any high-
dimensional supervised learning problem with a clear labeled distinction between valid and
invalid points.

Broadly, there is a clear trade-off between the efficiency benefits of dimensional re-
duction methods such as SAFESPAM and the potential sampling biases introduced by
compressing these high-dimensional spaces. In contrast, CHUNC and CHUNC2-style net-
works avoid dimensional reduction in their latent spaces, and achieve significantly less bias
in sampling the pMSSM despite imposing no constraints that select for this, allowing these
methods to sample a broader range of valid points. However, with no dimensional reduction,
these latent spaces are still vast and difficult to search exhaustively, even if well-organized,
and KDE-style sampling can be less effective, resulting in lower yield.

6.2 Future Avenues

In terms of near term improvements of our methodology, sampling jointly from an ensemble
of models with varying hyperparameters could help recover portions of these spaces lost due
to dimensional reduction in any given individual model. Alternatively, one might introduce
a secondary Sliced Wasserstein loss term, applied to fit randomly generated output data
to the expected proportionality of the valid sub-space while training, in order to prevent
biased sampling.

The cMSSM and pMSSM both adopt de facto theory biases in constraining the un-
derlying MSSM space. Ideally, machine-learning-driven methods will someday be powerful
enough to tackle larger unconstrained spaces with high accuracy and efficiency, usurping
the need for such constraints. However neither the SAFESPAM or CHUNC-style method
in their current iterations would perform well in a ∼100 parameter space such as the uncon-
strained MSSM. Reduction to two dimensions via a SAFESPAM-style methodology would
cause significant information loss, and a CHUNC-style method with no dimensional re-
duction would be overwhelmed by the sheer vastness of the space, the primary reason the
MSSM is difficult to explore in the first place. Standard KDE sampling is also known to
degrade due to curse of dimensionality, though there are proposed methods to circumvent
this [82–84]. Ultimately, future work in this vein will need to thread the needle with di-
mensional reduction in order to simplify sampling and search methods without incurring
significant information loss. One optimistically imagines a variable-dimension auto-encoder
where the dimension of the latent space at any given point is itself a trainable parameter.
Such a network could constrain different portions of a space into separate yet interconnected
lower-dimensional representations, changing the dimension of the latent space as needed to
maximize dimensional reduction benefits while avoiding information loss. The boundaries
of the resulting structures in the latent space could be elucidated iteratively then those
structures could be learned and sampled via manifold learning [50, 51].
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Another fundamental issue is that as dimensionality increases a larger initial scan is
needed to represent the space without losing resolution. In the unconstrained MSSM any
sort of uniform scan is currently intractable: a scan with only 2 values per dimension would
require ∼ 2100 points. A potential solution to this would be to focus on sequential or
algorithmic search methods that can operate without the overhead of evaluating a large
initial dataset (see [36], [40] for examples), but it is unclear how exactly one would meld
these with a dimensional-reduction-based framework.

6.3 Conclusion

We trained a variety of modified Sliced Wasserstein autoencoders, both with and without
dimensional reduction, to sample efficiently from experimentally valid regions of two sub-
spaces of the MSSM, the cMSSM and pMSSM, under multiple experimental constraints.
Utilizing these mappings alongside KDE sampling, we were able to demonstrate efficiencies
significantly greater than naive values in all cases, and we suspect additional iterative usage
of KDE sampling could improve these results even further. Our method also is capable of
easily adding additional secondary constraints without any retraining, in part due to the
benefits of dimensional reduction.

If subtle, unexplored regions remain in spaces like the cMSSM and pMSSM, their dis-
covery hinges on sampling methods that can overcome the inherent difficulties of searching
high-dimensional spaces. Methods like SAFESPAM, CHUNC, and CHUNC2 provide a
novel way to drill deeper into such parameter spaces and ensure underexplored regions do
not go overlooked. Further work with these methods to analyze such regions in the cMSSM
and pMSSM remains, as do additional iterative strategies to apply additional successive
experimental constraints. The discovery of notable regions in these spaces could easily in-
spire to new LHC analyses in search of supersymmetric signatures we would not know to
look for otherwise.
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A Hyperparameters

Hyperparameters for SAFESPAM, CHUNC and CHUNC2
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Table 5: Table of Hyperparameters for SAFESPAM. Note for pMSSM mH trial 1 training
was split between 20 epochs with a proportional mix of valid and invalid data and 20 epochs
of only valid data.

Space cMSSM cMSSM pMSSM pMSSM pMSSM

Constraint mH ΩDM mH (Tr. 1) mH (Tr. 2) ΩDM

Batch Sz. 2500 2500 2500 2500 2500
L.R. 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005 0.0005
Opt. ADAM ADAM ADAM ADAM ADAM

num. layers 10 10 10 10 12
Act. Leaky RELU Leaky RELU Leaky RELU Leaky RELU Leaky RELU

num. epochs 60 6160 40* 160 160
α 5 5 5 5 5
β 1 5 1 1 1
γ 0 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.8

Table 6: Table of Hyperparameters for CHUNC and CHUNC2.

Model CHUNC CHUNC2 CHUNC CHUNC2
Space cMSSM cMSSM pMSSM pMSSM

Constraint Triple Triple Triple Triple
Batch Sz. 64 64 64 64

L.R. 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
Opt. ADAM ADAM ADAM ADAM

num. layers 22 22 22 22
Act. Leaky RELU Leaky RELU Leaky RELU Leaky RELU

num. epochs 100 100 100 100
α 1 1 1 1
β 1 1 1 1
γ 1 1 1 1
c 1 N/A 1 N/A
d 1 N/A 1 N/A
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Quantum coherence and entanglement in neutral-current neutrino oscillation in
matter
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Although neutrino-antineutrino states originating from neutral-current interactions are blind con-
cerning the flavor state, an oscillation pattern is predicted provided that both neutrino and antineu-
trino are detected. This issue arises from both the coherence and entanglement of the neutrino-
antineutrino states. Based on quantum resource theory, we use the l1-norm and concurrence to
quantify quantum coherence and entanglement, respectively. Considering the localization proper-
ties by the wave packet approach and a matter potential which appears when neutrino and antineu-
trino propagate in a material medium, we obtain the l1-norm and concurrence. We see that the
neutrino and antineutrino remain entangled for larger baseline lengths when they propagate in a
material medium. In the case of the coherence property, the l1-norm decreases in comparison to the
corresponding one in vacuum. However, its damping occurs for larger distances.

Keywords: Neutrino oscillation, Z0 decay, entanglement, coherence, resonance potential

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum coherence and entanglement are two important quantum resources that play crucial roles in quantum
information and quantum computation science and they are investigated in various branches of condensed matter,
atomic physics, and quantum optics. Additionally, several particle physics phenomena, such as meson mixing and
neutrino oscillation, could potentially provide suitable opportunities for their explorations [1–13]. For instance, vio-
lation of the Leggett-Garg inequality as a manifestation of quantum coherence has been investigated using MINOS
data [1].The l1-norm value as a measure of quantum coherence has also been studied using data from the Day Bay,
KamLAND, MINOS and T2K neutrino experiments [2]. For instance, in the case of the Daya Bay experiment, in
which detectors are near the source and the measured transition probability is low, the l1-norm takes a value much
lower than its maximum, while in the case of KamLAND, in which the neutrino baseline is about 180 km, this coher-
ence measure reaches the maximal value. Certainly, the neutrino oscillation process, which is a quantum mechanical
phenomenon occurring on the macroscopic scale, is an appropriate medium in which to study the quantum foundation
aspects and quantum correlations such as quantum coherence and entanglement. Using the wave packet approach,
one can give a meticulous description of neutrino oscillation [14–17]. Specifically, the production, propagation and
detection of a neutrino should be considered as localized processes, and this localization is very well fulfilled using the
wave packet approach. To be more precise, we must emphasize that the observation of neutrino oscillation depends
on the coherence of neutrinos during production, propagation, and detection processes. The production and detection
coherence conditions are satisfied provided that the intrinsic quantum mechanical energy uncertainties during these
processes are large compared to the energy difference ∆Eij of different neutrino mass eigenstates:

∆Eij ∼
∆m2

ij

2E
� σE , (1)

where σE = min{σprod
E , σdet

E }. This condition implies that during the production and detection processes, one cannot
discriminate the neutrino mass eigenstates. Conservation of coherence during propagation means that wave packets
describing the mass eigenstates overlap from the production to the detection regions. The wave packets describing
different neutrino mass eigenstates propagate with different group velocities. After propagating L, the separation of

different mass wave packets is
∆m2

ij

2E2 L. Consequently, coherent propagation is guaranteed provided that

∆m2
ij

2E2
L� σxν '

vg
σE

, (2)
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where vg is the average group velocity of wave packets of different neutrino mass eigenstates, and σxν is their common
effective spatial width. In other words, similar to the double-slit experiment, if one could determine which mass
eigenstate is created or detected, the neutrino oscillation pattern would disappear. In particular, the conservation
of energy and momentum implies that exact determination of the energy-momentum of charged leptons leads to
determination of the mass eigenstate of the corresponding neutrino (in fact, exact momentum conservation causes the
neutrino state to be kinematically entangled with the corresponding charged lepton state), and the neutrino oscillation
ceases [18, 19].

Furthermore, the neutrino oscillation process is observed provided that neutrinos have a specific initial flavor state.
The kinematic analysis shows that a neutrino state created through charged current (CC) interactions exhibits this
situation. For instance, a muon neutrino is created by pion decay while muon decay only gives an electron neutrino.
In contrast, the neutral current (NC) processes or the Z0 decay are blind with respect to the neutrino flavor states.
In other words, every flavor eigenstate and every mass eigenstate is created with equal probability. Therefore, one
can write, in general, the state of the created neutrino and antineutrino as follows:

|νZ〉 =
1√
3

∑
α=e,µ,τ

|να〉|ν̄α〉 =
1√
3

3∑
i=1

|νi〉 |ν̄i〉 . (3)

Here, the second equality is satisfied because the transformation matrix between mass and flavor eigenstates is unitary.
Thus, the usual neutrino oscillation in which either neutrino or antineutrino is detected cannot be observed for NC
neutrinos. However, Eq. (3) shows that there is another property that is noticeable: the neutrino and antineutrino
originating from the NC interaction are maximally entangled due to the conservation of energy-momentum and lepton
number in electroweak interactions. Hence, if both neutrino and antineutrino are detected, it is possible that oscillation
patterns will be observed between detectors [22–24]. However, if only either neutrino or antineutrino is detected, we
will have an entirely classical ensemble and will be unable to observe any oscillation pattern. Indeed, this phenomenon
can be interpreted as a CPT transformation of half of the process maps of the propagation of neutrino-antineutrino
pairs onto the traditional neutrino oscillation experiment. Of course, its requirement is that the initial state is an
entangled state according to Eq. (3). Otherwise, if the initial state is separable as follows:

ρ =
1

3

∑
γ

|νγ〉|ν̄γ〉〈νγ |〈ν̄γ |, (4)

using the CPT transformation on the antineutrino process, one can show that the probability of detecting a neutrino
with flavor state |να〉 at a detector and an antineutrino with flavor state |νβ〉 at another detector is

Pαβ =
1

3

∑
γ

PγαPβγ , (5)

which is not the traditional neutrino oscillation probability. Although NC neutrino oscillation is beyond the reach
of any experiment, it can be implemented analogically by the double-double-slit experiment performed in Ref. [25].
In this experiment, the path-entangled photons are passed through opposite screens with a double slit. Due to
entanglement, each photon can reveal the which-slit-path information of the other photon. Therefore, the two-photon
interference pattern appears if detection locations of photons are correlated without revealing the which-slit-path
information. However, it has also been shown experimentally and theoretically that two-photon quantum interference
disappears when the which-slit-path of one photon is detected in the double-double-slit.

When neutrinos (antineutrinos) propagate in a material medium, they might have a forward coherent scattering
off electrons and nucleons of the matter via both weak CC and weak NC interactions [26, 27]. All three neutrino
(antineutrino) flavor states can interact with the matter through NC, but the electron neutrino (antineutrino) has
an additional interaction (i.e. interaction through the CC) which causes it to feel an additional potential. In the
calculations, we only consider the effective potential due to the CC interaction because the potentials coming from the
NC interactions induce common phases for all three neutrino (antineutrino) flavor states and do not alter neutrino

oscillating behaviors. Therefore, the effective potential of matter which must be considered is VCC =
√

2GFNe
(V̄CC = −

√
2GFNe), where GF and Ne are the Fermi coupling constant and the density of electrons in the medium,

respectively. If the matter density of the medium is nonuniform, the potential depends on the coordinate; otherwise,
it is constant.

According to Eq. (3), the neutrino and antineutrino produced by NC interactions are entangled with respect to either
their flavor or mass modes. Indeed, this state has a maximal entanglement similar to the Bell states1. Moreover, they

1 Bell states are the four states that can be created when two qubits are maximally entangled. The four states are represented as
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are entangled due to energy-momentum conservation. In fact, the predicted oscillation pattern between two detectors
is based on these features. Also, as a result of entanglement, the coherence condition obtained by considering
localization properties via the wave packet approach is stronger than that obtained by imposing the non-separation
mass wave packet constraint analogous to Eq. (2) [23, 24]. In fact, the coherent propagation of both neutrino and
antineutrino is not sufficient because the oscillation pattern ceases if the distance between the detectors is larger than
the coherence length. In this paper, we consider the matter refraction to reanalyze this problem in the context of two-
flavor neutrino oscillations. In this case, the NC neutrino oscillation cannot be concluded by a CPT transformation of
half the process. However, since the mixing in the source is independent of matter potential, the initial state can be
written in mass eigenstate according to Eq. (3). Therefore, as we will show, one can obtain the standard oscillation
pattern in a material medium for the NC neutrinos. Moreover, using quantum resource theory, we study the quantum
entanglement and quantum coherence under these conditions. For this purpose, concurrence and l1-norm are defined
as a measure for entanglement and quantum coherence, respectively. Coherence is the quantum resource of neutrino
oscillation, and its origin during production and detection processes, as well as its conservation during propagation,
has been discussed extensively and accurately in the literature; for instance, see [14–21]. Meanwhile, using quantum
resource theory, one can quantify quantum coherence, entanglement, or another quantum resource by introducing
some measure quantities [31–36]. In the case of usual neutrino oscillation, the refraction of the neutrino in a dense
medium leads to a decrease in the quantum coherence in standard neutrino oscillation [9]. However, as we will see,
the value of entanglement of neutrino-antineutrino pairs shows different behavior in terms of matter potential.

In the next section, treating the neutrino and antineutrino as a wave packet, we obtain the probability of the NC
neutrino oscillation in a material medium with constant density for the two-flavor schema. In section III, we explore
the variation in entanglement and quantum coherence for this issue in the quantum resource theory framework. For
this purpose, we use concurrence and l1-norm measures for entanglement and coherence, respectively. We summarize
our results in the last section.

II. PROBABILITY OF NC NEUTRINO OSCILLATION IN MATTER

According to the quantum wave packet approach, we should describe the neutrino and antineutrino by a localized
wave function at the space-time coordinates (x, t) and (x̄, t̄), respectively. Moreover, it is assumed that the neutrino and
antineutrino detectors are located at distances L and L̄ from the source, respectively. The neutrino and antineutrino
coming from the Z0 boson must be described by a bipartite entangled state. Therefore, this state can be written as
follows:

|νZ ,x, t, x̄, t̄〉 =
1√
2

∑
i

Ψm
iS(x, t, x̄, t̄) |νi〉 |ν̄i〉 , (6)

where

Ψm
iS(x, t, x̄, t̄) = N

∫
d3p

(
√

2π)3

∫
d3p̄

(
√

2π)3
fS(p,pmi )f̄S(p̄, p̄mi )δ3(p− p̄)

× exp[−iEmi (p)(t− tp) + ip(x− xp)− iĒmi (p̄)(t̄− tp) + ip̄ · (x̄− xp)]. (7)

The superscript m refers to the propagation in a material medium, and the subscript S indicates that this state is
related to the source. Here, fS(p,pmi ) and f̄S(p̄, p̄mi ) are the momentum distribution functions of the neutrino and
antineutrino with mean momenta pmi and p̄mi . Also, Emi (p) and Ēmi (p̄) are the energies of neutrino and antineutrino
with mass mi, respectively, and tp and xp denote the production coordinates. The Dirac delta factor is added in Eq.
(7) to ensure that the momentum is conserved (here, we consider those Z0 bosons as being almost at rest in the frame
where the matter effect is constant). Indeed, the time evolution of neutrino states in a matter medium is governed
by the following effective Hamiltonian [28]:

δHm = H0 + VCC =
1

2E
[Udiag(0,∆m2

21)U† + diag(2EV (x), 0)]. (8)

In the case of antineutrino, we denote the corresponding Hamiltonian by δH̄m, and it is obtained from Eq. (8) by
replacing V (x) with −V (x). We consider the density of matter to be constant. The unitary mixing matrix U for a

|Φ±〉 =
|00〉±|11〉√

2
and |Ψ±〉 =

|10〉±|10〉√
2

.
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two-generation platform is parameterized as follows:

U =

[
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

]
. (9)

Therefore, one can obtain the following eigenvalues for the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (8):

δEm1 =
∆m2

21 + 2EV −
√

4E2V 2 + ∆m4
21 − 4EV∆m2

21 cos 2θ

4E
, (10)

and

δEm2 =
∆m2

21 + 2EV +
√

4E2V 2 + ∆m4
21 − 4EV∆m2

21 cos 2θ

4E
, (11)

and the corresponding mixing angle is given by

θm =
1

2
arctan

(
∆m2

21 sin 2θ

∆m2
21 cos 2θ − 2EV

)
. (12)

In the case of the antineutrino, we denote the eigenvalues of δH̄m and corresponding mixing angle by δĒ
m
1,2 and θ̄m,

respectively. These parameters can be represented by the corresponding expressions given in Eqs. (10), (11) and (12)
with the difference that V must be replaced by −V . It is clear from Eq. (12) that there is a resonance in mixing of
neutrinos provided that V ' ∆m2

21 cos 2θ/2E. However, no resonance exists for antineutrino mixing.
For the momentum distribution function of the neutrino and antineutrino in Eq. (7), we use the Gaussian momentum

wave function as follows:

f(p,pi) =

(
2π

σ2
p

) 3
4

exp

[
− (p− pi)

2

4σ2
p

]
. (13)

Hereafter, the momentum uncertainties of the neutrino and antineutrino are denoted by σp and σ̄p, respectively. It is
appropriate to assume that σp and σ̄p are much smaller than the corresponding mean momenta. Therefore, one can
expand the energy up to the first order of the departure from the mean momentum as follows:

Emi (p) ' Emi + vmi (p− pmi ), (14)

where

Emi ≡ Emi (pmi ) =
√
m2
i + pmi

2, (15)

and vmi is the group velocity of the ith mass eigenstate and is given by vmi = dEm/dp|p=pm
i

. Likewise, we can write a
similar expression for antineutrinos. Consequently, one can write the position wave packet given in Eq. (7) as follows:

Ψm
iS(x, t, x̄, t̄) ∝ exp

[
−i(Emi t+ Ēmi t̄)−

(σ2
xν σ̄

2
xν̄)

(σ2
xν + σ̄2

xν̄)
(pmi − p̄mi )2 − (x + x̄− vmi t− v̄mi t̄)

2

4(σ2
xν + σ̄2

xν̄)

+
i

(σ2
xν + σ̄2

xν̄)
(x + x̄)(σ̄2

xν̄ p̄
m
i + σ2

xνp
m
i ) +

i

(σ2
xν + σ̄2

xν̄)
(pmi − p̄mi )(σ̄2

xν̄v
m
i t− σ2

xν v̄
m
i t̄)

]
. (16)

where σ2
xν and σ̄2

xν̄ are the position uncertainties of the neutrino and antineutrino in the source, and they are given
by σx = 1/2σp and σ̄x = 1/2σ̄p, respectively.

On the other hand, since the detection processes are essentially time-independent, detected states have no time
dependence. Therefore, the wave function of the detected neutrino and antineutrino states is described by∣∣να,x− L, ν̄β , x̄− L̄

〉
=
∑
i

∑
j

Um∗αi Ū
m
βjΨ

m
iD(x− L)Ψ̄m

jD̄(x̄− L̄) |νi〉 |ν̄j〉 , (17)

where Ψm
iD(x− L) and Ψ̄m

jD̄
(x̄− L̄) are the wave functions of the detected neutrino and antineutrino at positions L

and L̄, respectively. Moreover, Umαi and Ūmβi in Eq. (17) are mixing matrices of neutrinos and antineutrinos in a

material medium. In fact, Um (Ūm) has a form similar to Eq.(9) with the difference that θ is replaced by θm (θ̄m)
given by Eq. (12). Again, we assume a localized Gaussian wave function in momentum space similar to (13) for
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both the neutrino and antineutrino detected in the corresponding detectors. Under this scenario, the detected state
Eq.(17) can be written as follows

∣∣να,x− L, ν̄β , x̄− L̄
〉

=
∑
i

Um∗αi Ū
m
βj exp

[
ip′mi (x− L) + ip̄′mi (x̄− L̄)− (x− L)2

4σ2
xD

− (x̄− L̄)2

4σ̄2
xD̄

]
|νi〉 |ν̄j〉 , (18)

where σ2
xD and σ̄2

xD̄
are the uncertainties of the detected neutrino and antineutrino processes. In general, the mean

momenta of the produced particles, pi and p̄i, are different from one of the detected particles, p′i and p̄′i. However,
we assume that they coincide. Then, the transition amplitude of detecting να and ν̄β in the corresponding detectors
becomes:

Amαβ =

∫
d3x

∫
d3x̄〈να,x− L, ν̄β , x̄− L̄ | νZ ,x, t, x̄, t̄〉. (19)

Substituting Eq.(6) with Ψm
iS given in Eqs. (16) and (18) into the above equation and calculating the integrals over

the position coordinates, we obtain

Amαβ ∝
1√
2

∑
i

Um∗αi Ū
m
βi exp

[
−iEmi t− iĒmi t̄−

(L + L̄− vmi t− v̄mi t̄)
2

8σ2
x

− σ2
x(pmi − p̄mi )2

2

+
i(L + L̄)(pmi + p̄mi )

2
+
i(pmi − p̄mi )(vmi t− v̄mi t̄)

2

]
, (20)

where we assumed that the position uncertainties of neutrinos and antineutrinos which are defined as

σ2
x ≡ σ2

xν + σ2
xD, σ̄2

x ≡ σ̄2
xν̄ + σ̄2

xD̄, (21)

are approximately equal σ2
x ' σ̄2

x.
We want to obtain the probability of detecting a neutrino with flavor state |να〉 at one detector and the corresponding

antineutrino with flavor state |νβ〉 at another. In general, the distance of the two detectors from the production location
may be different. In this case, the arrival times of the neutrino and antineutrino at their corresponding detectors are
not equal. It is suitable that instead of t and t̄, we select the following time variables:

T = t+ t̄, and τ = |t− t̄|. (22)

Meanwhile, the emission time and the corresponding arrival times of the neutrino and antineutrino are not measured.
Hence, we integrate over T , which is the arrival time of the neutrino or antineutrino from its own detector to another
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detector. Therefore, the probability of the oscillation pattern between detectors can be obtained as follows:

Pmαβ ∝
1

2

∑
i,j

Um∗αi U
m
αjŪ

m∗
βj Ū

m
βi exp

{
− (L + L̄)2

8σ2
x

(∆vmij + ∆v̄mij )2

(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2

−
2σ2

x(∆Emij + ∆Ēmij )2

(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2
− σ2

x

2

[(
p̄mi − pmi

)2

+
(
p̄mj − pmj

)2
]

− i
(L + L̄)(∆Emij + ∆Ēmij )(vmi + vmj + v̄mi + v̄mj )

(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2
+ i

(L + L̄)(∆pmij + ∆p̄mij )

2

+ 2σ2
x

(∆Emij + ∆Ēmij )
[
(v̄mi − vmi )(p̄mi − pmi )− (v̄mj − vmj )(p̄mj − pmj )

]
(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2

− σ2
x

2

[
(vmi − v̄mi )(p̄mi − pmi )− (vmj − v̄mj )(p̄mj − pmj )

]2
(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2

− i
(L + L̄)

2

(vmi + vmj + v̄mi + v̄mj )
[
(p̄mi − pmi )(vmi − v̄mi )− (p̄mj − pmj )(vmj − v̄mj )

]
(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2

−
(v̄mj vmi − v̄mi vmj )2τ2

8σ2
x((vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2)

− i
∆Emij τ

(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2
(v̄m2
i + v̄m2

j + v̄mi vmi + v̄mj vmj )

+ i
∆Ēmij τ

(vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2
(vm2
i + vm2

j + v̄mi vmi + v̄mj vmj ) +
(L + L̄)(v̄mi vmj − v̄mj vmi )τ

4σ2
x((vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2)

(∆vmij + ∆v̄mij )

+ i
τ

2((vmi + v̄mi )2 + (vmj + v̄mj )2)

[(
2v̄mi vmi (v̄mi + vmi ) + (v̄mj + vmj )(v̄mj vmi + v̄mi vmj )

)
(pmi − p̄mi )

−
(

2v̄mj vmj (v̄mj + vmj ) + (v̄mi + vmi )(v̄mj vmi + v̄mi vmj )

)
(pmj − p̄mj )

]}
, (23)

in which ∆Emij (∆Ēmij ) and ∆vmij (∆v̄mij ) are the energy and group velocity differences in the material medium between
the two mass eigenstates of the neutrino (antineutrino), respectively. By using relativistic approximations, one can
write the mean energies as follows:

Emi ≈ E + ξδEmi , (24)

and

Ēmi ≈ E + ξδĒmi , (25)

where E is the neutrino and antineutrino energy in the limit of zero mass. Also, ξ denotes a dimensionless quantity
whose value can be estimated from energy-momentum conservation in the production process [29, 30]. In the case of
Z0 boson decay in the rest frame, we have ξ ≈ 0. Similarly, the corresponding momenta can be given by

pmi ≈ E + (ξ − 1)δEmi , (26)

and

p̄mi ≈ E + (ξ − 1)δĒmi . (27)

Furthermore, in this approximation, the group velocity of a mass eigenstate is also written as

vmi ≈
dEmi
dE

= 1 +
dδEmi
dE

, (28)

for neutrinos and

v̄mi ≈
dĒmi
dE

= 1 +
dδĒmi
dE

, (29)
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for antineutrinos. Therefore, Eq. (23) can be simplified as follows:

Pmαβ(L, L̄) ∝ 1

2

∑
i,j

Um∗αi Ū
m
βiU

m
αjŪ

m∗
βj exp

{
− 2πi

(L + L̄)

Lmosc
ij

− 1

2

(L + L̄

Lmcoh
ij

)2

−
(2πξσx

Lmosc
ij

)2

− σ2
x(ξ − 1)2

2

[
(δEmi − δĒmi )2 + (δEmj − δĒmj )2

]}

× exp

{
τ

64

[
− 32i(∆δEmij −∆δĒmij )

+
1

σ2
x

(∆v̄mij −∆vmij )
(

2(L + L̄)(∆v̄mij + ∆vmij )− (∆v̄mij −∆vmij )τ
)]}

, (30)

where the oscillation length Lmosc
ij and the coherence length Lmcoh

ij , for i 6= j, are defined by

Lmosc
ij ≡

4π

∆δEmij + ∆δĒmij
, (31)

in which ∆δEmij ≡ δEmi − δEmj and ∆δĒmij ≡ δĒmi − δĒmj , and

Lmcoh
ij ≡

4
√

2σx
| ∆vmij + ∆v̄mij |

, (32)

respectively. According to Eq. (28), the differences in the neutrino group velocities appearing in Eq. (32) become

∆vij = −∆m2
21(∆m2

21 − 2EV cos 2θ)

4E3∆δEmij
. (33)

For ∆v̄mij , we obtain a similar expression, with the difference that ∆δEmij and V must be replaced by ∆δĒmij and −V .

For neutrinos, ∆vij becomes zero provided that V = ∆m2
21/2E cos 2θ. But in the case of antineutrinos, it does not

happen. Therefore, according to Eq. (32), the greatest value of Lmcoh
ij occurs when ∆vmij = 0. The last exponential

factor appearing in Eq. (30) is due to the non-simultaneous neutrino and antineutrino detection processes. This
factor depends on the subtraction of the difference between the energies and group velocities of the neutrino and
antineutrino mass eigenstates. This difference is zero in vacuum, and in the material medium with usual densities
its effect can be completely ignored compared to the oscillation and decoherence factors. Therefore, with accuracy
such that this factor can be ignored, the processes of neutrino and antineutrino detection can be considered to be
simultaneous. Furthermore, the first three terms appearing in the first exponential, in Eq. (30), are the same as the

results of Refs. [23, 24] with the difference that Lmosc
ij and Lmcoh

ij are modified due to the neutrino and antineutrino
scattering off matter. However, the last term in this exponential is coming absolutely from the difference between
the potential of neutrinos and antineutrinos. Similar to the terms coming from the non-simultaneity of neutrino and
antineutrino detection processes, the effect of this term can also be ignored.

Since the lifetime of Z0 is so small (about τZ0
' 3 × 10−25s), the interval between two nearest collisions becomes

smaller than the mean distance between particles in the nucleus. Therefore, σx is determined by the Z0 decay width
ΓZ0

as follows [16]:

σx '
p

E
Γ−1
Z0
. (34)

The energy of the neutrino and antineutrino coming from the decay of a rest Z0 is about E = 46GeV. If we take
∆m2

21 = 7.53×10−5eV 2, and θ = 33.46◦ [37], σx of approximately 10−16m is obtained. With these values for relevant
parameters, using (32) and (31), coherence and oscillation length of about 1010m and 1015m are obtained, respectively.
Therefore, under this condition, the oscillation pattern ceases due to the separation of mass eigenstate wave packets.
This situation is not improved by choosing the oscillation parameters between the second and third generations, and
the oscillation length will still be several orders of magnitude larger than the coherence length. In the following,
however, we want to investigate quantum coherence and entanglement as a resource of the oscillation pattern in this
problem. Therefore, we suppose σx to be about the atomic distance (5 × 10−10m) so that the oscillating behavior
does not cease.
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FIG. 1: Probabilities of the survival (a) and transition (b) patterns between detectors versus their distance L+ L̄. The matter
potential is taken as V = 0 (blue), V = 3.208 × 10−16eV (pink), V = 2.087 × 10−15eV (green) and V = 5 × 10−14eV (brown).

For greater clarification, we illustrate the probabilities of the survival (a) and transition patterns (b) between
detectors versus their distance L + L̄ in Fig. 1. Specifically, we plot the probability in terms of L + L̄ for four
cases: vacuum (V = 0, blue curve), for a value of the potential which corresponds to the neutrino resonance mixing

(V = 3.208 × 10−16eV, pink curve), for a value of the potential in which Lmcoh
12 takes the maximum value (V =

2.087× 10−15eV, green curve) and for a matter-dominated potential (V = 5× 10−14eV, brown curve).

III. QUANTUM CORRELATIONS

As mentioned, the NC neutrino oscillation originates from the neutrino and antineutrino entanglement and quantum
coherence due to the overlap of mass eigenstate wave functions. Both of these correlations are affected by the
disentangling and decoherence due to the separation of wave packets as well as the scattering of neutrinos and
antineutrinos off material medium. Therefore, in this section, we use concurrence and l1-norm, respectively, as a
measure for entanglement and quantum coherence in the framework of quantum resource theory, in order to investigate
the mentioned effects.

Entanglement as a quantum correlation is studied extensively in the framework of the quantum resource theory
[31–34]. Concurrence is one of the measures suggested to quantify entanglement. First, let us define ρ̃ as follows:

ρ̃ = (σy ⊗ σy)ρ∗(σy ⊗ σy). (35)

The concurrence measure is generally defined by [33, 34]:

C(ρ) = max(λ1 − λ2 − λ3 − λ4, 0), (36)

where λi’s are the square roots of the four eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian matrix ρρ̃ in decreasing order. Accordingly,
considering a general two-qubit state, we have

|φ〉 = α00 |0, 0〉+ α01 |0, 1〉+ α10 |1, 0〉+ α11 |1, 1〉 . (37)

The concurrence for this state is obtained as follows

C(ρ) = 2 | α00α11 − α01α10 | . (38)

Clearly, for Bell states, we have C(ρ) = 1. Otherwise, if the coefficients in Eq. (37) are such that |φ〉 is separable,
C(ρ) will be zero. For other cases, one obtains a value between 0 and 1. The more entangled the state, the closer the
value of C(ρ) is to 1.

For an entangled neutrino and antineutrino state originating from the Z0 decay, the corresponding bipartite state
is given in Eq. (6) which is written based on the wave packet approach. The density matrix operator corresponding
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to this state, after integrating over the related momenta and time 2, is obtained as

ρ(x, x̄) ∝ 1

2

∑
i,j

exp

[
− 1

8σ2
x((vi + v̄i)2 + (vj + v̄j)2)

(x + x̄)2(∆vij + ∆v̄ij)
2

+
i

2
(∆pij + ∆p̄ij)(x + x̄)− σ2

x

2
((p̄i − pi)

2 + (p̄j − pj)
2)

− 1

8σ2
x((vi + v̄i)2 + (vj + v̄j)2)

[(x + x̄)(vi + vj + v̄i + v̄j)]
2

+
1

8σ2
x((vi + v̄i)2 + (vj + v̄j)2)

[−4iσ2
x(∆Eij + ∆Ēij) + (x + x̄)(vi + vj + v̄i + v̄j)

+ 2iσ2
x(p̄j − pj)(v̄j − vj)− 2iσ2

x(p̄i − pi)(v̄i − vi)]
2

]
| νi, ν̄i〉〈νj , ν̄j | . (39)

Taking into account the issues related to energies, momenta and group velocities, given in Eqs. (24)-(29), and using
the definitions given in Eqs. (31) and (32), one can simplify this relation as follows:

ρ(x, x̄) ∝ 1

2

∑
i,j

exp

[
− 2πi

(x + x̄)

Lmosc
ij

− 1

2

(
x + x̄

Lmcoh
ij

)2

−

(
2πξσx
Lmosc

ij

)2

− σ
2
x

2
(ξ − 1)2[(δEmi − δĒmi )2 + (δEmj − δĒmj )2]

]
| νi, ν̄i〉〈νj , ν̄j |, (40)

The behavior of this density matrix in terms of x + x̄ is analogous to that obtained in Ref. [21] with some differences
coming from the distinct propagation of neutrinos and antineutrinos in a material medium.

Now we can calculate the concurrence whose definition is given in Eq. (36) as a measure of the neutrino and
antineutrino entanglement. By direct calculation, one can obtain the following expression for concurrence:

C(ρ) = exp

[
− 1

2

(
x + x̄

Lmcoh
12

)2

−

(
2πξσx
Lmosc

12

)2

− σ2
x

2
(ξ − 1)2[(δEm1 − δĒm1 )2 + (δEm2 − δĒm2 )2]

]
. (41)

In fact, the first term in the exponential has a decisive role in the behavior of C(ρ) when the propagation length is
of the order of the coherence length. Furthermore, we should emphasis that if one uses a plane wave description for
neutrinos, the value of concurrence remains equal to 1 for every value of x + x̄ and V . Meanwhile, in the wave packet
approach, the concurrence depends on V as well as x + x̄; it becomes zero when x + x̄ exceeds the coherence length,
and its falling is postponed for higher matter density (see Fig. 2).

V=0eV

V=3.208×10-16eV

V=2.087×10-15eV

V=5×10-14eV

1016 1017 1018 1019 1020
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x+x(m)

c
(ρ
)

FIG. 2: Concurrence versus propagation length for various matter potentials. The second and third values of potential have
been chosen to correspond to the resonance and the infinite coherence length of a neutrino, respectively.

2 Similar to the calculation of the oscillation probability, we integrate over the propagation time because in all existing neutrino oscillation
experiments only the source detector distance is known.
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Specifically, according to Eq. (41), when the localization properties are considered by the wave packet approach,
the overlap of mass eigenstate wave packets is diminished for a propagation length larger than the coherence length
because the corresponding velocities are different. However, it can be compensated by propagation of the neutrino
in the material medium. In other words, the refraction of neutrinos in a dense medium causes the difference in wave
packet velocities to decrease. While the concurrence vanishes for smaller matter potentials for a specific propagation
length, it becomes nonzero for larger potentials; for example, see Fig. 3.

x+x=5×1015m

x+x=5×1016m

x+x=5×1017m

x+x=5×1018m

10-17 10-16 10-15 10-14 10-13 10-12
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V(eV)

c
(ρ
)

FIG. 3: Concurrence versus matter potential for various propagation lengths.

Now let us study the coherence of neutrinos and antineutrinos originating from the Z0 decay process. As was
noted, in order for oscillation to occur, neutrinos must be coherent during the production, propagation, and detection
processes. In the framework of the quantum resource theory, quantum coherence is a quantum correlations that can
be quantified by appropriate measure quantities [35, 36]. Among the several measures for quantum coherence, a
very intuitive one is related to the off-diagonal elements of the considered quantum state. Hence, for a given density
matrix, ρ, the l1-norm as a measure of quantum coherence is defined by

c(ρ) =
∑
i 6=j

|ρij |. (42)

In general, the maximum possible value for c(ρ) is d−1, where d is the dimension of the corresponding density matrix
[36]. Therefore, the neutrino oscillation shows that the off-diagonal elements of the corresponding density matrix in
the basis of the flavor state are nonzero, and consequently we have no vanishing l1 − norm [9].

In the case of NC neutrinos, the dimension of the density matrix given in Eq. (40) is four in two-flavor schema. In
this case, therefore, the maximum value of the l1-norm is 3. According to the definition given in Eq. (42), one can
write this parameter in terms of the transition amplitudes as follows:

c(ρ) = 2

{
|Amee(x, x̄)Am∗eµ (x, x̄)|+ |Amee(x, x̄)Am∗µe (x, x̄)|+ |Amee(x, x̄)Am∗µµ (x, x̄)|

+ |Ameµ(x, x̄)Am∗µe (x, x̄)|+ |Ameµ(x, x̄)Am∗µµ (x, x̄)|+ |Amµe(x, x̄)Am∗µµ (x, x̄)|

}
. (43)

Here, the first and second terms and the fifth and sixth terms are identical. An explicit form of c(ρm) in terms of
neutrino oscillation parameters is given in the Appendix. We illustrate the behavior of c(ρm) versus the distance of
detectors x+ x̄ through Fig. 4. In this plot, we consider three values for matter potential: vacuum (V = 0), the value
corresponding to the infinite coherence length for neutrinos, and a matter-dominated value. We see that although
for baseline less than the coherence length the matter effect causes c(ρm) to drop relative to vacuum, the coherence
length in a material medium becomes larger than one in the vacuum.

Furthermore, in Fig. 5, the behavior of c(ρm) in terms of the matter potential is depicted for the results obtained
based on both plane wave (a) and wave packet (b) approaches. We consider two values for the baseline: a value smaller
than the coherence length, 1016m (blue curve), and a value greater than that, 1018m (pink curve). In the case of the
former (blue curve), c(ρm) obtained in both approaches behaves similarly. Although for some values of the potential
a slight increase in the value of c(ρm) is seen, as the value of the potential increases, c(ρm) eventually decreases to a
value less than the corresponding one in the vacuum. However, in the case of 1018m baseline (pink curve), we see that
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in the plane wave approach, c(ρm) achieves the maximum value for a region of the potential value, while in the wave
packet approach, c(ρm) is certainly smaller than the maximum value. This is due to the decoherence effects coming
from the separation of neutrino wave packets.
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FIG. 4: l1-norm versus the baseline x̄ + x for three values of matter potential.
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FIG. 5: l1-norm versus the matter potential in both the plane wave (a) and wave packet approaches (b). Two values are taken
for the baseline; a value smaller and a value larger than the coherence length.

IV. CONCLUSION

According to the theory of neutrino oscillation, it is possible to observe an oscillation pattern between the detectors
of neutrinos and antineutrinos coming from Z0 boson decay when the neutrino production, propagation, and detec-
tion coherence conditions are satisfied. We see that under a realistic condition for Z0 boson decay, σx is estimated
to be about 10−16m. Thus the coherence length is smaller than the oscillation length, and the propagation coher-
ence conditions are not satisfied. Nevertheless, we have assumed σx = 5 × 10−10 so that the coherence conditions
are satisfied. However, if only one of them is detected, neutrino oscillation cannot be observed. This phenomenon
results from the fact that the neutrino and antineutrino arising from the Z0 decay are both entangled and coherent.
These quantum properties can be quantified according to the quantum resource theory. In this paper, we use the
concurrence and l1-norm to quantify entanglement and quantum coherence, respectively. On the other hand, con-
sidering localization properties by using the wave packet approach, one can see that the wave packet separation of
neutrino mass eigenstates due to the difference in the corresponding velocities suppresses the amount of entanglement
and coherence measures. Another factor that can affect these quantum correlations is the propagation of neutrinos
and antineutrinos in material media. Hence, in this paper, we have reanalyzed the Z0 decay neutrino oscillation by
considering the localization properties and matter potential. In particular, we have obtained the concurrence and
l1-norm in two-flavor schema. If the localization effects are ignored and in other words, the plane wave approach is
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used to obtain the transition probability, the concurrence always remains 1. Otherwise, the concurrence ceases when
the propagation length exceeds the coherence length. However, the matter potential causes the coherence length to
increase, and as a result, this damping occurs in larger propagation lengths (see Fig. 2). Indeed, the propagation in
material medium causes wave packet separation, with the result that the damping of entanglement is compensated to
some extent (see Fig. 3). Furthermore, we have shown that although the matter potential causes the l1-norm value
to be small compared to the corresponding one in the vacuum, the damping due to the wave packet separation occurs
in larger propagation lengths as well (see Fig. 4). As another point, we have compared the behavior of the l1-norm in
terms of matter potential for the case when using the plane wave approach and when using the wave packet approach.
Obviously, when the propagation length is smaller than the coherence length, both approaches give the same result.
Otherwise, in the plane wave approach, the coherence value is maintained, but it is ultimately suppressed due to the
interaction with the material medium. In the wave packet approach, its value is suppressed before the significant
impact of the potential (see Fig. 5).

Appendix A

Using Eq. (40) for density matrix, one can obtain the following expression for the l1-norm in the limit of a large
baseline:

c(ρ) =

2∑
i=1

√
h2

12Ω2
i −

1

4
γ2

1(h2
12 sin2(2πf12)− 1)− γ1Ωih12 cos(2πf12)

+

√
γ2

2 + h2
12 sin2 2θm − γ2

1h
2
12 cos2(2πf12)− 2γ1γ4h12 cos(2πf12)

+

√
γ2

3 + h2
12 sin2 2θ̄m − γ2

1h
2
12 cos2(2πf12)− 2γ1γ4h12 cos(2πf12), (A1)

in which

h12 = exp[−1

2
(

x + x̄

Lmcoh
12

)2 − (
2πξσx
Lmosc

12

)2] (A2)

f12 =
x + x̄

Lmosc
12

(A3)

and

Ω1 = cos2 θm sin2 θ̄m + sin2 θm cos2 θ̄m, (A4)

Ω2 = −
(
cos2 θm cos2 θ̄m + sin2 θm sin2 θ̄m

)
, (A5)

γ1 = sin 2θm sin 2θ̄m, (A6)

γ2 = cos 2θm sin 2θ̄m, (A7)

γ3 = sin 2θm cos 2θ̄m, (A8)

γ4 = cos 2θm cos 2θ̄m. (A9)
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We present a Left-Right symmetric model that provides an explanation for the mass hierarchy

of the charged fermions within the framework of the Standard Model. This explanation is achieved

through the utilization of both tree-level and radiative seesaw mechanisms. In this model, the

tiny masses of the light active neutrinos are generated via a three-loop radiative inverse seesaw

mechanism, with Dirac and Majorana submatrices arising at one-loop level. To the best of our

knowledge, this is the first example of the inverse seesaw mechanism being implemented with both

submatrices generated at one-loop level. The model contains a global U(1)X symmetry which, after

its spontaneous breaking, allows for the stabilization of the Dark Matter (DM) candidates. We show

that the electroweak precision observables, the electron and muon anomalous magnetic moments

as well as the Charged Lepton Flavor Violating decays, µ → eγ, are consistent with the current

experimental limits. In addition, we analyze the implications of the model for the 95 GeV diphoton

excess recently reported by the CMS collaboration and demonstrate that such anomaly could be

easily accommodated. Finally, we discuss qualitative aspects of DM in the considered model.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite the remarkable accomplishments of the Standard Model (SM) in describing the fundamental interactions,

it fails to address several profound inquiries that remain unanswered. In the context of the present work, we plan

to address specific questions such as the SM flavor structure (i.e. the observed pattern of SM fermion masses and

mixing), the origin of Dark Matter (DM) and the parity violation in weak interactions, whose answers lie certainly
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beyond the SM. Even though the energy scale of New Physics is still a mystery, current experimental searches keep

restricting the possibilities for new phenomena at experimentally accessible energy scales and pushing potential New

Physics signatures towards high energies. For this reason, it is interesting to look into well motivated SM extensions,

whose signatures dwells at energies much higher than the electroweak scale, such as for instance the Left-Right (LR)

symmetric models. These are particularly interesting since they provide a robust explanation of parity violation in

weak interactions, as a low-energy effect of the spontaneously broken at high scales LR-symmetry.

In this study, we present a LR-symmetric extension of the SM, which offers a comprehensive explanation for the

fermion mass hierarchy. To start, the masses of the third generation of SM charged fermions as well as the charm

quark mass are generated by means of a seesaw-like mechanism. This implies the existence of a mixing between

the SM charged fermions and the heavy charged vector-like (with respect to the gauge symmetry) fermions1. In

addition, the masses of the light (up, down and strange) quarks, as well as those of electron and muon, arise from

a radiative seesaw mechanism at one-loop level. The complete picture of this setup considers the tiny masses of the

light active neutrinos generated via the inverse seesaw mechanism at the three-loop level, with the Dirac as well as the

Majorana mass submatrices induced at the one-loop level. So, this is an alternative to other radiative models where

the Majorana mass submatrices arise at the loop level [2–13] while the Dirac mass submatrix is generated at tree level.

To the best of our knowledge, the scenario proposed in this work is the first example of the inverse seesaw mechanism

with both Dirac and Majorana submatrices generated at one-loop level. Other variants of the LR symmetric model

have been recently considered in Refs. [7, 13–18]. Let us note that the model studied here introduces the minimal

ingredients for a LR-symmetric theory to account for the fermion mass hierarchy, which means that the proposed

set-up turns out to be minimalistic in comparison with other existing proposals, such as the one presented in [13].

For example, the scalar sector of our model has two SU (2)L scalar doublets (8 degrees of freedom), two SU (2)R
scalar doublets (8 degrees of freedom) and three electrically neutral gauge-singlet complex scalar fields (6 degrees

of freedom), thus, amounting to a total of 16 physical scalar degrees of freedom (after subtracting the number of

Goldstone bosons). The charged exotic fermion sector of the model has 7 charged exotic vector-like fermions. Thus,

in total the model has 23 physical degrees of freedom (compared to 32 degrees of freedom of the model of Ref. [13]).

It is worth noticing that the charged exotic vector-like leptons, which mediate the seesaw mechanisms yielding the

SM charged lepton masses, contribute to the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments. Therefore, a scenario

of this type offers a natural link between the fermion mass generation mechanism and the g − 2 anomalies. Another

feature of the model is the rich phenomenology at colliders related to the scalar and gauge boson sectors.

The paper is organized as follows. In sec. II we introduce the model theoretical setup, describing its field content

and symmetries. The scalar potential and scalar particles of the model are studied in sec. III. In sec. IV we explore

the quark, charged lepton and neutrino mass spectra and mixing, as well as study the role of heavy exotic fermions.

Phenomenological implications of the model are examined in secs. V-VIII. Finally, in sec. IX we briefly discuss possible

DM particle candidates provided by the model.

II. MODEL SETUP

We start this section by explaining the reasoning that justifies the inclusion of extra scalars, fermions and symmetries

needed for implementing an interplay of tree-level and radiative seesaw mechanisms, enabling us to explain the SM

charged fermion mass hierarchies, as well as the three-loop level inverse seesaw mechanism, with one loop induced

Dirac and Majorana submatrices, in order to generate tiny masses of the light active neutrinos. In our theoretical

1 This is a variant of the original idea developed in Ref. [1] where all the SM charged fermion and light active neutrino masses are generated
through a tree-level seesaw mechanism mediated by heavy fermions.
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construction, detailed below, the basis
(
νL, ν

C
R, N

C
R

)
, has the following structure:

Mν =

 03×3 mνD 03×3

mT
νD 02×2 M

03×3 MT µ

 , (1)

where νiL (i = 1, 2, 3) correspond to the active neutrinos, whereas νiR and NiR (i = 1, 2) are the sterile neutrinos.

Furthermore, the entries of the full neutrino mass matrix of Eq. (1) should obey the hierarchy µij << mij << Mij

(i = 1, 2, 3, n, p = 1, 2), where the submatrices µ and mνD are radiatively generated at one loop level, whereas the

submatrix M arises at tree level. Here we consider a theory based on the SU (3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L
symmetry, which is supplemented by the inclusion of the global U (1)X symmetry. The U (1)X global symmetry is

assumed to be spontaneously broken down to a preserved matter parity symmetry, which is crucial for ensuring the

radiative nature of the inverse seesaw mechanism that produces the tiny active neutrino masses, as well as the seesaw-

like mechanism that generates the masses of the light (up, down and strange) quarks, as well as those of electron and

muon. To generate the Majorana submatrix µ at one loop level, we require the following operators:

NC
Ri
χ̃†RLRj , NRiΩ

C
kRϕ, ΩRnΩCRnρ, (2)

Notice that the second and third operators in Eq. (2) generate a one-loop level Majorana neutrino mass submatrix

µ, associated with the breaking of lepton number, while the first operator in this equation generates the mass scale

of the heavy sterile neutrinos which mediate the inverse seesaw mechanism.

On the other hand, a radiative generation of the Dirac neutrino mass submatrix mνD at one-loop level requires the

inclusion of the following operators:

LLiφLE
′
Rn , Ē′Lnφ

†
RLRj , Ē′LnσE

′
Rm , n,m = 1, 2 , (3)

which are also crucial to generate one loop level muon and electron masses.

It is worth mentioning that the operators presented in Eqs. (2) and (3) allow for a successful implementation of the

three-loop level inverse seesaw mechanism that produces the tiny neutrino masses. This is due to the fact that the light

active neutrino mass matrix arising from the inverse seesaw mechanism will have a quadratic and linear dependence

with the one loop induced Dirac mνD and Majorana µ submatrices, respectively. Given that our proposed model

does not consider a bidoublet scalar in the particle spectrum, the invariance of the Yukawa interactions with respect

to the symmetries of the model forbids charged fermions Yukawa terms involving a SM fermion-anti fermion pair.

Consequently, heavy charged vector-like (with respect to the gauge symmetry) fermions have to be included in the

particle spectrum in order to trigger a seesaw-like mechanism that generates the masses of the SM charged fermions.

The symmetries of the model imply that the masses of the third generation of SM charged fermions as well as the

charm quark mass will be generated through the mixing with heavy vector-like (with respect to the gauge symmetries)

fermions, arising from the following operators:

QL3
χ̃LTR1

, TL1
χ̃†RQRi , mTTL1

TR1
, i, j = 1, 2, 3,

QLn χ̃LTR2
, TL2

χ̃†RQRi , TL2
σTR2

QL3
χLBR, BLχ

†
RQRi , mBBLBR

LLiχLER, ELχ
†
RLRj , ELσER, (4)

where LLi (QLi) and LRi (QRi) are SU (2)L and SU (2)R lepton (quark) doublets, respectively, and χL and χR are

SU (2)L and SU (2)R scalar doublets, respectively. Furthermore, Tn (n = 1, 2), B and E are heavy vector-like up,

down type quarks and charged leptons, respectively. The heavy quarks T1, T2, B as well as the heavy lepton E get

their masses from mass terms and Yukawa interactions involving the gauge-singlet scalar field σ. We assume that the

singlet scalar field σ is charged under a global U (1)X symmetry introduced in the model.
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QLn QL3 QRi LLi LRi TLn TR1 TR2 BL BR T ′L T ′R B′Ln B′Rn EL ER E′Ln E′Rn NRi ΩRn

SU(3)C 3 3 3 1 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1

SU (2)L 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

SU (2)R 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

U (1)B−L
1
3

1
3

1
3
−1 −1 4

3
4
3

4
3
− 2

3
− 2

3
4
3

4
3
− 2

3
− 2

3
−2 −2 −2 −2 0 0

U (1)X 2 0 0 0 −2 0 0 2 0 0 −1 1 1 3 −2 0 −1 1 2 −3

Table I: Fermion charge assignments under the SU (3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U(1)X symmetry.

Furthermore, in order to radiatively generate the masses of the light up, down and strange quarks, as well as the

electron and muon masses, the following operators are required:

QLn φ̃LT
′
R, T̄ ′Lφ̃

†
RQRi , T̄ ′LσT

′
R, i, j = 1, 2, 3,

QLnφLB
′
Rm , B̄′Lnφ

†
RQRi , B̄′LnσB

′
Rm

LLiφLE
′
Rn , Ē′Lnφ

†
RLRj , Ē′LnσE

′
Rm , n,m = 1, 2 , (5)

where φL and φR are SU (2)L and SU (2)R scalar doublets, respectively. These scalar doublets will be assumed to

have odd U (1)X charge. The U (1)X global symmetry is assumed to be spontaneously broken down to a preserved

matter parity symmetry, which will imply that the scalar doublets φL and φR will not acquire vacuum expectation

values (VEVs). Consequently, the radiative generation of masses for the light (up, down and strange) quarks, as well

as those of electron and muon can be achieved at the one-loop level. The implementation of such a radiative seesaw

mechanism also requires the inclusion of the heavy vector-like up-type quarks T ′, down-type quarks B′n and charged

leptons E′n (n = 1, 2) in the fermion spectrum of the model under consideration.

The model under consideration is based on the gauge symmetry SU(3)C×SU (2)L×SU (2)R×U (1)B−L supplemented

by the global U (1)X symmetry, where the full symmetry G exhibits the following breaking scheme:

G = SU(3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U (1)X

⇓ vσ, vR, vρ

SU(3)C × SU (2)L × U (1)Y × Z2

⇓ vL

SU(3)C ⊗ U (1)Q × Z2 . (6)

The spontaneous breaking of the global U (1)X symmetry is assumed to occur together with the LR symmetry

breaking at the same energy scale. We further assume that this scale is about vR ∼ O(10) TeV. With the scalar field

assignments given in Table II, the global U (1)X symmetry is spontaneously broken down to a preserved Z2 discrete

symmetry. The latter allows a successful implementation of a radiative seesaw mechanism at one-loop level, that

generates masses of the light (up, down and strange) quarks, as well as those of electron and muon. Furthermore,

thanks to the preserved Z2 symmetry, the masses of the light active neutrinos arise from a three-loop inverse seesaw

mechanism, while the masses of the third family of SM charged fermions as well the charm quark mass are generated

by means of a seesaw mechanism responsible for their tree-level mixing with heavy charged vector-like fermions.

The fermion assignments under the SU(3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U (1)X group are:
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QLn =

(
uLi
dLi

)
∼
(
3,2,1,

1

3
, 2

)
, QRi =

(
uRi
dRi

)
∼
(
3,1,2,

1

3
, 0

)
, i = 1, 2, 3,

QL3
=

(
uLi
dLi

)
∼
(
3,2,1,

1

3
, 0

)
, LLi =

(
νLi
eLi

)
∼ (1,2,1,−1, 0) , LRi =

(
νRi
eRi

)
∼ (1,1,2,−1,−2) ,

TLn ∼
(
3,1,1,

4

3
, 0

)
, TR1

∼
(
3,1,1,

4

3
, 0

)
, TR2

∼
(
3,1,1,

4

3
, 2

)
,

T ′R ∼
(
3,1,1,

4

3
, 1

)
, T ′L ∼

(
3,1,1,

4

3
,−1

)
,

BR ∼
(
3,1,1,−2

3
, 0

)
, BL ∼

(
3,1,1,−2

3
, 0

)
, B′Rn ∼

(
3,1,1,−1

3
, 3

)
, B′Ln ∼

(
3,1,1,−1

3
, 1

)
,

ER ∼ (1,1,1,−2, 0) , EL ∼ (1,1,1,−2,−2) , E′Rn ∼ (1,1,1,−2, 1) , E′Ln ∼ (1,1,1,−2,−1) ,

NRi ∼ (1,1,1, 0, 2) , ΩRn ∼ (1,1,1, 0,−3) , n = 1, 2. (7)

Notice that the fermion sector of the original LR symmetric model model has been enlarged by introducing three

exotic up-type quarks Tn(n = 1, 2), T ′, one exotic down-type quark B, three charged leptons E, E′n and five Majorana

neutrinos, i.e., NRi (i = 1, 2, 3) and ΩRn (n = 1, 2). These exotic fermions are assigned as singlet representations of

the SU (2)L × SU (2)R group. The above mentioned exotic fermion content is the minimal one required to generate

tree-level masses via a seesaw mechanism for the third generation of SM charged fermions and for the charm quark,

one-loop level masses for the light (up, down and strange) quarks and for the electron and muon, as well as Dirac

neutrino submatrix at one-loop level and the one-loop Majorana submatrix µ of the inverse seesaw mechanism.

The exotic lepton spectrum of the model allows to generate the light active neutrino masses via an inverse seesaw

mechanism at three-loop level.

The scalar boson assignments under the SU(3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U (1)X group are:

χL =

(
χ+
L

1√
2

(
vL + Reχ0

L + i Imχ0
L

) ) ∼ (1,2,1, 1, 0) , χR =

(
χ+
R

1√
2

(
vR + Reχ0

R + i Imχ0
R

) ) ∼ (1,1,2, 1, 0) ,

φL =

(
φ+
L

1√
2

(
Reφ0

L + i Imφ0
L

) ) ∼ (1,2,1, 1,−1) , φR =

(
φ+
R

1√
2

(
Reφ0

R + i Imφ0
R

) ) ∼ (1,1,2, 1,−1) ,

σ =
1√
2

(vσ + Reσ + i Imσ) ∼ (1,1,1, 0,−2) ,

ϕ =
1√
2

(Reϕ+ i Imϕ) ∼ (1,1,1, 0,−1) ,

ρ =
1√
2

(vρ + Re ρ+ i Im ρ) ∼ (1,1,1, 0,−6) . . (8)

The fermion and scalar boson charge assignments under the SU (3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U(1)X

symmetry are shown in Tables I and II, respectively.

Notice that the scalars χL and χR have been introduced to implement the seesaw mechanism that produce tree-level

masses for the third generation of SM charged fermions. Furthermore, the SU (2)R scalar doublet χR is required to

trigger the spontaneous breaking of the SU (2)R ×U (1)B−L ×U (1)X symmetry, whereas the SU (2)L scalar doublet

χL spontaneously breaks the SM electroweak gauge symmetry. Besides, the scalar fields σ and ρ spontaneously break

the U (1)X global symmetry down to a preserved Z2 matter parity symmetry defined as

MP = (−1)
X+2s

. (9)

The gauge singlets σ and ρ are included to generate tree-level masses for the charged exotic vector-like fermions and

heavy neutral leptons ΩRn (n = 1, 2), respectively. In addition, a successful implementation of the loop-level radiative
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χL χR φL φR σ ρ ϕ

SU(3)C 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

SU (2)L 2 1 2 1 1 1 1

SU (2)R 1 2 1 2 1 1 1

U (1)B−L 1 1 1 1 0 0 0

U (1)X 0 0 −1 −1 −2 −6 −1

Table II: Scalar boson charge assignments under the SU (3)C × SU (2)L × SU (2)R × U (1)B−L × U(1)X symmetry.

seesaw mechanism that produces the masses for the first and second family of SM charged fermions, requires the

inclusion of the SU (2)R and SU (2)L inert scalar doublets φR and φL, respectively. Moreover, in order to generate

the µ submatrix of the inverse seesaw at one-loop level, the inert gauge singlet scalar field ϕ is also required in the

scalar spectrum. The residual MP matter parity symmetry implies that the scalar fields having odd U (1)X charges

do not acquire VEVs, enabling an appropriate implementation of the radiative seesaw mechanisms.

The VEVs of the scalars χL and χR read:

〈χL〉 =

(
0
vL√

2

)
, 〈χR〉 =

(
0
vR√

2

)
. (10)

The scalar fields having odd U (1)X charges do not acquire VEVs, due to the preserved matter parity symmetry

defined as (−1)
X+2s

.

With the above particle content, the following relevant Yukawa terms arise:

−LY = x
(T )
3 QL3

χ̃LTR1
+

3∑
i=1

z
(T )
1i TL1

χ̃†RQRi + x
(B)
3 QL3

χLBR +

3∑
i=1

z
(B)
i BLχ

†
RQRi

+

2∑
n=1

x(T )
n QLn χ̃LTR2

+

3∑
i=1

z
(T )
2i TL2

χ̃†RQRi +

2∑
n=1

w
(T ′)
n QLn φ̃LT

′
R +

3∑
i=1

r
(T ′)
i T̄ ′Lφ̃

†
RQRi

+

2∑
n=1

2∑
m=1

w
(B′)
nm QLnφLB

′
Rm +

2∑
n=1

3∑
i=1

r
(B′)
ni B̄′Lnφ

†
RQRi

+mTTL1TR1 + yTTL2σTR2 + yT ′ T̄
′
LσT

′
R +

2∑
n=1

2∑
m=1

(yB′)nm B̄
′
LnσB

′
Rm +mBBLBR

+yEELσER +

2∑
n=1

2∑
m=1

(yE′)nm Ē
′
LnσE

′
Rm

+

3∑
i=1

x
(E)
i LLiχLER +

3∑
j=1

z
(E)
j ELχ

†
RLRj

+

3∑
i=1

2∑
n=1

w
(E′)
in LLiφLE

′
Rn +

2∑
n=1

3∑
j=1

r
(E′)
nj Ē′Lnφ

†
RLRj

+

3∑
i=1

3∑
j=1

x
(N)
ij NC

Ri
χ̃†RLRj +

2∑
n=1

(yΩ)n ΩRnΩCRnρ+

3∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

x
(Ω)
ik NRiΩ

C
kRϕ+H.c. (11)
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×

××
vRvL

ūL3
uRiTR1 T̄L1

×
vσ

××
vRvL

ūLn
uRiTR2 T̄L2

×

××
vRvL

d̄L3
dRiBR B̄L

×
vσ

××
vRvL

l̄Li
lRjER ĒL

Reφ
0
L
,Im
φ
0
L

Reφ 0
R ,Im

φ 0
R

T ′
R T̄ ′

L

×
vσ

ūLn
uRi

×× vRvL

φ
+
L

φ −
L

B′Rn
B̄′Lm

×
vσ

ūLn
uRi

×× vRvL

Reφ
0
L
,Im
φ
0
L

Reφ 0
R ,Im

φ 0
R

B′
Rn

B̄′
Lm

×
vσ

d̄Ln
dRi

×× vRvL

φ
−
L

φ +
L

T ′R T̄ ′L
×
vσ

d̄Ln
dRi

×× vRvL

Reφ
0
L
,Im
φ
0
L

Reφ 0
R ,Im

φ 0
R

E′
Rn

Ē′
Lm

×
vσ

l̄Li
lRj

×× vRvL

Figure 1: Feynman diagrams contributing to the entries of the SM charged fermion mass matrices. Here, n,m = 1, 2 and

i, j = 1, 2, 3.
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φ
−
L

φ +
R

E′Rn
Ē′Lm

×
vσ

ν̄Li
νRj

×× vRvL

R
eϕ

,Im
ϕ R

eϕ,Im
ϕ

Ωn Ωm

×
vρ

Ni Nj

×vσ

Figure 2: Feynman diagrams contributing to the Dirac neutrino and Majorana neutrino mass submatrices mνD and µ. Here,

n,m = 1, 2 and i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Finally, to close this section we provide a discussion about collider signatures of exotic fermions of our model. From

the Yukawa interactions it follows that the charged exotic fermions have mixing mass terms with the SM charged

fermions, which allows the former to decay into any of the scalars of the model and SM charged fermions. These

heavy charged exotic fermions can be produced in association with the charged fermions and can be pair produced

at the LHC via gluon fusion (for the exotic vector-like quarks only) and also through the Drell-Yan mechanism.

Consequently, observing an excess of events in the multijet and multilepton final states can be a signal in support of

this model. Regarding the sterile neutrino sector, it is worth mentioning that the sterile neutrinos can be produced at

the LHC in association with a SM charged lepton, via quark-antiquark annihilation mediated by a W ′ gauge boson.

8

From the experimental point of view, vector-like quarks are among the most searched for New Physics states at the

LHC. Being colored particles, their production rates in gluon-gluon fusion is expected to be rather high, pushing the

lower bounds on the the mass scale beyond a TeV scale, typically landing between 1.4 and 2.0 TeV depending on the

underlined assumptions. The majority of existing searches assume dominant couplings to the third-generation of SM

quarks (see e.g. Refs. [19–24]). There are a few searches focusing on couplings to light SM quarks, such as Ref. [25]

for a pair-production channel, with subsequent decays into light jets via neutral and charged currents, and in Ref. [26]

for a single-production channel, with the same decay modes. In the case of charged-current decays, for instance, a

down-type vector-like quark can decay into a W -boson and an up-type SM quark, induced by a possible mixing with

down-type SM quarks.

In a more recent analysis of Ref. [27], Machine learning techniques have been effectively utilized to obtain robust

exclusion bounds and compute the statistical significance for potential discoveries at future upgrades of the Large

Hadron Collider (LHC). These techniques primarily rely on analyzing the pair-production of vector-like quarks and

their subsequent charge-current decays. In a particular promising channel, when one of the W ’s decays leptonically

into a charged lepton l = e, µ and the corresponding neutrino, while the other one decays hadronically into light jets,

it has been shown that the down-type vector-like quarks can be excluded both at the run-III and the HL phase of the

LHC for masses of up to 800 GeV.

Typical production channels of exotic vector-like leptons concern the vector-boson fusion topologies, as well as via

γ/Z decays in a Drell-Yan type reaction – for pair production – and via charged-channel W± decays – for single

production. The latter process can be accompanied either by missing energy (in case of associated production of

SM neutrino in the final state) or a charged lepton plus W (in case of association production of the neutral doublet

partner of a doublet-type exotic lepton). The potential for possible discoveries of exotic vector-like leptons at both

the LHC and future electron and muon colliders has been recently explored in Refs. [28, 29] utilising sophisticated

deep learning methods. It has been demonstrated that weak-doublet vector-like leptons can be probed at the LHC

up to a TeV mass scale, while the weak-singlet vector-like leptons can be barely probed beyond several hundreds of
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GeV. In the considered model, only weak-singlet exotic leptons are present, for which the existing exclusion limits

are weaker than for the doublet ones. This motivates future searches at leptonic colliders, which can exclude larger

parameter-space regions, probing larger mass scales beyond those accessible at the high-luminosity LHC upgrade.

III. THE SCALAR POTENTIAL

The scalar potential of the model under consideration takes the form:

V = µ2
1(χ†LχL) + µ2

2(χ†RχR) + µ2
3(φ†LφL) + µ2

4(φ†RφR) + µ2
5(σ†σ) + µ2

6(ϕ†ϕ) + µ2
7(ρ†ρ)

+A1

[(
φ†LχL

)
ϕ+ h.c

]
+A2

[
φ†RχR)ϕ+ h.c

]
+A3

(
ϕ2σ∗ + h.c

)
+λ1(χ†LχL)2 + λ2(χ†RχR)2 + λ3(χ†LχL)(χ†RχR) + λ4(φ†LφL)2

+λ5(φ†RφR)2 + λ6(φ†LφL)(φ†RφR) + λ7

[
(φ†LχL)(χ†RφR) + (χ†LφL)(φ†RχR)

]
+λ8

[(
εijχ

i
Lφ

j
L

)(
εkl(χ

†
R)k

(
φ†R

)l)
+ h.c

]
+ λ9(χ†LχL)(φ†LφL) + λ10(χ†RχR)(φ†RφR)

+λ11(χ†LφL)(φ†LχL) + λ12(χ†RφR)(φ†RχR) + λ13(σ†σ)2 + λ14(ϕ†ϕ)2

+λ15(ρ†ρ)2 + λ16(σ†σ)(ϕ†ϕ) + λ17(σ†σ)(ρ†ρ) + λ18(ϕ†ϕ)(ρ†ρ)

+λ19

(
σ3ρ∗ + h.c

)
+ λ20(σ†σ)(χ†LχL) + λ21(σ†σ)(χ†RχR) + λ22(σ†σ)(φ†LφL)

+λ23(σ†σ)(φ†RφR) + λ24(ϕ†ϕ)(χ†LχL) + λ25(ϕ†ϕ)(χ†RχR) + λ26(ϕ†ϕ)(φ†LφL)

+λ27(ϕ†ϕ)(φ†RφR) + λ28(ρ†ρ)(χ†LχL) + λ29(ρ†ρ)(χ†RχR)

+λ30(ρ†ρ)(φ†LφL) + λ31(ρ†ρ)(φ†RφR) + λ32(χ†LχL)(φ†RφR) + λ33(φ†LφL)(χ†RχR) (12)

In order to simplify our analysis of the scalar sector, instead of considering all the terms in the scalar potential, it is

enough to consider up to the λ15 term, since the rest of the terms would be important only in the high energy regime.

Furthermore, we neglect the terms of the scalar potential involving a mixing between the singlet scalar fields and the

SU(2)L,R doublet scalars. For the purpose of focusing on the low-energy phenomenology, we consider the following

low-energy scalar potential:

Ṽ = µ2
1(χ†LχL) + µ2

2(χ†RχR) + µ2
3(φ†LφL) + µ2

4(φ†RφR) + µ2
5(σ†σ) + µ2

6(ϕ†ϕ) + µ2
7(ρ†ρ)

+λ1(χ†LχL)2 + λ2(χ†RχR)2 + λ3(χ†LχL)(χ†RχR) + λ4(φ†LφL)2 + λ5(φ†RφR)2

+λ6(φ†LφL)(φ†RφR) + λ7

[
(φ†LχL)(χ†RφR) + (χ†LφL)(φ†RχR)

]
+λ8

[(
εijχ

i
Lφ

j
L

)(
εkl(χ

†
R)k

(
φ†R

)l)
+ h.c

]
+ λ9(χ†LχL)(φ†LφL)

+λ10(χ†RχR)(φ†RφR) + λ11(χ†LφL)(φ†LχL) + λ12(χ†RφR)(φ†RχR)

+λ13(σ†σ)2 + λ14(ϕ†ϕ)2 + λ15(ρ†ρ)2 +A3

(
ϕ2σ∗ + h.c

)
+λ32(χ†LχL)(φ†RφR) + λ33(φ†LφL)(χ†RχR) . (13)

The minimization of this scalar potential gives rise to the effective mass terms:

µ2
1 = −λ1v

2
L −

1

2
λ3v

2
R,

µ2
2 = −λ2v

2
R −

1

2
λ3v

2
L,

µ2
5 = −λ13v

2
σ,

µ2
7 = −λ15v

2
ρ .

(14)
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The squared mass matrix for the CP-even neutral fields, in the basis of
(
Reχ0

L,Reχ0
R,Reφ0

L,Reφ0
R,Reσ,Reϕ,Re ρR

)
,

reads:

M2
CP even =

2λ1v
2
L λ3vLvR 0 0 0 0 0

λ3vLvR 2λ2v
2
R 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1
2λ33v

2
R + 1

2 (λ9 + λ11) v2
L + µ2

3
1
2λ7vLvR 0 0 0

0 0 1
2λ7vLvR

1
2λ32v

2
L + 1

2 (λ10 + λ12) v2
R + µ2

4 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 2λ12v
2
σ 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 µ2
6 +
√

2A3vσ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 2λ16v
2
ρ


.

(15)

The mixing between the χL and χR fields can be approximated by vL
vR

and this value is suppressed in the case where

the VEV of vL is the SM Higgs VEV of 246 GeV and that of vR is equal to 10 TeV,

θχ ≈
vL
vR

=
246

10000
= 0.0246 . (16)

This shows that the CP-even neutral component of the SU (2)L scalar doublet corresponds to the 126 GeV SM

like Higgs boson, which in our model has couplings very close to the SM expectation, which is consistent with the

experimental data. On the other hand, the mixing between Reφ0
L and Reφ0

R depends on the free parameters λ7, µ2
3

and µ2
4, so it can be sizeable. Furthermore, this mixing gives rise to the heavy CP-even scalars H1 and H2 defined as

follows: (
H1

H2

)
=

(
cos θH sin θH

− sin θH cos θH

)(
Reφ0

L

Reφ0
R

)
,

tan 2θH =
λ7vLvR

1
2λ33v2

R + 1
2 (λ9 + λ11) v2

L + µ2
3 − 1

2 (λ10 + λ12) v2
R − 1

2λ32v2
L − µ2

4

. (17)

The squared mass matrix for the CP-odd neutral fields in the basis of
(
Imχ0

L, Imχ0
R, Imφ0

L, Imφ0
R, Imσ, Imϕ, Im ρ

)
is given by:

M2
CP odd =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1
2λ33v

2
R + 1

2 (λ9 + λ11) v2
L + µ2

3 − 1
2λ7vLvR 0 0 0

0 0 − 1
2λ7vLvR

1
2λ32v

2
L + 1

2 (λ10 + λ12) v2
R + µ2

4 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 µ2
6 −
√

2A3vσ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0


. (18)

Then, in the CP-odd neutral scalar sector there are four massless neutral fields, from which two of them, namely,

Imχ0
L and χ0

R, correspond to the Goldstone bosons associated with the longitudinal components of the Z and Z ′

gauge bosons. The remaining massless CP-odd neutral scalars, i.e., Imσ and Im ρ, correspond to Majorons, massless

scalars arising from the spontaneous breaking of the U (1)X global symmetry. These Majorons are harmless since they

are gauge singlets, annd can acquire non-vanishing masses by including the soft-breaking mass terms µ
(1)
sb

(
σ2 + h.c

)
and µ

(2)
sb

(
ρ2 + h.c

)
in the scalar potential. As in the CP-even scalar sector, the mixing between Imφ0

L and ImφR
depends on the free parameters λ7, µ2

3 and µ2
4. Furthermore, there are three massive scalars in the CP-odd scalar
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sector, i.e, Imϕ as well as A1 and A2, which are defined as follows:(
A1

A2

)
=

(
cos θA sin θA

− sin θA cos θA

)(
Imφ0

L

Imφ0
R

)
, (19)

tan 2θA = − tan 2θH

= − λ7vLvR
1
2λ33v2

R + 1
2 (λ9 + λ11) v2

L + µ2
3 − 1

2λ32v2
L − 1

2 (λ10 + λ12) v2
R − µ2

4

.

The squared mass matrix for the electrically charged scalar fields in the basis of
(
χ±L , χ

±
R, φ

±
L , φ

±
R

)
takes the form:

M2
charged =


0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1
2λ33v

2
R + 1

2λ9v
2
L + µ2

3
1
2λ8vLvR

0 0 1
2λ8vLvR

1
2λ32v

2
L + 1

2λ10v
2
R + µ2

4

 (20)

Then the electrically charged scalar mass spectrum is composed of the massless scalar eigenstates χ±L and χ±R, as

well as the massive scalars H±1 and H±2 . The electrically charged massless scalars χ±L and χ±R are the Goldstone

bosons associated with the longitudinal components of the W± and W ′± gauge bosons, respectively. Furthermore,

the massive scalars H±1 and H±2 are defined as follows:(
H±1
H±2

)
=

(
cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

)(
Reφ±L
Reφ±R

)
,

tan 2θ =
λ8vLvR

1
2λ33v2

R + 1
2λ9v2

L + µ2
3 − 1

2λ10v2
R − 1

2λ32v2
L − µ2

4

. (21)

IV. FERMION MASS MATRICES

From the Yukawa interactions, we find that the mass matrices for charged fermions in the basis

(uL1
, uL2

, uL3
, TL1

, TL2
)-(uR1

, uR2
, u3R, TR1

, TR2
), (dL1

, dL2
, dL3

, BL)-(dR1
, dR2

, d3R, BR) and (lL1
, lL2

, lL3
, EL) -

(lR1 , lR2 , l3R, ER) are respectively given by:

MU =

(
∆U AU

BU MT

)
, AU =

 0 x
(T )
1

0 x
(T )
2

x
(T )
3 0

 v
L√
2
,

BU =

(
z

(T )
11 , z

(T )
12 z

(T )
13

z
(T )
21 , z

(T )
22 z

(T )
23

)
vR√

2
, MT =

(
mT 0

0 yT
vσ√

2

)
, (22)

MD =

(
∆D AD

BD mB

)
, AD =

 0

0

x
(B)
3

 vL√
2
,

BD =
(
z

(B)
1 , z

(B)
2 , z

(B)
3

) vR√
2
, (23)

ME =

(
∆E AE

BE mE

)
, AE =

 x
(E)
1

x
(E)
2

x
(E)
3

 vL√
2
,

BE =
(
z

(E)
1 , z

(E)
2 , z

(E)
3

) vR√
2
, mE = yE

vσ√
2
. (24)
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Furthermore, due to the preserved matter parity symmetry arising from the spontaneous breaking of the U (1)X global

symmetry, the exotic up-type quarks T ′ and B′n (n = 1, 2) do not mix with the remaining up-type quark fields. For

the same reason, the charged exotic leptons E′n (n = 1, 2), do not mix with the remaining charged leptons. As seen

from Eqs. (22), (23) and (24), the exotic heavy vector-like fermions Tn (n = 1, 2), B and E mix with the SM fermions.

The masses of these vector-like fermions are much larger than the electroweak symmetry breaking scale, since the

gauge singlet scalars η and ρ are assumed to acquire VEVs around the scale of breaking of the LR symmetry, taken

to be much larger than the Fermi scale. Consequently, the charged exotic vector-like fermions Tn (n = 1, 2), B and E

induce a seesaw mechanism that gives rise to tree level masses to the third family of SM charged fermions, as well as

to the charm quark. The remaining charged exotic vector-like fermions T ′, B′n and E′n (n = 1, 2) mediate a one-loop

level radiative seesaw mechanism that generates the masses of the light up, down and strange quarks as well as of the

electron and muon masses. Thus, the SM charged fermion mass matrices take the form:

M̃U = ∆U −AUM−1
T BU , (25)

M̃D = ∆D −ADm−1
B BD, (26)

M̃E = ∆E −AEm−1
E BE , (27)

Where ∆U , ∆D and ∆E are the one-loop contributions to the SM charged fermion mass matrices which are given by:

∆U =
WQFURQ

16π2
+
XQGUZQ

16π2
, FU = mT ′KU , (WQ)i = w

(T ′)
i , (RQ)i = r

(T ′)
i , n = 1, 2,

KU =
[
f
(
m2
H1
,m2

T ′
)
− f

(
m2
H2
,m2

T ′
)]

sin 2θH −
[
f
(
m2
A1
,m2

T ′
)
− f

(
m2
A2
,m2

T ′
)]

sin 2θA

= 2
[
f
(
m2
H1
,m2

T ′
)
− f

(
m2
H2
,m2

T ′
)]

sin 2θH ,

GU =

(
mB′1

K̃
(1)
U 0

0 mB′2
K̃

(2)
U

)
, K̃

(n)
U =

[
f
(
m2
H±1

,m2
B′n

)
− f

(
m2
H±2

,m2
B′n

)]
sin 2θ,

∆D =
WQFDRQ

16π2
+
XQGDZQ

16π2
, FD = mT ′KD, (RU )i = r

(T ′)
i , (XQ)in = w

(B′)
in , (ZQ)j = r

(B′)
nj ,

KD =
[
f
(
m2
H±1

,m2
T ′

)
− f

(
m2
H±2

,m2
T ′

)]
sin 2θ, n = 1, 2, i = 1, 2, 3,

GD =

(
mB′1

K̃
(1)
D 0

0 mB′2
K̃

(2)
D

)
, K̃

(n)
D = 2

[
f
(
m2
H1
,m2

B′n

)
− f

(
m2
H2
,m2

B′n

)]
sin 2θH ,

∆E =
WEFERE

16π2
+
AEGEBE

16π2
, FE =

(
mE′1

K̃
(1)
E 0

0 mE′2
K̃

(2)
E

)
, GE = mEKE ,

K̃
(n)
E =

[
f
(
m2
H1
,m2

E′n

)
− f

(
m2
H2
,m2

E′n

)]
sin 2θH −

[
f
(
m2
A1
,m2

E′n

)
− f

(
m2
A2
,m2

E′n

)]
sin 2θA

= 2
[
f
(
m2
H1
,m2

E′n

)
− f

(
m2
H2
,m2

E′n

)]
sin 2θH

KE =
[
f
(
m2
h,m

2
E

)
− f

(
m2
H ,m

2
E

)]
sin 2θH , (WE)in = w

(E′)
in , (RE)nj = r

(E′)
nj ,

(AE)i = x
(E)
i , (BE)j = z

(E)
j , (28)

where f (m1,m2) is given by:

f (m1,m2) =
m2

1

m2
1 −m2

2

ln

(
m2

1

m2
2

)
. (29)
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For θ � θH , θA, the SM charged fermion mass matrices can be parametrized as follows:

M̃U ' ÃUJ
−1
U B̃TU , JU =


1

16π2mT ′KU 0 0

0 mT1
0

0 0 mT2

 , (30)

M̃D ' ÃDJ
−1
D B̃TD, JD =


1

16π2mB′1
K̃

(1)
D 0 0

0 1
16π2mB′2

K̃
(2)
D 0

0 0 mB

 , (31)

M̃E = ÃEJ
−1
E B̃TE , JE =


1

16π2mE′1
K̃

(1)
E 0 0

0 1
16π2mE′2

K̃
(2)
E 0

0 0 mE

 , (32)

where

ÃU = V
(U)
L M

1
2
u J

1
2

U , B̃U = V
(U)
R M

1
2
u J

1
2

U , Mu =

 mu 0 0

0 mc 0

0 0 mt

 , (33)

ÃD = V
(D)
L M

1
2

d J
1
2

D, B̃D = V
(D)
R M

1
2

d J
1
2

D, Md =

 md 0 0

0 ms 0

0 0 mb

 , (34)

ÃE = V
(E)
L M

1
2

l J
1
2

E , B̃E = V
(E)
R M

1
2

l J
1
2

E , Ml =

 me 0 0

0 mµ 0

0 0 mτ

 (35)

Concerning the neutrino sector, we find that the neutrino Yukawa interactions give rise to the following neutrino mass

terms:

− L(ν)
mass =

1

2

(
νCL νR NR

)
Mν

 νL

νCR
NC
R

+

2∑
n=1

(mΩ)n ΩRnΩCRn +H.c, (36)

where the neutrino mass matrix reads:

Mν =

 03×3 mνD 03×3

mT
νD 02×2 M

03×3 MT µ

 , (37)

and the submatrices are given by:

(mνD)ij =

2∑
k=1

w
(E′)
ik r

(E′)
kj mE′k

16π2

[
f
(
m2
H±1

,m2
E′k

)
− f

(
m2
H±2

,m2
E′k

)]
sin 2θ,

Mij = x
(N)
ij

vR√
2
, i, j, n, k = 1, 2, 3, r = 1, 2, (38)

µnk =

2∑
r=1

x
(Ω)
Rn
x

(Ω)
kr mΩr

16π2

[
m2
ϕR

m2
ϕR
−m2

Ωr

ln

(
m2
ϕR

m2
Ωr

)
−

m2
ϕI

m2
ϕI
−m2

Ωr

ln

(
m2
ϕI

m2
Ωr

)]
, . (39)

The µ block is generated at one-loop level due to the exchange of ΩrR (r = 1, 2) and ϕ in the internal lines, as shown

in Figure 2.
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The light active masses arise from an inverse seesaw mechanism, and the physical neutrino mass matrices are:

M̃ν = mνD

(
MT

)−1
µM−1mT

νD, (40)

M(1)
ν = −1

2

(
M +MT

)
+

1

2
µ, (41)

M(2)
ν =

1

2

(
M +MT

)
+

1

2
µ. (42)

where M̃ν corresponds to the mass matrix for light active neutrinos νa (a = 1, 2, 3), whereas M
(1)
ν and M

(2)
ν

are the mass matrices for sterile neutrinos (N−a , N
+
a ), which are superpositions of mostly νaR and NaR, as

N±a ∼ 1√
2

(νaR ∓NaR). In the limit µ → 0, which corresponds to unbroken lepton number, the light active neu-

trinos become massless. The smallness of the µ parameter is responsible for a small mass splitting between the three

pairs of sterile neutrinos, thus implying that the sterile neutrinos form pseudo-Dirac pairs. Notice that the physical

neutrino spectrum is composed of three light active neutrinos and six exotic neutrinos. These exotic neutrinos are

pseudo-Dirac, with masses ∼ ± 1
2

(
M +MT

)
and a small splitting µ.

V. OBLIQUE T , S AND U PARAMETERS

The extra scalars affect the oblique corrections of the SM, whose values are measured in high precision experiments.

Consequently, they act as a further constraint on the validity of any New Physics model. The oblique corrections

are parametrized in terms of the three well-known quantities T , S and U . In this section, we calculate one-loop

contributions to the oblique parameters T , S and U , defined as [30–32]

T =
Π33

(
q2
)
−Π11

(
q2
)

αEM (MZ)M2
W

∣∣∣∣
q2=0

, S =
2 sin 2θW
αEM (MZ)

dΠ30

(
q2
)

dq2

∣∣∣∣
q2=0

, (43)

U =
4 sin2 θW
αEM (MZ)

(
dΠ33

(
q2
)

dq2
− dΠ11

(
q2
)

dq2

)∣∣∣∣
q2=0

(44)

where Π11 (0), Π33 (0), and Π30

(
q2
)

are the vacuum polarization amplitudes with {W 1
µ ,W

1
µ}, {W 3

µ ,W
3
µ} and {W 3

µ , Bµ}
external gauge bosons, respectively, and q is their momentum. We note that in the definitions of the T , S and U

parameters, the New Physics is assumed to be heavy compared to MW and MZ .

The contributions arising from New Physics to the T , S and U parameters are:

T ' v2
L

αEM (MZ)v2
R

(
g2
B−L

g2
2 + g2

B−L

)2

+
1

16π2v2αEM (MZ)


2∑
k=1

((RC)1k)
2
m2
H±k

+

2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

((RH)1i)
2
(

(RA)1j

)2

F
(
m2
H0
i
,m2

A0
j

)

−
2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

((RH)1i)
2

((RC)1k)
2
F
(
m2
H0
i
,m2

H±k

)
−

2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

((RA)1i)
2

((RC)1k)
2
F
(
m2
A0
i
,m2

H±k

)}
(45)

S '
2∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

2∑
k=1

((RH)1i)
2
(

(RA)1j

)2

12π
K
(
m2
H0
i
,m2

A0
i
,m2

H±k

)
, (46)

U ' −S +

2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

((RA)1i)
2

((RC)1k)
2
K2

(
m2
A0
i
,m2

H±k

)
+

2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

((RH)1i)
2

((RC)1k)
2
K2

(
m2
H0
i
,m2

H±k

)
, (47)
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where we introduced the functions [33]

F
(
m2

1,m
2
2

)
=

m2
1m

2
2

m2
1 −m2

2

ln

(
m2

1

m2
2

)
, lim

m2→m1

F
(
m2

1,m
2
2

)
= m2

1. (48)

K
(
m2

1,m
2
2,m

2
3

)
=

1

(m2
2 −m2

1) 3

{
m4

1

(
3m2

2 −m2
1

)
ln

(
m2

1

m2
3

)
−m4

2

(
3m2

1 −m2
2

)
ln

(
m2

2

m2
3

)
− 1

6

[
27m2

1m
2
2

(
m2

1 −m2
2

)
+ 5

(
m6

2 −m6
1

)]}
, (49)

with the properties

lim
m1→m2

K(m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) = K1(m2

2,m
2
3) = ln

(
m2

2

m2
3

)
,

lim
m2→m3

K(m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) = K2(m2

1,m
2
3) =

−5m6
1 + 27m4

1m
2
3 − 27m2

1m
4
3 + 6

(
m6

1 − 3m4
1m

2
3

)
ln
(
m2

1

m2
3

)
+ 5m6

3

6 (m2
1 −m2

3)
3 ,

lim
m1→m3

K(m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) = K2(m2

2,m
2
3). (50)

Besides that, for the sake of simplicity we have set gL = gR = g2, as done in [34], which yields:

1

g2
+

1

g′2
=

1

g2
L

+
1

g2
R

+
1

g2
B−L

=
2

g2
2

+
1

g2
B−L

. (51)

Above, RH , RA and RC are the rotation matrices diagonalizing the squared mass matrices for the inert CP-even,

CP-odd and electrically charged scalars, respectively, according to the following relations:

RTH,A,CM
2
H,A,CRH,A,C =

(
M2
H,A,C

)
diag

,

(
Reφ0

L

Reφ0
R

)
= RH

(
H1

H2

)
=

(
cos θH − sin θH

sin θH cos θH

)(
H1

H2

)
,(

Imφ0
L

Imφ0
R

)
= RA

(
A1

A2

)
=

(
cos θA − sin θA

sin θA cos θA

)(
A1

A2

)
,(

Reφ±L
Reφ±R

)
= RC

(
H±1
H±2

)
=

(
cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ

)(
H±1
H±2

)
. (52)

On the other hand, the experimental values of T , S and U are constrained to be in the ranges [35]:

T = −0.01± 0.10, S = 0.03± 0.12, U = 0.02± 0.11 . (53)

The correlations of the oblique T and U parameters with the S parameters are shown in Figures 3a and 3b, respectively.

It is worth mentioning that the analysis of the scalar sector yields the prediction mH0
i

= mA0
i

(i = 1, 2) and θH = −θA.

In our numerical analysis we have varied the neutral scalar masses mH0
1

, mH0
2

and the scalar mixing angles θH , θ in the

ranges 1 TeV 6 mH0
i
6 3 TeV (i = 1, 2), 0.9× 10−2 rad 6 θH61.1× 10−2 rad and 0.9× 10−3 rad 6 θ61.1× 10−3 rad,

respectively. As shown in Figures 3a and 3b our model is consistent with the constraints arising from the experimental

measurements of the oblique T , S and U parameters. Furthermore, we have numerically checked that our model can

also successfully accommodate the W mass anomaly for an appropriate region of parameter space.
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(a) Correlation between the oblique S and T parameters. (b) Correlation between the oblique S and U parameters.

(c) Correlation between the oblique U and T parameters.

Figure 3: Oblique parameters scanned
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VI. MUON AND ELECTRON ANOMALOUS MAGNETIC MOMENTS

In this section, we will analyze the implications of our model in the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments.

The contributions to the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments take the form:

∆aµ =

2∑
k=1

Re (β2kγ
∗
k2)m2

µ

8π2

[
(RH)11 (RH)12 I

(µ)
S

(
mE′k

,mH1

)
+ (RH)21 (RH)22 I

(µ)
S

(
mE′k

,mH2

)]
+

2∑
k=1

Re (β2kγ
∗
k2)m2

µ

8π2

[
(RA)11 (RA)12 I

(µ)
P

(
mE′k

,mA1

)
+ (RA)21 (RA)22 I

(µ)
P

(
mE′k

,mA2

)]
+
m2
µ Re (κ2ϑ

∗
2)

8π2

[
I

(µ)
S (mE ,mh)− I(µ)

S (mE ,mH3
)
]

sin θχ cos θχ

=

2∑
k=1

Re (β2kγ
∗
k2)m2

µ

8π2

[
I

(µ)
S

(
mE′k

,mH1

)
− I(µ)

P

(
mE′k

,mA1

)
− I(µ)

S

(
mE′k

,mH2

)
+ I

(µ)
P

(
mE′k

,mA2

)]
sin θH cos θH

+
m2
µ Re (κ2ϑ

∗
2)

8π2

[
I

(µ)
S (mE ,mh)− I(µ)

S (mE ,mH3
)
]

sin θχ cos θχ (54)

∆ae =

2∑
k=1

Re (β1kγ
∗
k1)m2

e

8π2

[
(RH)11 (RH)12 I

(e)
S

(
mE′k

,mH1

)
+ (RH)21 (RH)22 I

(e)
S

(
mE′k

,mH2

)]
+

2∑
k=1

Re (β1kγ
∗
k1)m2

e

8π2

[
(RA)11 (RA)12 I

(e)
P

(
mE′k

,mA1

)
+ (RA)21 (RA)22 I

(e)
P

(
mE′k

,mA2

)]
+
m2
e Re (κ1ϑ

∗
1)

8π2

[
I

(e)
S (mE ,mh)− I(e)

S (mE ,mH3)
]

sin θχ cos θχ

=

2∑
k=1

Re (β1kγ
∗
k1)m2

e

8π2

[
I

(e)
S

(
mE′k

,mH1

)
− I(e)

P

(
mE′k

,mA1

)
− I(e)

S

(
mE′k

,mH2

)
+ I

(e)
P

(
mE′k

,mA2

)]
sin θH cos θH

+
m2
e Re (κ1ϑ

∗
1)

8π2

[
I

(e)
S (mE ,mh)− I(e)

S (mE ,mH3
)
]

sin θχ cos θχ . (55)

Furthermore, the loop function I
(e,µ)
S(P ) (mE ,m) has the form [36–40]:

I
(e,µ)
S(P ) (mE ,mS) =

∫ 1

0

x2
(

1− x± mE
me,µ

)
m2
µx

2 +
(
m2
E −m2

e,µ

)
x+m2

S,P (1− x)
dx (56)

and the dimensionless parameters β1k, β2k, γk1, γk2, κ1, κ2, ϑ1, ϑ2 are given by:

β1k =

3∑
i=1

w
(E′)
ik

(
V †lL

)
1i
, γk1 =

3∑
j=1

r
(E′)
kj (VlR)j1 , (57)

β2k =

3∑
i=1

w
(E′)
ik

(
V †lL

)
2i
, γk2 =

3∑
j=1

r
(E′)
kj (VlR)j2 , (58)

κ1 =

3∑
i=1

x
(E)
i

(
V †lL

)
1i
, ϑ1 =

3∑
j=1

z
(E)
j (VlR)j1 , (59)

κ2 =

3∑
i=1

x
(E)
i

(
V †lL

)
2i
, ϑ2 =

3∑
j=1

z
(E)
j (VlR)j2 , (60)

where VlL and VlR are the rotation matrices that diagonalize M̃E according to the relation:

V †lLM̃EVlR = diag (me,mµ,mτ ) (61)
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Figure 4: Correlation between the electron and muon anomalous magnetic moments.

Figure 5: Correlation of the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments with the charged exotic lepton mass mE .
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Considering that the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments are constrained to be in the ranges [41, 42],

(∆aµ)exp = (2.51± 0.59)× 10−9

(∆ae)exp = (4.8± 3.0)× 10−13, (62)

we plot in Figure 4 the correlation between the electron and muon anomalous magnetic moments, and in Figure 5 we

show the correlations of the muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments with the charged exotic lepton mass

mE . In our numerical analysis we have fixed mH0
1

= 1.4 TeV, mH0
2

= 1.6 TeV, mH0
3

= 14 TeV and we have varied

the masses of the charged exotic leptons in the ranges 1 TeV 6 mE6100 TeV and 1 TeV 6 mE′k
610 TeV (k = 1.2),

and we have used the extended Casas-Ibarra parametrization [43, 44] for the SM charged lepton mass matrix given in

Eq. (32), to guarantee that the obtained points of the model parameter space consistent with the muon and electron

anomalous magnetic moments are also in excellent agreement with the experimental values of the SM charged lepton

masses. As indicated by Figures 4 and 5, our model can successfully accommodates the experimental values of the

muon and electron anomalous magnetic moments.

VII. THE 95 GeV DIPHOTON EXCESS

In this section we discuss the implication of our model for a possible interpretation of the 95 GeV diphoton excess

recently observed by the CMS collaboration. In what follows we discuss the possibility that the excess of events in

the diphoton final state at the invariant mass of about 95 GeV be due to the real component σR of the scalar singlet

σ of the model under consideration, whose mass is assumed to be equal to 95 GeV. The EW scalar singlet σR is

mainly produced via a gluon fusion mechanism, involving the heavy exotic T2, T ′ and B′n (n = 1, 2) quarks running in

the internal lines of the triangular loop. The diphoton decay of the scalar singlet σR is mediated by triangular loops

involving the virtual exchange of vector-like quarks, charged vector-like leptons E and E′ and electrically charged

scalars. Consequently, the cross section for the production of the diphoton scalar resonance at the LHC takes the

form:

σtotal (pp→ σR → γγ) =
π2

8

1

mσRΓσR
Γ(σR → γγ)

1

s

∫ 1

m2
σR
s

dx

x
fg(x)fg

(
m2
σR

sx

)
Γ(σR → gg), (63)

where mσR ' 95GeV is the resonance mass, ΓσR its total decay width, fg(x) is the gluon distribution function, and√
s = 13 TeV is the LHC center of mass energy.

The 95 GeV diphoton excess can be interpreted as a scalar resonance with a signal strength given by [45, 46]:

µ(exp)
γγ =

σexp (pp→ σR → γγ)

σSM (pp→ h→ γγ)
= 0.35± 0.12 , (64)

where σSM corresponds to the total cross section for a hypothetical SM Higgs boson at the same mass.

The corresponding decay widths of the resonance into photon and gluon pairs are respectively given by:

Γ(σR → gg) =
Kggα2

sm
3
σ

256π3

∣∣∣∣∣ yTmT2

F (xT2
) +

yT ′

mT ′
F (xT ′) +

2∑
n=1

yB′n
mB′n

F (xB′n)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (65)

Γ(σR → γγ) =
α2m3

χ

512π3

∣∣∣∣∣NcQ2
T2
yT

mT2

F1/2(ζT2
) +

NcQ
2
T ′yT ′

mT ′
F1/2(ζT ′) +

2∑
n=1

NcQ
2
B′n
yB′n

mB′n

F1/2(ζB′n)

+
Q2
EyE
mE

F1/2(ζE) +

2∑
n=1

Q2
E′n
yE′n

mE′n

F1/2(ζE′) +

2∑
n=1

CσH±n H∓n v

2m2
H±n

F0(ζH±n )

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (66)
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whereKgg ∼ 1.5 is a QCD loop enhancement factor that accounts for the higher order QCD corrections, ζi = 4M2
i /m

2
σ,

with Mi = mT2
,mT ′ ,mB′n

,mE ,mE′ ,m
2
H±n

(n = 1, 2) and the loop functions F1/2(ζ) and F0(ζ) are given by:

F1/2(ζ) = −2ζ (1 + (1− ζ)f(ζ)) , F0(ζ) = (1− ζf(ζ)) ζ, (67)

where

f(ζ) =



∣∣∣arcsin
√

1/ζ
∣∣∣2 for ζ ≥ 1

− 1
4

(
ln
(

1+
√

1−ζ
1−√1−ζ

)
− iπ

)2

for ζ < 1
(68)

For the sake of simplicity we consider a benchmark scenario characterized by the absence of mixings between the 95

GeV resonance σR and the remaining scalar fields. In addition, we assume that the 95 GeV resonance σR is lighter

than the remaining scalar fields. Consequently, under the aforementioned assumptions, the 95 GeV resonance σR

does not feature tree-level decays into scalar pairs and thus it predominantly decays into photon and gluon pairs. It

is worth mentioning that the 95 GeV resonance σR can also decay into SM fermion-antifermion pairs (except for the

top-antitop quark pair), however, those decays are strongly suppressed by the fourth power of the very small mixing

angles between the SM charged fermions lighter than the top quark and the heavy vector-like fermions. Here, in order

to simplify our analysis we consider the following benchmark scenario:

mT ′ = mB′1
= mB′2

= mE′1
= mE′2

= 10 TeV, mE = 100 TeV, (69)

mH±1
= mH±2

= 10 TeV, CσH±1 H
∓
1

= CσH±2 H
∓
2

= 4.5 TeV, (70)

yT = yT ′ = yB′1 = yB′2 = yE = yE′1 = yE′2 = yF . (71)

Figure 6 displays the diphoton signal strength for a hypothetical 95 GeV scalar resonance as a function of the heavy

vector-like quark mass mT2
, for different values of the charged vector-like fermion Yukawa couplings yF , set to be

equal to 0.2. The magenta and orange horizontal lines correspond to the upper and lower experimental limits within

the 1σ range, respectively. For the computation of the total cross section, the MSTW next-to-leading-order (NLO)

gluon distribution functions [47], evaluated at the factorisation scale µ = mσR , have been used. As seen from Fig. 6,

our model successfully accommodates the 95GeV diphoton excess.

VIII. CHARGED LEPTON FLAVOR VIOLATION

In this section we will discuss the implications of the model for charged lepton flavor violation. As mentioned in the

previous section, the sterile neutrino spectrum of the model is composed of six nearly degenerate heavy neutrinos.

These sterile neutrinos, as well as the light active neutrinos together with the SM W gauge and heavy W ′ gauge

bosons, induce the li → ljγ decay at one loop level, whose branching ratio is given by [48–50]:

Br (li → ljγ) =
α3
W s

2
Wm

5
li

256π2m4
WΓi

|Gij |2 ,
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Figure 6: Diphoton signal strength for a hypothetical 95 GeV scalar resonance as a function of the heavy vector-like quark

mass mT2 .

where

Gij '
3∑
k=1

([(
13×3 −RR†

)
Uν
]∗)

ik

((
13×3 −RR†

)
Uν
)
jk
G

(
m2
νk

m2
W

)
+ 2

3∑
k=1

(R∗)ik (R)jkG

(
m2
Nk

m2
W

)

+2
m2
W

m2
W ′

3∑
k=1

([(
13×3 −

1

2
RR†

)
Uν

]∗)
ik

((
13×3 −

1

2
RR†

)
Uν

)
jk

G

(
m2
Nk

m2
W ′

)

+2
m2
W

m2
W ′

3∑
k=1

(R∗)ik (R)jkG

(
m2
νk

m2
W ′

)
G (x) =
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Here, Uν is the PMNS leptonic mixing matrix, Γµ = 3×10−19 GeV is the total muon decay width and R are described

by [51]:

R =
1√
2
m∗DM

−1. (73)

In our analysis we consider the simplified scenario of degenerate heavy neutrinos with a common mass mN and we

also set gR = g. Figure 7 shows the correlation between the branching ratio for the µ→ eγ decay and the mass mN

of the sterile neutrinos. As indicated by Figure 7, the obtained values for the µ→ eγ decay branching ratio are below

its experimental upper bound of 4.2×10−13 and are within the reach of future experimental sensitivity, in the allowed

model parameter space. In the region of parameter space consistent with µ → eγ decay rate constraints, we obtain

values for the branching ratios for the τ → µγ and τ → eγ decays, below their corresponding upper experimental

bounds of 4.4 × 10−8 and 3.3 × 10−8, respectively. Consequently, our model is compatible with the current charged

lepton flavor violating decay constraints.
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Figure 7: Correlation between the branching ratio for the µ→ eγ decay and the mass mN of the sterile neutrinos.

IX. DARK MATTER CANDIDATE

As we have described in section II, in this model there exists a matter parity symmetry associated with the break-

ing of the global U(1)X symmetry. That is, after electroweak symmetry breaking each field possesses a symmetry

transformation that is determined by the field’s spin and U(1)X charge, i.e. qresf = (−1)X+2s. This means that the

field f has a residual matter parity symmetry qresf . This symmetry is responsible of stabilizing the the dark matter

candidate in the considered model.

In this case, the fields that compose the dark sector have no electric charge and are odd under the matter parity

symmetry. Following these criteria, one can identify the neutral components of the VEV-less scalars φL, φR, and ϕ,

and the Majorana fermions NRi (i = 1, 2, 3) as part of the dark sector. All these fields are involved in the fermion

mass generation at the loop-level, see Figs. 1 and 2. Notice that the Majorana fermions NRi mix the with active

neutrinos, which will cause their decay. For this reason, the NRi are discarded as dark matter candidates. Therefore,

the dark matter candidate in this model has a scalar nature and would be the lightest neutral component of the

scalars (φ0
L, φ

0
R, ϕ). Here, (φ0

L, φ
0
R) generate the corrections to the quark and charged lepton mass matrices, Fig. 1,

and ϕ generates the µ term in Eq. (37) needed to get the neutrino masses, see Fig. 2.

This model has enough freedom to consider different simplified situations in the parameter space. One of these limits

is to assume that the CP-even (odd) component of the singlet scalar ϕ is the DM candidate. One can see from

Eqs. (15) and (18) that this field does not mix with any other dark scalar. In this case, the mass hierarchy between

dark scalars, mϕ < mφ0
R
,mφ0

L
, is satisfied. Notice that in such a benchmark the dark matter relic abundance will

be dominated by the DM annihilation into scalars, similar to Refs. [52, 53]. The DM annihilation channel (s-channel

with Higgs exchange) into SM particles is expected to appear by effective couplings that mix SM and heavy fermions.

The DM annihilation processes into heavy fermions might be possible, if allowed by kinematics.
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X. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a renormalizable extended Left-Right symmetric theory with an additional global U(1)X symmetry,

capable of explaining and accommodating the observed SM fermion mass hierarchy and the tiny values of the light

active neutrino masses. As the same time, the model has been demonstrated to be consistent with the current

amount of dark matter relic density observed in the Universe, the muon anomalous magnetic moment, the oblique

T , S and U parameters, as well as the 95 GeV diphoton excess. In the proposed model, the global U(1)X symmetry

is spontaneously broken down to a matter parity symmetry, thus allowing the existence of stable scalar dark matter

candidates in the particle spectrum of our model and ensuring the radiative nature of the seesaw mechanisms that

generate the masses of the light up, down and strange quarks, as well as those ones of the electron, muon and active

neutrinos.

As an important feature of our model, the third generation of SM charged fermions and the charm quark obtain

their masses via a tree-level seesaw mechanism triggered by their mixing with heavy charged vector-like fermions.

The masses of the light up, down and strange quarks, as well as the electron and muon masses, are generated via a

one-loop radiative seesaw mechanism mediated by heavy charged vector-like fermions and non-SM scalars. The tiny

active neutrino masses are produced through a three-loop inverse seesaw mechanism, with the Dirac and Majorana

submatrices generated at one-loop level. In the low-energy limit, the model features one naturally light 126 GeV

SM-like boson, strongly decoupled from the other heavy scalars, as well as the absence of tree-level FCNC processes,

rendering the model safe against the existing flavor physics bounds.
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[5] A. E. Cárcamo Hernández and H. N. Long, “A highly predictive A4 flavour 3-3-1 model with radiative inverse seesaw

mechanism,” J. Phys. G 45 no. 4, (2018) 045001, arXiv:1705.05246 [hep-ph].
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[7] A. E. Cárcamo Hernández, S. Kovalenko, J. W. F. Valle, and C. A. Vaquera-Araujo, “Neutrino predictions from a

left-right symmetric flavored extension of the standard model,” JHEP 02 (2019) 065, arXiv:1811.03018 [hep-ph].

[8] S. Mandal, N. Rojas, R. Srivastava, and J. W. F. Valle, “Dark matter as the origin of neutrino mass in the inverse seesaw

mechanism,” Phys. Lett. B 821 (2021) 136609, arXiv:1907.07728 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.013013
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.4450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.06.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.06.044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.2529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.075036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.075036
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.04336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/aaace7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)144
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.09169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)065
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136609
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07728


24
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Abstract

We study the impact of renormalization group effects on QCD axion phenomenology. Focusing on the DFSZ model, we argue that
the relevance of running effects for the axion couplings crucially depends on the scale where the heavier Higgs doublet, charged
under the Peccei-Quinn symmetry, is integrated out. We study the impact of these effects on astrophysical and cosmological bounds
as well as on the sensitivity of helioscopes experiments such as IAXO and XENONnT, showing that they can be sizable even in the
most conservative case in which the two Higgs doublets remain as light as the TeV scale. We provide simple analytical expressions
that accurately fit the numerical solutions of the renormalization group equations as a function of the mass scale of the heavy scalars.
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1. Introduction

Axions are an intrinsic prediction of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
mechanism [1, 2], which remains, after over four decades, the
most appealing solution to the strong CP problem. This prob-
lem arises because Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) predicts
CP violating effects that are not observed experimentally. The
PQ mechanism involves a new global chiral symmetry U(1)PQ,
which is anomalous under QCD and spontaneously broken at
a large energy scale fa (PQ scale). The axion is the Nambu-
Goldstone boson associated with the spontanous breaking of
this symmetry [3, 4], and is characterised by the fact that all
its interactions are inversely proportional to fa. Although the
original Weinberg-Wilczek model [3, 4], in which the scale
of PQ breaking coincides with the electroweak (EW) symme-
try breaking scale, was quickly ruled out, new viable models

emerged early on, in which the PQ scale can be arbitrarily high
so that all axion interactions can be sufficiently suppressed,
yielding the so-called invisible axion. Two examples are par-
ticularly appealing for their simplicity: the KSVZ or hadronic
axion [5, 6] and the DFSZ axion [7, 8]. The main difference
between KSVZ and DFSZ-type axions is that the former do not
couple to ordinary quarks and leptons at the tree level. Though
many other possible axion models have been considered in the
literature (see Ref. [9] for a comprehensive overview), the two
above-mentioned models are by far the most studied ones and
are universally regarded as benchmark QCD axion models. In
recent years continuous progress in experimental technologies
has brought within reach the possibility of detecting in terres-
trial experiments the invisible axions arising in these models.
This has stimulated a tremendous interest in this field, with sev-
eral new theoretical and phenomenological studies, as well as a
wealth of new experimental proposals (see [10, 11] for recent
reviews). In the meanwhile, ongoing experiments have already
started to probe the benchmark KSVZ/DFSZ axion models, and
in the coming decades they will dig deep into the relevant pa-
rameter space region. From the theory side, this calls for the
development of “precision axion physics”, which will turn out
to be crucial in the case of an axion discovery. Indeed, from a
given determination of the low-energy axion couplings to pho-
tons and other matter fields (such as electrons and nucleons)
one would like to infer the structure of the high-energy theory,
that is the ultraviolet (UV) completion of the axion effective
field theory (EFT). This step is highly non-trivial, since it en-
tails a large separation of scales, from the typical low-energy
scale of axion experiments up to the PQ scale, fa & 108 GeV.
Hence, axion related physical quantities, as for example the
axion couplings to Standard Model (SM) fermions, are poten-
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tially affected by large radiative corrections, which can induce
large deviations from the tree-level expressions. In the case
of the KSVZ model, it was pointed out long ago [12, 13] that
although the axion coupling to electrons is zero at tree level,
a non-zero electron coupling can be sourced via loop correc-
tions by the axion-photon coupling and, more recently, it was
shown that the leading correction to this coupling is gener-
ated at even higher orders via the anomalous axion coupling
to gluons [14]. Nowadays, the full one-loop anomalous di-
mensions for the d = 5 axion effective Lagrangian have been
computed [15–17], while running effects have been investigated
for the benchmark DFSZ/KSVZ axion models in Ref. [14], and
for the so-called astrophobic axion models (which feature non-
universal PQ charges [18, 19]) in Ref. [20].

The purpose of this work is to study QCD axion phenomenol-
ogy in light of renormalization group (RG) effects, focussing
for definiteness on the mass window ma ∈ [meV, eV]. This
region of parameter space shows a remarkable complementar-
ity among the existing bounds on the different axion couplings,
namely to photons, electrons, nucleons and pions, stemming
from helioscope searches, as well as from astrophysics and cos-
mology. It is therefore an ideal playground where to investi-
gate the consequences of running effects for QCD axion phe-
nomenology. In particular, we will focus on the large correc-
tions induced by the top Yukawa coupling, which apply to a
large class of axion models where the SM fermions are charged
under the U(1)PQ symmetry. A paradigmatic example is the
universal DFSZ model, which features two Higgs doublets and
one SM singlet scalar, and whose axion parameter space at tree
level depends solely on ma and tan β. However, top-Yukawa ra-
diative corrections induce a logarithmic dependence of the ef-
fective axion couplings on the mass scale of the heavy scalar
degrees of freedom of the two Higgs doublet model (2HDM)
that can range from about 1 TeV up to the PQ scale, fa. As we
shall see, these corrections are often large and may skew the
parameter space region that is effectively probed by terrestrial
experiments and by astrophysical/cosmological observations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we discuss the
structure of top-Yukawa radiative corrections, and we provide
approximate analytical expressions for the dependence of the
axion couplings on these corrections. Sect. 3 is devoted to study
the impact of running effects on QCD axion phenomenology,
including the consequences for astrophysical and cosmological
limits as well as for the sensitivity of future axion experiments.
We conclude in Sect. 4. Details on the solutions to the RG
equations are provided in Appendix A.

2. Running QCD axion couplings

Of central interest for axion phenomenology are the axion
couplings to photons and matter fields (electrons, nucleons, as
well as other hadrons relevant for axion production). They are

defined by the following interaction Lagrangian:

La = Cγ
α

8π
a
fa

FµνF̃µν +
∑

f =p, n, e

C f
∂µa
2 fa

fγµγ5 f

+ Cπ

∂µa
fa fπ

(2∂µπ0π+π− − π0∂µπ+π− − π0π+∂µπ−)

+ CπN
∂µa

2 fa fπ
(iπ+ pγµn − iπ−nγµp)

+ CN∆

∂µa
2 fa

(
p ∆+

µ + ∆+
µ p + n ∆0

µ + ∆0
µ n

)
+ . . . , (1)

where Fµν denotes the electromagnetic field strength, F̃µν =
1
2 εµνρσFρσ (with ε0123 = −1) its dual, f = p, n, e runs over
low-energy matter fields, and Cγ, f , π, πN,N∆ are O(1) dimension-
less coefficients. The axion-pion coupling in the second line of
Eq. (1) (with fπ = 92.1(8) MeV [21] the pion decay constant)
is of phenomenological relevance for thermal axion production
in the early Universe, while the axion contact interactions with
pions and nucleons (third line) and with ∆-resonances (fourth
line) are important for axion production in Supernovae (SNe).
The ellipses stand for other possible axion interaction terms
which will not be considered in this paper.

In the context of axion phenomenology, one usually employs
the dimensional couplings gaγ = α

2π Cγ/ fa and ga f = C f m f / fa.
In particular, Cγ = E/N − 1.92(4), where E/N is the ra-
tio between the electromagnetic and QCD anomalies of the
PQ current (for typical values in concrete axion models, see
e.g. [22, 23]). Note that the anomalous axion-photon cou-
pling is insensitive to running effects, being one-loop exact.
Moreover, threshold corrections to gaγ are safely negligible for
ma � me since they scale as (ma/me)2 – see e.g. Ref. [24].
Hence, in the following, we will only focus on radiative correc-
tions to the axion couplings to electrons and hadrons.

Axion-hadron interactions can be expressed in terms of the
model-independent axion gluon coupling (which fixes the ab-
solute normalization in terms of fa) and the axion coupings to
quark fields, q = u, d, s, c, b, t, defined via the Lagrangian term1

Cq
∂µa
2 fa

qγµγ5q . (2)

In terms of the latter, the axion couplings to hadrons defined in
Eq. (1) read (see e.g. [9, 25–27])

Cp = Cu∆u + Cd∆d + Cs∆s −

(
∆u

1 + z
+

z ∆d

1 + z

)
, (3)

Cn = Cd∆u + Cu∆d + Cs∆s −

(
z ∆u

1 + z
+

∆d

1 + z

)
, (4)

Cπ = −
1
3

(
Cu −Cd −

1 − z
1 + z

)
, (5)

CπN = −
3
√

2
Cπ , CN∆ =

3
√

3
2

Cπ gA , (6)

1In this work we focus on universal axion models, so that the axial-vector
currents in Eq. (2) are flavor diagonal. However, as long as the PQ charges
of different generations are not hierarchical, most of the considerations related
to top-Yukawa running effects, to be discussed below, apply as well to non-
universal axion models (see e.g. Ref. [20]).
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where Cu, d, s = Cu, d, s(2 GeV) are low-energy couplings eval-
uated at the scale µ = 2 GeV by numerically solving the RG
equations from the boundary values Cu, d, s( fa) (see below),
∆u, d, s denote the nucleon matrix elements of the quark axial-
vector currents. In particular, gA ≡ ∆u − ∆d = 1.2754(13)
from β-decays [21], ∆u = 0.847(18)(32), ∆d = −0.407(16)(18)
and ∆s = −0.035(6)(7) (at 2 GeV in the MS scheme) are the
N f = 2 + 1 FLAG average [28], that is dominated by the re-
sults of [29], and z = mu(2 GeV)/md(2 GeV) = 0.49(2) [30].
Combining lattice values with the high-precision determina-
tion of gA, we obtain the weighted averages ∆u = 0.858(22),
∆d = −0.418(22) and ∆s = −0.035(9).

Running effects on the low-energy couplings of the axion
to first generation SM fermions can be parametrized as2 (see
e.g. [14])

Cu(2 GeV) = Cu( fa) + ∆Cu , (7)
Cd(2 GeV) = Cd( fa) + ∆Cd , (8)

Ce(me) = Ce( fa) + ∆Ce , (9)

with

∆CΨ ' rt
Ψ(mBSM) Ct( fa) , (10)

and Ψ = u, d, e. The parameter rt
Ψ

(mBSM) encodes the RG cor-
rection approximated by taking only the top-Yukawa contribu-
tion, and depends logarithmically on the parameter mBSM '

mH, A,H+ that denotes collectively the mass scale of the heavy
scalar degrees of freedom (we implicitly assume for the heavy
modes of the scalar doublets the decoupling limit [31], in which
all the heavy masses are approximately degenerate). The mBSM
scale depends on the structure of the DFSZ scalar potential (see
e.g. [32, 33]) and we take it to range from about 1 TeV (the ap-
proximate lower bound as set by LHC searches for new heavy
scalars) up to fa.

Note that as long as the couplings are considered at a renor-
malization scale µ above mBSM there are no top-Yukawa run-
ning effects. This is because in this regime the axion couplings
to the SM fermions correspond to the global charges of the PQ
current, which is classically conserved, and thus they do not
renormalize. For µ < mBSM we enter a different regime, in
which Higgs doublets with different PQ charges mix to give
rise to heavy scalars (which are integrated out) and to the light
Higgs, that has no well-defined charge. In this effective theory
there is no more a conserved PQ current, and running effects
for the axion-fermion couplings can kick in. This is the rea-
son why the largest RG effects appear when the BSM scale is
taken at the largest possible scale mBSM ∼ fa. Contrary, when
the 2HDM structure keeps holding all the way down to the TeV
scale, running effects are much less sizeable.

In Appendix A we provide a fit to rt
Ψ

(mBSM) obtained
by interpolating the numerical solution to the RG equations
(cf. Eqs. (A.7)-(A.8) and Tab. A.4). Taking, for instance,

2In universal axion models the same corrections apply to each generation.

mBSM = fa = 1010 GeV one finds

Cu(2 GeV) ' Cu( fa) − 0.264 Ct( fa) , (11)
Cd(2 GeV) ' Cd( fa) + 0.266 Ct( fa) , (12)

Ce(me) ' Ce( fa) + 0.265 Ct( fa) . (13)

2.1. Analytical understanding of RG running effects
To understand the phenomenological impact of the RG cor-

rections to the axion couplings, and to compare it with the cur-
rent experimental sensitivity, it is convenient to provide some
analytical approximations. To this aim, it is advantageous to
introduce the iso-scalar (C0) and iso-vector (C3) nuclear cou-
plings (see also [20]), defined as follows:

C0 =
1
2

(
Cp + Cn

)
=

1
2

(∆u + ∆d)(Cu + Cd − 1) − ∆sCs , (14)

C3 =
1
2

(Cp −Cn) =
gA

2

(
Cu −Cd −

1 − z
1 + z

)
, (15)

where the right-hand sides are obtained from the expressions for
Cp, n given in Eqs. (3)-(4). From Eqs. (5)-(6) we see that all the
other couplings are proportional to the iso-vector combination
C3: Cπ = − 2

3 g−1
A C3, CπN =

√
2 g−1

A C3, CN∆ = −
√

3 C3.
The RG correction to the iso-vector combination ∆C3 '

0.64 Ct( fa) (rt
u − rt

d) may be sizeable, with the exact value de-
pending on the mBSM scale. An excellent fit to the combination
rt

u − rt
d, for mBSM in the range 1 TeV to 1018 GeV, is given by

rt
u − rt

d ≈ −0.54 ln
(√

x − 0.52
)
, (16)

with x = log10(mBSM/GeV). This expression reproduces our
numerical results with a precision better than 2% (see Ap-
pendix A). Then, in the relevant range for mBSM, we have
0.3 . |rt

u − rt
d | . 1. Since in universal axion models we ex-

pect C3 ∼ Ct (the exact relation depending on the model pa-
rameters), we can conclude that ∆C3/C3 can be of the order of
a few 10%, and even larger. For example, in the case of the
DFSZ axion (to be discussed below), we find∣∣∣∣∣∆C3

C3

∣∣∣∣∣
DFSZ

'
0.5

tan β

(
rt

u − rt
d

)
+ O

(
(rt

d − rt
u)2

)
, (17)

which can become quite significant at small tan β.
On the other hand, the RG correction to the iso-scalar cou-

pling C0 is, in general, very small. From Eq. (14), we see that
this coupling combination gets contributions from (rt

u + rt
d) and

from ∆sCs. As it was pointed out in Ref. [20], in the leading
approximation in which only the contribution of the top-quark
Yukawa coupling is kept, the combination (rt

u + rt
d) is character-

ized by a strong cancellation, see for example Eqs. (11)-(12),
and is numerically very small ∼ 0.2%.3 Hence, eventually the
leading correction to C0 comes from the RGE correction ∆s∆Cs

to the last term in Eq. (14). It is easy to estimate this contribu-
tion from our general results, using rt

s = rt
d that holds for uni-

versal models. In the end, we find that the RG corrections to

3From the more accurate numerical analysis in Appendix A we obtain that
for any value of the mBSM scale |rt

u + rt
d |/|r

t
u − rt

d | . 0.5%.
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Coupling (DFSZ1) Coupling (DFSZ2) Approx. Correction
C0 ' −0.20 C0 ' −0.20 ∆C0 ≈ 0
C3 ' −0.43 sin2 β C3 ' −0.43 sin2 β ∆C3 ' −0.12 l(x) cos2 β

Ce = 1
3 sin2 β Ce = − 1

3 cos2 β ∆Ce ' 0.094 l(x) cos2 β

Cγ = 8
3 − 1.92 Cγ = 2

3 − 1.92 ∆Cγ = 0

Table 1: Simplified expressions for the RG corrections in the DFSZ1 and DFSZ2 models, given in terms of β and of l(x) = ln
(√

x − 0.52
)
, where

x = log10(mBSM/GeV) parameterizes the new physics scale. While (in this simplified approximation) the corrections in DFSZ1/2 are the same, for the leptons
the relative corrections differ: ∆Ce/Ce ' cot2 β (DFSZ1) and ∆Ce/Ce ' const. (DFSZ2).

C0 are only about 3% of the corresponding corrections to C3
and hence this combination of couplings (and the correspond-
ing iso-scalar axion coupling to nucleons, gaN,0 = C0mN/ fa) is
practically unaffected by RG running effects.

2.2. DFSZ axion couplings beyond tree level

The scalar sector of DFSZ models [7, 8] features a SM sin-
glet complex scalar Φ and two Higgs doublets Hu,d that cou-
ple respectively to up- and down-type quarks in a generation-
independent way. Under SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y they trans-
form as Φ ∼ (1, 1, 0), Hu ∼ (1, 2, 1/2) and Hd ∼ (1, 2,−1/2).
The threefold re-phasing symmetry of the scalar sector U(1)Φ×

U(1)Hu × U(1)Hd is broken to U(1)PQ × U(1)Y by a renormal-
izable non-Hermitian operator that can be chosen as HuHdΦ†2

or HuHdΦ†.4 There are two possible variants of the model, de-
pending on whether the lepton sector couples to Hd (DFSZ1) or
to H̃u = iσ2H∗u (DFSZ2). For a review see Sec. 2.7.2 in Ref. [9].
The Yukawa sector of the DFSZ1 model contains the following
operators

qiu jHu , qid jHd , `ie jHd , (18)

where a sum over generation indices i, j = 1, 2, 3 is left un-
derstood, and qi, `i denote the quarks and leptons SU(2)L left-
handed (LH) doublets while u j, d j, e j the right-handed (RH)
singlets. The corresponding coefficients for the axion coupling
at the UV scale fa are

E
N

=
8
3
, Cu,c,t( fa) =

c2
β

3
, Cd,s,b( fa) = Ce,µ,τ( fa) =

s2
β

3
, (19)

with cβ ≡ cos β, sβ ≡ sin β and tan β = 〈Hu〉/〈Hd〉 ≡ vu/vd. The
domain in which tan β is allowed to vary is obtained by requir-
ing that the DFSZ Yukawas remain perturbative up to scales of
O( fa). This corresponds to imposing perturbative unitarity on
Higgs-mediated 2 → 2 SM fermion scatterings (see e.g. [34])
up to fa. The perturbative domain is evaluated by evolving the
values of the gauge couplings and of the SM Yukawa couplings
at mZ given in Ref. [35] up to the scale mBSM employing two-
loop RG equations.

For mBSM ∼ fa the SM Yukawa couplings are RG-evolved
from mZ to fa, and upon matching with the DFSZ couplings

4The first possibility yields a number of domain walls NDW = 6 while the
second NDW = 3, but they remain otherwise indistinguishable from the point of
view of low-energy phenomenology.

YDFSZ
t = Yt( fa)/sβ and YDFSZ

b = Yb( fa)/cβ, by requiring YDFSZ
t,b <

√
16π/3 [9]. This yields the perturbative domain

tan β ∈ [0.14, 500] (mBSM ∼ fa ∼ 109 GeV) , (20)

On the other hand, for mBSM � fa one should require a
stronger perturbativity constraint on YDFSZ

t,b , since running ef-
fects from mBSM to fa would tend to develop Landau poles in
the DFSZ Yukawa couplings below fa. In this case Yt,b are
evolved from mZ to mBSM within the SM, and after matching
with the DFSZ couplings YDFSZ

t (mBSM) = Yt(mBSM)/sβ and
YDFSZ

b (mBSM) = Yb(mBSM)/cβ, the running of YDFSZ
t,b from mBSM

to fa is computed in the 2HDM. In the case when mBSM ∼ 1
TeV perturbative unitarity up to fa ∼ 109 GeV translates in the
following interval

tan β ∈ [0.70, 100] (mBSM ∼ 1 TeV) . (21)

Note that the perturbative domain of tan β has a mild (logarith-
mic) dependence on the PQ scale fa. This is shown in Fig. 2 for
the low tan β region (a similar dependence is present also for
the large tan β region, where running effects are however less
important).

The Yukawa sector of the DFSZ2 model contains instead the
following operators

qiu jHu , qid jHd , `ie jH̃u , (22)

and the corresponding axion coupling coefficients are

E
N

=
2
3
, Cu,c,t( fa) = −Ce,µ,τ( fa) =

c2
β

3
, Cd, s, b( fa) =

s2
β

3
, (23)

with tan β defined in the same perturbative domain as in DFSZ1.
Let us now proceed to discuss the impact of running effects

in the DFSZ model. Approximate RG corrections to the ax-
ion couplings are collected in Tab. 1. Note that in the case of
DFSZ1 the iso-vector combination C3, as well as the axion-
electron coupling Ce, receive large corrections at small tan β,
that is when the tree-level coupling vanishes.5 On the other
hand, the RG corrections on the iso-scalar combination C0 re-
main small in the whole tan β range. This is also displayed in
Fig. 1, where the dashed line corresponds to the tree-level re-
sult, while the red band encodes the range of RG corrections ob-
tained by varying mBSM between fa = 109 GeV (lower border of

5Note that the suppression of C3 at small tan β arises due to an accidental
cancellation between Cu −Cd and the quark mass term, cf. Eq. (15).
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Figure 1: Running axion coupling combinations (C3 and C0) in DFSZ as a function of tan β. The red band encompasses the range of the corrections for mBSM/GeV ∈
[103, 109]. Perturbativity bounds on tan β also depend on mBSM, with the thick (thin) grey line corresponding to mBSM = 109 GeV (1 TeV).
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Figure 2: fa dependence of the perturbative unitarity bounds on tan β at small
tan β values.

the red region) and 1 TeV (upper border of the red region). We
see that although for mBSM = 1 TeV the running couplings trace
closely the tree-level couplings as long as tan β > 1, also in this
case RG corrections become non-negligible at small tan β.

3. RG effects on QCD axion phenomenology

In the following section, we will discuss the phenomenologi-
cal impacts of the RG corrections. In particular, we will see how
these affect axion astrophysical and cosmological bounds, as

well as the sensitivity of terrestrial experimental searches. For
clarity, we will refer to the DFSZ axion models, even though
our results can be applied to other axion models.

Several observables depend dominantly (or entirely) on C3
and thus, as discussed in Sect. 2, are subjected to large RG-
induced modifications. These include for example the coupling
to pions, which is responsible for the axion thermalization in
the early Universe (via ππ ↔ πa), which controls the hot dark
matter (HDM) bound discussed in Sect. 3.2. More recently, it
has also been shown that the pion-nucleon scattering may be
responsible for a large contribution to the axion emission rates
in dense media, particularly in SNe [36–38]. Finally, the iso-
vector coupling C3 is entirely responsible for the nuclear re-
action process p + d → 3He + a, which is one of the most
efficient and widely studied production mechanisms of axion-
like particles from solar nuclear reactions [39–43]. On the other
hand, the nucleon coupling to 57Fe, relevant for axion produc-
tion through nuclear de-excitations in the Sun [39, 40, 44], turns
out to be less sensitive to RG corrections (see Tab. 2).

The axion-electron coupling Ce, which plays a significant
role in astrophysics (see Section 3.1) as well as in terrestrial ex-
perimental searches (see Section 3.3), is also subjected to large
RG corrections. In fact, rt

e ≈ rt
d.6 Thus, using rt

u + rt
d ≈ 0 and

Eq. (16), we find

rt
e ' −

1
2

(
rt

u − rt
d

)
≈ 0.27 ln

(√
x − 0.52

)
, (24)

where x = log10(mBSM/GeV) parameterizes the new physics

6This conclusion is based on the same arguments presented above, where
it was argued that rt

u + rt
d ' 0. Deviations from these relations are due to

subleading contributions of Yukawa terms other than Yt . A detailed discussion
can be found in Section 3 of Ref. [20].
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Figure 3: Redefinition of the predicted bands for the DFSZ couplings gDFSZ1
ae (left), gDFSZ1/2

ap (middle), and gDFSZ1/2
an (right) induced by RG effects (hatched green

region). The size of the band correspond the perturbativity unitarity bounds on tan β (see text). The mBSM new physics scale is set to the maximal value mBSM = fa.

scale.7 Therefore the corrections to Ce can also be expressed
in terms of ∆C3. Specifically, from our previous results we see
that ∆Ce = −0.5 Ct( fa) (rt

u − rt
d) = −0.78 ∆C3. Thus, at our

level of approximation all running effects can be expressed in
terms of ∆C3, which for DFSZ axions is ∝ cos2 β. A general
consequence of this observation is that, in the case of DFSZ
axions, the running effects are mostly relevant only at small
tan β, something that is apparent from our numerical analysis.8

Before moving to the phenomenological study, it is instruc-
tive to anticipate how RG corrections will modify the usual
DFSZ bands, obtained by varying the value of tan β within
the perturbative unitarity limits, for the gae, gap, gan couplings
(see for example the section on axions in the Review of Parti-
cle Physics [45]). This can be easily estimated by considering
the RG corrections to the electron and to the nucleon couplings
Cp,n = C0±C3 given in Table 1. The results are shown in Fig. 3,
where we have taken mBSM = fa ∝ 1/ma to maximize the RG
effects. In each panel the bands correspond to vary tan β in the
interval [0.14, 100]. The first figure shows the modification of
the usual gae band in DFSZ1. For this case we obtain the most
dramatic effect, that is a marked reduction of the width of the
band that, after including RG corrections, shrinks down to the
green hatched region. This is due to the fact that the tree-level
suppression of gDFSZ1

ae in the limit sin β → 0 is cut-off at small
tan β by the RG correction proportional to cos2 β. Instead there
is not such a dramatic effect for gDFSZ2

ae since both the tree level
coupling and the RG correction are proportional to cos2 β. In
the second panel in Fig. 3 we show the RG effect on the band
for gap (that is the same in DFSZ1 and in DFSZ2). In this case
we see that the shrinking of the allowed band is much less pro-
nounced. Finally, the third panel shows the RG effects on the
gan band. In this case the allowed band is sizeably widened,

7This result should not be surprising since it holds in the limit of |rt
u +rt

d | ≈ 0
and, as discussed above, |rt

u + rt
d |/|r

t
u − rt

d | . 0.5%.
8The only exception is in cases where the cos β dependence cancels, as for

∆Ce/Ce in the DFSZ2 model (see the Red Giant bound on DFSZ2 axion in the
right panel of Fig. 4).

which this is due to a cancellation in the tan β independent part
of the coupling, which enhances the overall dependence on this
parameter.

The most important phenomenological consequences of the
RG corrections to the axion couplings will be analyzed in the
following sections.

3.1. Astrophysical constraints

In this Section, we discuss the impact of RG corrections to
astrophysical observables. For reference, we will mostly focus
on the DFSZ1 axion model. The analysis for DFSZ2 goes along
similar lines.

Axions can be copiously produced in stars, mostly due to
thermal processes (see Ref. [50] for a recent review). Here
we will not consider astrophysical bounds on the axion-photon
coupling [57–60], since Cγ does not receive any relevant RG
correction. We focus instead on the axion-electron and on the
axion-nucleon couplings.

The most stringent astrophysical bound on the axion-electron
coupling is derived from observations of the tip of the red giant
branch (RGB) in globular clusters. The production of axions
during the RGB evolution cools the core, playing a role similar
to that of neutrinos, and thus delays the helium ignition. The de-
lay leads to a larger helium core and, consequently, to a higher
stellar luminosity. Thus, comparison between observations and
predictions for the luminosity of the RGB tip (the brightest stars
in the RGB) is an efficient way to test anomalous channels of
stellar cooling. The most recent analysis has set the constraint
|gae| ≤ 1.48 × 10−13 (at 95% C.L.) [61]. From the definition of
this coupling, gae = Ceme/ fa, the RGB bound translates into

|Ce| ≤ 1.65 × 10−3
(ma

eV

)−1
. (25)

This relation provides an upper bound for the axion mass at
any given value of tan β and x = log10(mBSM/GeV). The full
numerical results are shown in Fig. 4, where the red-shaded
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Coupling Approx. Correction Processes
C0 ∆C0 ≈ 0

C3 ∆C3 ' 0.64 Ct( fa) (rt
u − rt

d) Axion thermalization: ππ↔ πa [13, 46–49]
Deuteron processes: p + n↔ d + a [41–43]

Cp = C0 + C3 ∆Cp ≈ ∆C3 Astrophysics/experiments [10, 11, 50]

Cn = C0 −C3 ∆Cn ≈ −∆C3 Astrophysics/NMR experiments [51, 52]

CSN ' 1.4
(
C2

0 + 0.11 C0C3 + 1.3 C2
3

)1/2
, ∆CSN ' (2.5 C3 + 0.11 C0) ∆C3

CSN
. SN 1987A bound [38]

CFe = C0 − 0.77 C3 ∆CFe = −0.77∆C3 Axion production/detection in 57Fe [39, 40, 44]

Ce ∆Ce = −0.78 ∆C3
Axion production in stars [50]
Axion detection (Xenon etc.) [53–55]

Cγ ∆Cγ = 0 Axion production in stars and labs [9]
Most axion detection experiments [10, 11]

Chel =
[
C2
γ

(
C2
γ + (37Ce)2

)]1/4
∆Chel =

Chel

2

 ∆Ce/Ce

1 +
(
Cγ/(37Ce)

)2

 Axion coupling for Sikivie helioscopes [9, 56]

Table 2: RG corrections to axion couplings, in the approximation of keeping only the contribution from Yt . Note that in this approximation all the various corrections
can be expressed just in terms of ∆C3 given in the second line, with rt

u − rt
d given in Eq. (16).

bands incorporate the range fixed by the possible values of
mBSM ∈ [1 TeV, fa].

We can gain some intuition about these effects using our ap-
proximate results, shown in Table. 1. In the case of the DFSZ1
model (left panel in Fig. 4) we can conveniently rewrite the
RGB bound on the axion mass as follows9(ma

eV

)
≤

1.65 × 10−3∣∣∣∣( 1
3 − 0.094 l(x)

)
sin2 β + 0.094 l(x)

∣∣∣∣ , (26)

where l(x) = ln
(√

x − 0.52
)
. The first important observation is

that in the limit l(x) → 0, that is ignoring the RG corrections,
the RGB bound on the mass is a monotonic function of tan β
and disappears in the limit of small tan β. This result is mod-
ified by the RG corrections, which in the limit tan β → 0 still
provide a useful limit on the axion mass, ma ≤ 0.018 eV/l(x).
From these considerations, we can conclude that the RG cor-
rection to the RGB bound becomes particularly important in
the low tan β limit, a result confirmed by the full numerical re-
sult shown in Fig. 4. The most conservative value for the RGB
bound corresponds to mBSM = 1 TeV, for which we obtain, in
our approximation, ma ≤ 0.018 eV/l(3) ' 8.75×10−2 eV, which
agrees well with the complete numerical result shown in the left
panel of Fig. 4. In the case of the DFSZ2 model instead, there is
not such a striking feature, and this is because in this case both
the coupling gae and its RG correction depend on cos β. The
RGB bound for this case is shown in the right panel of Fig. 4.

Let us now move to the axion-nucleon coupling and ana-
lyze the axion bound from SN1987A.10 This is a quite more

9Notice that in the range of mBSM we are considering here, the absolute
value in Eq. (26) is unnecessary.

10SN1987A is not the only astrophysical probe of the axion-nucleon cou-

complex problem since axion production in a SN environment,
at temperatures of order ∼ 30 MeV and densities in excess of
∼ 1014 g/cm3, gets contributions also from pions [26, 36, 37]
and from ∆ baryon resonances [27]. Following the notation
of Ref. [38], the effective low-energy axion-nucleon interaction
relevant for the axion production processes in a SN environment
is given in Eq. (1). The second term in the first line describes
the usual axion-nucleons interactions. The third line contains
the axion-pion interactions. The four-particle interaction vertex
in the third line accounts for the pion-nucleon contact term re-
cently discussed in Ref. [26], while the last line accounts for the
axion couplings to the ∆-resonances, whose contribution to the
axion emissivity has been recently calculated in Ref. [27]. The
interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (1) can be used to compute the
axion emissivity due to nucleon-nucleon (NN) bremsstrahlung,
NN → NNa, as well as the Compton-like pion scattering pro-
cesses, π−p → na, including also the contribution from the ∆

resonances (see Ref. [38] for an updated overview).
In general, the axion luminosity from a SN, La, depends only

on a particular combination of C0 and C3, and thus only this
combination can be constrained. The luminosity can be ex-
pressed as [38]

La = ε0

(
mN

fa

)2

C2
SN × 1070 erg/s , (27)

where ε0 is a numerical factor and

CSN = a
(
C2

0 + b C2
3 + c C0C3

)1/2
. (28)

pling. Neutron stars also provide strong bounds (see, e.g., Ref. [62]). However,
the bound from SN1987A is the most discussed in the literature, and thus it
provides a good example for the impact of RG corrections.
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Figure 4: RG effects on astrophyisical axion bounds from Red Giants (red bands) and SN1987A (blue bands) for the DFSZ1 (left panel) and DFSZ2 (right panel)
models, compared to the tree level results (black dashed lines). The gray line corresponds to the perturbative unitarity bound on tan β for mBSM = fa.

ε0 a b c m [meV]
NN 2.42 1.5 0.5 -0.36 6.4
Total 3.86 1.4 1.3 0.11 5.0

Table 3: Parameters for the axion luminosity from SN entering Eqs. (27) and
(28). The coefficients are calculated at a post-bounce time of 1s (see Ref. [38]).
The first row refers to the NN bremsstrahlung contribution only [63], ignoring
the pion scattering processes and the ∆ resonance contribution. The second row
gives the total contribution, calculated from the results in Ref. [38]. The mass
parameter m is defined in Eq. (30).

The numerical values of the coefficients ε0, a and b can be found
in Table 3. In the table we present, in the first line, the results
obtained by considering only the purely NN bremsstrahlung
production, which corresponds to the first line of Eq. (1). The
results for the total emission rate are given in the second line
(we remind to the reader that up until very recently, the NN
bremsstrahlung production was the only process considered for
estimating SN axion emission rate.)

Notice that, as evident from Table 3, the addition of the
pion-induced scatterings increases the relative importance of C3
(controlled by the coefficients b and c) and thus enhances the ef-
fects of the RG corrections. More specifically, from Eq. (28),
and assuming ∆C0 ≈ 0, we find

∆CSN ' a2
(
b C3 +

c
2

C0

)
∆C3

CSN
. (29)

As expected, the RG effects are reduced in the case of purely
NN-bremsstrahlung production, due to the partial cancellation

between the b and c terms.11

Imposing La ≤ Lν = 3 × 1052 erg/s [38], we find the bound
on the axion mass

ma ≤
m

CSN
, with m =

9.9 meV
√
ε0

. (30)

In the case of for DFSZ axions, this bound is shown in Fig. 4.
Specializing on the DFSZ axion case, we immediately find

from Tab. 1,

CDFSZ
SN = 0.2 a

√
1 + 2.15 c sin2 β + 4.5 b sin4 β . (31)

and

(
∆CSN

CSN

)DFSZ

=


(
0.30 c + 1.3 b sin2 β

)
cos2 β

1 + 2.15 c sin2 β + 4.6 b sin4 β

 l(x) . (32)

Note that the above expression is never larger than about 10%-
15%. Thus, for the SN bound RG effects are somewhat less
prominent than in the case of the RGB bound. For compari-
son, ignoring the contribution from the pion scatterings, gives

the combination CSN ' 1.5
√

C2
0 + 0.50 C2

3 − 0.36 C0C3. Notice
that, as discussed above, the two results have a significantly dif-
ferent dependence on C0,3 and, in particular, the addition of the
pion-induced scatterings increases the relative importance of C3
and thus enhances the dependence on the RG corrections.
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Figure 5: HDM bound in the DFSZ1/2 models. The red region shows the
effect of RG corrections, for mBSM ranging from fa (left border) to 1 TeV (right
border). The gray line corresponds to the perturbative unitarity bound on tan β
for mBSM = fa.

3.2. Thermal axion cosmology

If axions are in thermal equilibrium until below the quark-
hadron phase transition (which can occur for ma & 0.1 eV)
the axion thermal population will give a sizeable contribution
to the effective number of extra relativistic degrees of free-
dom [64], ∆Neff , that is constrained by Big Bang Nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN) [65] and cosmic microwave background (CMB)
observations [66, 67]. The highest attainable axion mass from
such cosmological constraints is also known as the Hot Dark
Matter (HDM) bound. The forecast sensitivity of the planned
CMB-S4 [68] and Simons Observatory (SO) [69] surveys will
fully cover the mass range in which the axion decouples be-
low or across the QCD crossover, thus a precise determination
of the axion-pion thermalization rate, including running effects,
would be necessary to set definite targets.12

For T . Tc, where Tc ' 155 MeV is the QCD decon-
finement temperature, the dominant thermalization channels is
aπ ↔ ππ [13, 46]. It has been recently shown, however, that
the standard computation of this process, that is based on chi-
ral perturbation theory (ChPT), breaks down for T & 70 MeV
[47, 49]. Phenomenological extensions of the validity of the

11We should be cautious, however, since this expression is valid only in the
limit of ∆C3/CSN � 1 and this condition is not always met. In particular, it is
violated at low tan β and high mBSM.

12In this paper we will refrain from assessing the impact of CMB-S4 and
SO projections on ∆Neff , since these involve an extrapolation of the axion ther-
malization rate beyond the QCD crossover, which is plagued by large non-
perturbative uncertainties [48], and it is still matter of investigation.

chiral expansion, based on unitarization methods, have been
proposed in Refs. [48, 49].

In the following, we will consider the unitarized thermal rate
based on the Inverse Amplitude Method (IAM), recently dis-
cussed in Ref. [49], which gives the thermal scattering rate:

ΓIAM
a (T ) =

(
Cπ

fa fπ

)2

0.150 T 5hIAM(mπ/T ) , (33)

with Cπ given in Eq. (5) and mπ = 137 MeV representing the av-
erage neutral/charged pion mass. The numerical function hIAM
is provided in Ref. [49] (cf. Fig. 3 of this reference) and is nor-
malized to hIAM(mπ/Tc) = 1.

We will estimate the impact of RG effects on the HDM bound
relying for simplicity on the instantaneous decoupling condi-
tion Γa(TD) ' H(TD), with Γa(T ) the axion-pion scattering rate
given in Eq. (33) and H(T ) =

√
4π3g?(T )/45 T 2/mpl the Hub-

ble rate, where mpl = 1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck mass and
g?(T ) the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom.13

The axion contribution to the effective number of extra rela-
tivistic degrees of freedom is given by [64]

∆Neff '
4
7

(
Ta

Tν

)4

=
4
7

(
43

4gS (TD)

)4/3

' 0.027
(

106.75
gS (TD)

)4/3

,

(34)
with Ta/Tν the ratio of the axion to neutrino temperature at T �
1 MeV (i.e. well after ν-decoupling) and gS (TD) the number of
entropy degrees of freedom at axion decoupling, that in the last
relation has been normalised to the total number of SM degrees
of freedom gS (T > mt) = 106.75. We then confront Eq. (34)
with the bound on ∆Neff from Planck’s 2018 data [66, 67], and
from this we extract a bound on the axion mass.

Our results for the HDM bound in the DFSZ1/2 models are
summarised in Fig. 5, where we show the tree-level results com-
pared with the RG corrections included. Again we see that RG
effects are especially important at small tan β. In Fig. 5 the
DFSZ1 and DFSZ2 cases coincide because the (subleading) ef-
fects of scattering off leptons have been neglected. In Ref. [72]
it was argued that thermalization channels involving axion scat-
tering off leptons can become relevant in DFSZ2 at small tan β.
However, since RG corrections keep the axion-pion coupling
sizeable also in this regime, the effect of lepton scattering be-
comes accordingly less important.

3.3. Helioscope experiments

One of the most appealing result of the RG correction anal-
ysis is the implication for the next generation of experiments
hunting for solar axions. The main reason is that the solar flux
is strongly dependent on the axion-electron coupling and, as we
have seen, this can receive large RG corrections. As a conse-
quence, helioscope sensitivities to DFSZ axions, that have been
so far estimated using tree level electron-axion couplings, have
been underestimated.

13For a more refined treatment of the cosmological aspects of axion thermal
decoupling see e.g. Refs. [48, 70, 71].
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Figure 6: Experimental sensitivity to DFSZ1 axions, including RG effects. Left Panel: IAXO and BabyIAXO. Right Panel: XENON-nT. In both plots the gray line
corresponds to the perturbative unitarity bound on tan β for mBSM = fa.

Here, we focus mostly on the Sikivie type of axion helio-
scopes [56]. This kind of experiment is designed to detect solar
axions by converting them in X-ray photons using a large lab-
oratory magnetic field. The importance of the axion-electron
coupling for Sikivie’s helioscope sensitivity to solar axions is
expressed by the following relation [9]

g2
γ10

(
g2
γ10 + 0.7g2

e12

)
> g4

γ10 , (35)

where gγ10 = gaγ/10−10GeV−1, ge12 = gae/10−12 , and gγ10 is
the helioscope sensitivity to gaγ (again, in units of 10−10GeV−1).
Notice that gaγ is, in general, a function of the axion mass.
Defining the effective coupling

Chel =
[
C2
γ

(
C2
γ + (37Ce)2

)]1/4
, (36)

the above expression leads to the following heliscope sensitivity
relation

Chel &
0.49 gγ10

(ma/eV)
, (37)

which, in the case of the DFSZ axion, can be readily translated
into a limit on the tan β accessible to the helioscope as a func-
tion of the axion mass. Notice that, according to this expres-
sion, the DFSZ sensitivity to tan β (which enters only through
Ce), should disappear for Cγ � 37Ce, which is fullfilled for
tan β � 0.25. In general, if the helioscope sensitivity is good
enough, there could be mass regions where the entire range of
tan β is accessible.

To give an example of an application of Eq. (37), let us
consider the case of BabyIAXO, a next-generation axion he-
lioscope presently under construction [73]. Its sensitivity at

ma = 0.1 eV is expected to reach gγ10 = 0.33. Using this value
and Cγ = 8/3 − 1.92 for the DFSZ1 model, if RG effects are
ignored, one would conclude that at this mass value BabyIAXO
could be sensitive to the region tan β & 0.62. The results of our
complete numerical analysis for all values of the axion mass
are plotted in the left panel in Fig. 6, where the dashed line con-
tours correspond to the estimated BabyIAXO sensitivity if RG
effects are ignored. The reach of the more advanced helioscope
experiment IAXO [74] is also shown in the left panel in Fig. 6.
In this case we see that there is a mass region for which the
experiment is sensitive to all values of tan β. When RG correc-
tions are ignored, this region extends to masses between ∼ 50
meV and ∼ 200 meV. The reason of this is that IAXO is sensi-
tive enough to see the solar axion flux even in models in which
axions are only coupled to the photon and not to the electron.

Let us now consider the effects of RG corrections on the pro-
jected sensitivities. As shown in Tab. 2, the RG corrections to
the effective helioscope coupling is

∆Chel

Chel
=

1
2

∆Ce/Ce

1 +
(
Cγ/(37Ce)

)2 , (38)

which is valid in the limit of ∆Ce/Ce � 1. This condition
is always verified in DFSZ2, while for DFSZ1 it holds for
tan β � 0.5 l(x)1/2 (Cf. Tab. 1). Since in the case of BabyIAXO
the expected sensitivity is not sufficient to detect DFSZ axions
unless tan β & 0.6 (see Fig. 6) which implies Cγ/(37Ce) � 1,
we can simplify the correction to the effective coupling to(

∆Chel

Chel

)BabyIAXO

'
∆Ce

2Ce
, (39)
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which can be readily estimated using our results from the Tab 1.
Notice that this correction can be quite sizable and implies that
the reach of BabyIAXO to small electron couplings (low tan β
values) can be pushed down significantly, as is shown by the
blue region in the left panel of Fig. 6.

The impact of RG corrections on the IAXO sensitivity to
DFSZ1 axions is also shown in the left panel of Fig. 6, and
corresponds to the red regions. In this case we notice an inter-
esting effect, that is that the IAXO reach in the region of small
tan β is sizeably enlarged for all values of mBSM, since the solar
axion flux is necessarily larger than what predicted ignoring the
RG corrections. As a result, the mass region for which IAXO
is sensitive to the entire range of tan β is extended.

Finally, the correction to the axion-electron coupling has also
an obvious impact on experiments which detect axions through
the axio-electric effect. Such experiments include large under-
ground detectors such as Panda-X [54], LUX [53], or XENON-
nT [55], originally designed for dark matter searches. The RG
modification of the axion-electron coupling extends the poten-
tial of these experiments to explore the DFSZ parameter space.
Our numerical results in the case of XENON-nT are shown in
the right panel of Fig. 6. A fundamental difference with respect
to the previous results is that, because of the RG-induced cor-
rections, in principle XENON-nT could be sensitive to DFSZ1
axions for any value of tan β. However, the current experimen-
tal sensitivity is insufficient to reach inside the mass region al-
lowed by the RGB bound discussed in Sect. 3.1 (see the left
panel in Fig. 4).

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the impact of RG effects on
QCD axion phenomenology, focusing on DFSZ models. We
have shown that running effects on axion couplings depend
crucially on the scale at which the heavy Higgs states are in-
tegrated out, and the 2HDM effectively reduces to the SM
with a single light Higgs. We have discussed the implications
of running axion couplings on astrophysical and cosmological
bounds, as well as the sensitivity of helioscope experiments
such as (Baby)IAXO. We have found that running effects are
sizable even in the most conservative case in which the 2HDM
structure keeps holding down to the TeV-scale, and thus they
can never be neglected. We have also provided simple analytic
expressions fitted to reproduce the numerical solutions of the
RG equations, which can be a useful tool for studying the im-
plications of running axion couplings. In the case of an axion
discovery, running effects might prove to be crucial in order to
reconstruct the axion UV completion.
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Appendix A. Numerical fit to RG effects

Running of axion couplings is examined in detail in
Refs. [14, 15, 17, 75], where a complete set of one-loop (and
partially two-loop) anomalous dimensions are derived includ-
ing matching corrections at the EW scale [17]. The leading con-
tribution to the running axion couplings arises from top loop di-
agrams induced by the axion-top coupling Ct. The RG evolved
couplings at µ = 2 GeV are thus expressed to a good approxi-
mation by

CΨ(2 GeV) ' CΨ( fa) + rt
Ψ(mBSM) Ct( fa), (A.1)

where Ψ = u, d, e. Note that the running occurs below the heavy
Higgs scale mBSM ' mH,A,H+ , where in the decoupling limit the
heavy scalars are assumed to be approximately degenerate, and
rt
Ψ

(mBSM) is a function only of mBSM.
Keeping only the top Yukawa and the strong gauge cou-

plings, the running of CΨ below µ = mBSM is governed by
[14, 15, 17, 75]

dCΨ

d ln µ
' −T3,Ψ

3Y2
t

4π2 Ct Θ(µ − µw) − aΨ

α2
s

π2 c̃G , (A.2)

where T3,Ψ is the weak isospin of Ψ, aΨ = 1 for quarks and 0 for
leptons, µw = O(mZ) is a matching scale at which weak gauge
bosons, Higgs boson and top quark are integrated out, and

c̃G = 1 −
∑

q

Cq(µ) Θ(µ − mq) . (A.3)

We see from Eq. (A.2) that the RG corrections to the axion cou-
plings consist of one-loop iso-vector contribution, proportional
to the weak isospin T3,Ψ, and a two-loop level iso-scalar contri-
bution generated from c̃G,14 and can be expressed in the form

rt
Ψ(mBSM) ' T3,Ψ rt

3(mBSM) +
aΨ

2
rt

0(mBSM) , (A.4)

14In the DFSZ models, c̃G = 0 at µ = mBSM and it develops a nonzero value
because of the running of Cq. This means that the running effects from c̃G are
also proportional to Ct( fa), allowing to parametrise this iso-scalar contribution
in the form of Eq. (A.1).
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which, for the running of C3,0, yields

rt
3 ' rt

u − rt
d ' −2rt

e , (A.5)
rt

0 ' rt
u + rt

d . (A.6)

Note that rt
3,0 are independent of Ψ to a good precision, even

after including the threshold corrections at the EW scale, which
turn out to be iso-vector (numerically

∣∣∣(rt
0)th/(rt

3)th
∣∣∣ ∼ 10−6).

Let us now derive approximate formulae for rt
3,0(mBSM). To

this end, we first evaluate the running effects by numerically
solving the full set of the RG equations including the thresh-
old corrections at the EW scale [17]. In the calculation the
two-loop running for the SM gauge and Yukawa couplings is
implemented, with their input values at µw = mZ taken from
Ref. [35]. A set of numerical values for rt

3,0(mBSM) are tabulated
in Tab. A.4. These values are accurately fitted by the following
fitting functions:

rt
3(mBSM) ' rt

u − rt
d ' −0.54 ln

(√
x − 0.52

)
, (A.7)

rt
0(mBSM) ' rt

u + rt
d ' 3.8 × 10−4 ln2(x − 1.25) , (A.8)

with x = log10(mBSM/GeV). Eq. (A.7) agrees with the nu-
merical results within 2% accuracy in the 1 TeV ≤ mBSM ≤

1018 GeV range. The precision of Eq. (A.8) is better than 6%.
However, since |rt

0/r
t
3| . 0.5%, this function does not affects

numerically rt
Ψ

.
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Abstract. Urgent theoretical progress is needed in order to provide an estimate in
the Standard Model of the recent measurement by LHCb of direct CP violation in charm-
meson two-body decays. Rescattering effects must be taken into account for a meaningful
theoretical description of the amplitudes involved in such category of observables, as sig-
naled by the presence of large strong phases. We discuss the computation of the latter ef-
fects based on a two-channel coupled dispersion relation, which exploits isospin-zero phase-
shifts and inelasticity parameterizations of data coming from the rescattering processes
ππ → ππ, πK → πK, and ππ → KK. The determination of the subtraction constants
of the dispersive integrals relies on the leading contributions to the transition amplitudes
from the 1/NC counting, where NC is the number of QCD colours. Furthermore, we use
the measured values of the branching ratios to help in selecting the non-perturbative in-
puts in the isospin limit, from which we predict values for the CP asymmetries. We find
that the predicted level of CP violation is much below the experimental value.

1 Introduction

Symmetries, whether exact or not, played a central role in the formulation of the Standard
Model (SM), and offer an avenue to move beyond it. The violation of Charge-Parity (CP)
symmetry in the SM emerges from a single parameter, encoded in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix. Whatever the physics that lies Beyond the SM (BSM) is, it
generally introduces new sources of CP violation, challenging the minimal picture depicted
by the SM. Therefore, a prominent way to hunt for BSM physics consists of studying
transitions that change quark flavour, and in particular cases that are sensitive to CP
violation. Being a manifestation of the weak sector of the SM, CP-violating observables are
sensitive to high energies, helping to collect hints of BSM dynamics beyond the electroweak
scale.

The single CP-violating phase of the Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) mechanism of the SM
must be responsible for CP violation across different flavour sectors. This mechanism has
been tested in the bottom and strange sectors (see Ref. [1]), but tests in the charm sector
are still missing. Other than providing novel tests of the KM mechanism, charm constitutes
physics of the up-type and is then complementary to the down-type sector, which is
comparatively better known. In particular, the charm sector offers the opportunity to
understand QCD at intermediate energy regimes, namely, in between the light flavours and
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the bottom, in both of which cases there exist consolidated theoretical tools. Moreover,
with charm physics one can also access flavour-changing neutral currents (FCNCs) of
the up-type, where a more effective Glashow-Iliopoulos-Maiani (GIM) mechanism applies,
which represents an opportunity for clear identification of BSM contributions.

In regard of tests of the KM mechanism, CP violation in the charm sector has been
established recently by LHCb [2], which measured the difference of direct CP asymmetries
in D0 decays

∆Adir
CP = (−15.7± 2.9)× 10−4 (1)

between final states involving two charged kaons ACP (D0 → K−K+), or two charged
pions ACP (D0 → π−π+), where1

ACP (i→ f) ≡ |〈f |T |i〉|
2 − |〈f |T |i〉|2

|〈f |T |i〉|2 + |〈f |T |i〉|2
= Σj [pj sin(∆δj) sin(∆φj)]i→f , (2)

T being the transition matrix. In order to have a non-vanishing CP asymmetry, one needs
both differences of weak (∆φ) and strong (∆δ) phases, as indicated schematically in the
right-hand side of Eq. (2); therein, the sum consists of all possible interference terms j
among pairs of amplitudes that have simultaneously different weak (∆φj 6= 0 (modπ))
and strong phases (∆δj 6= 0 (modπ)), and pj scales like the ratio of a CP-odd over a
CP-even amplitudes. Weak phases flip sign under CP transformation, while strong phases
are left unchanged. There is an active experimental research program, as attested by the
following very recent results [3]:

ACP (D0 → π−π+) = (+23.2± 6.1)× 10−4 , (3)

ACP (D0 → K−K+) = (+7.7± 5.7)× 10−4

(which are correlated at the level of 0.88, and based on Eq. (1)). There are also available
bounds on CP violation for many other channels (see App. A). Much progress is expected in
the years to come, thanks to LHCb and Belle II, which will largely improve the sensitivity
to sources of CP violation; also, BESIII has an active research program in charm physics.
As a benchmark, the accuracy in some CP asymmetries will be improved by about one
order of magnitude.

On the other hand, theory has to match the observed experimental progress. As pre-
viously stated, in the SM the weak phase comes from the CKM matrix. It is yet unknown
whether the source of CP violation therein can explain the measurement of ∆Adir

CP , or
whether this observable signals the emergence of non-SM sources of CP violation: this
is due to the presence of non-perturbative QCD effects that are extremely challenging
to describe, precluding precision flavour studies at the present moment. A dynamical
mechanism for the generation of the strong phases is the rescattering of on-shell parti-
cles, in particular pion and kaon pairs. It cannot be stressed enough how important the
role played by the strong phases in describing CP asymmetries is. Indeed, large strong
phases generated in such dynamical way via rescattering effects are also associated to
large modulations of the amplitudes, that must therefore be fully taken into account in
predictions of the SM amplitudes. The main interest of this work is the determination of
these non-perturbative effects, and their impact on the prediction of the CP asymmetry.

A similar problem happens in the case of kaon decays. The SM description of the
measured direct CP violation therein requires the introduction of non-perturbative QCD
inputs. Such inputs can be determined via the use of Dispersion Relations (DRs) [4,

1Time-integration is left implicit; the contribution of indirect CP violation is negligible [2].
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5]. The analysis is simpler compared to charm-meson decays, since the only relevant
final state accessible from kaon decays are pion pairs, motivating an elastic analysis. In
this case, Watson’s theorem [6] applies, and the DRs have a known explicit analytical
solution [7, 8]. Moreover, one also disposes of a well established effective field theory,
which is chiral perturbation theory (χPT) for the three lightest flavours [9–11]. In order
to ensure the convergence of the dispersive integrals and to limit the dependence on the
high-energy domain, DRs are eventually “subtracted”, and χPT provides the subtraction
constants of DRs. Alternatively, χPT provides a framework in which rescattering effects
can be computed perturbatively. It is then apparent that DRs provide the resummation
of infrared chiral logarithms, which are process independent, while subtraction constants
encode the process-dependent ultraviolet dynamics. Importantly, both approaches show
a good agreement [4, 5, 12–16].

In the case of charm physics, we will also employ DRs, which result from two basic
principles of any Quantum Field Theory: analyticity (due to causality) and unitarity. In
the present case, however, the required analysis is non-elastic because the D0 mass lies
well above the threshold for production of kaon pairs. We have then a set of integral
equations related by unitarity. These equations have to be solved numerically, as no
explicit analytical form of the solution is known in general. We are going to include
in our analysis only pion and kaon pairs, for which we dispose of abundant data, and
neglect further channels in this work. Dealing with other channels requires a different
set of techniques, that we postpone to future work. Having pions and kaons, we need as
inputs two phase-shifts and one inelasticity, which accounts for the probability of transition
between pion and kaon pairs; we use available parameterizations for them [17–20]. As in
the elastic case of kaon decays into pion pairs, we also need some physical input for the
subtraction constants. We employ large-NC counting for their determination, based on
an expansion in powers of 1/NC with NC the number of QCD colours [21–23], which is
known to provide an understanding of many observed features of non-perturbative strong
dynamics [24,25]. Preliminary results were communicated in Refs. [26, 27].

Phase-shifts and inelasticity at the energy MD have been applied, non-dispersively,
in e.g. Refs. [28–30].2 Although they recognize the importance of rescattering effects,
these approaches do not capture their full picture, which is the aim of employing a dis-
persive treatment. Previous discussions of DRs in the context of charm-meson decays
include Refs. [32–36], which have not addressed CP violation, being the main focus here.
Compared to these references, we discuss DRs and the inputs that we employ in details.

Various other non-dispersive analyses have also been made for the description of mul-
tiple charm-meson decay modes, such as topological approaches, the use of SU(3)F or its
sub-groups, transitions assisted by intermediate resonances, etc.; see Refs. [37–51].

Also note that calculations based on QCD light-cone sum rules [52] indicate that the
SM cannot account for the large level of CP asymmetry observed by LHCb. However, light-
cone sum rules have not been extensively tested in the charm sector, requiring alternative
methods to support such an extraordinary claim.

Let us also mention that, although methods to deal with rescattering in the lattice

2Note that Ref. [30] writes for isospin-zero:(
AD0→ππ
AD0→KK

)
= SS

(
V ∗cdVud aππ
V ∗csVus aKK

)
(4)

with aππ, aKK real, which seems not to implement the result expected for the strong phase from Watson’s
theorem in the limit where the rescattering process is elastic. Also note that Ref. [28] writes A = S

1/2
S Abare,

where S
1/2
S encodes the rescattering part, implementing correctly that limit. For a discussion of the latter

approach, see Ref. [31].
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[53] are progressing fast, the typical energy scale of charm processes still represents an
overwhelming problem for Lattice QCD methods.

Having stressed the need for dealing with strong interactions, let us point out that
there are ways, however, of extracting properties of weak interactions without the need to
describe in details the strong dynamics. In the charm sector, we are not at that stage yet:
we cannot rely on a strategy such as, for instance, the one employed in the extraction of
the unitarity angle α from charmless B-meson (quasi-)two-body decays having pions and
rhos in the final state, since we do not dispose of the necessary number of measurements
at the required level of accuracy to use an isospin analysis [54].

Conversely, the problem we deal with here is less a question of precision as it is in
the case of bottom physics, for instance. In that sector, one will face in the (near) future
the need for better describing sub-leading effects (e.g., long-distance penguin effects in
the extraction of β, better controlling experimental systematics from decays of charm-
mesons in the extraction of γ, dealing with isospin-breaking in the extraction of α, etc.).
Rather, in the charm sector we cannot rely on the experimental (such as isospin analysis)
and theoretical (such as heavy quark expansion, due to the slower convergence of the
perturbative series) approaches already employed in the other flavour sectors. It is our
goal to employ a data-driven formalism, embodied by the use of DRs.

To conclude this introduction, note that the large level of CP violation observed in
∆Adir

CP has triggered studies of contributions from BSM, see Refs. [55–57] for recent studies.
This article is organized as follows: in Sec. 2 we set the relevant weak interactions;

in Sec. 3 we introduce the DRs; their necessary inputs are discussed in Sec. 3.1, and the
numerical solutions of the DRs are given in Sec. 3.2, while the subtraction constants of
once-subtracted DRs are discussed in Sec. 3.3; in Sec. 4 we discuss the available mech-
anisms of CP violation, and give the predictions for the CP asymmetries; conclusions
follow in Sec. 5. A series of appendices discuss more technical aspects, and fix possible
conventions.

2 Effective weak interactions

The full Hamiltonian at low energies contains (renormalizable) strong and electromagnetic
interactions, the kinematic terms for the light quarks and the charm quark (including their
masses), and (non-renormalizable) effective weak interactions. The effective interaction
Hamiltonian density for ∆C = 1 up to operators of dimension-six, valid for energy scales
µb > µ > µc (µq being the energy scale at which the quark of flavour q is integrated out),
is the following [58]:3

Heff =
GF√

2

[
2∑
i=1

Ci(µ)
(
λdQ

d
i + λsQ

s
i

)
− λb

6∑
i=3

Ci(µ)Qi + C8g(µ)Q8g

]
+ h.c. (5)

where

λq = V ∗cqVuq , q = d, s, b . (6)

Unitarity of the 3× 3 CKM matrix V implies:

λd + λs + λb = 0 . (7)

3Indices 1 and 2 are exchanged with respect to Ref. [58], and C1,2 (C3,...,6) are called z2,1 (respectively,
v3,...,6) therein. We are not including in the effective Hamiltonian of Eq. (5) neither electroweak penguins
nor the electromagnetic dipole.
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The basis of operators is the following:

Qd1 = (d̄c)V−A(ūd)V−A , (8)

Qd2 = (d̄jci)V−A(ūidj)V−A
Fierz

= (ūc)V−A(d̄d)V−A ,

Qs1 = (s̄c)V−A(ūs)V−A ,

Qs2 = (s̄jci)V−A(ūisj)V−A
Fierz

= (ūc)V−A(s̄s)V−A ,

Q3 = (ūc)V−A
∑
q

(q̄q)V−A ,

Q4 = (ūjci)V−A
∑
q

(q̄iqj)V−A
Fierz

=
∑
q

(q̄c)V−A(ūq)V−A ,

Q5 = (ūc)V−A
∑
q

(q̄q)V+A ,

Q6 = (ūjci)V−A
∑
q

(q̄iqj)V+A
Fierz

= −2
∑
q

(q̄c)S−P (ūq)S+P ,

Q8g = − gs
8π2

mcūσµν(1 + γ5)Gµνc ,

where (V ± A)µ = γµ(1 ± γ5), S ± P = 1 ± γ5, and i, j are colour indices. The SM
Wilson coefficients are fully known to next-to-leading order (NLO) in perturbative QCD,
with some NNLO ingredients available [59]. Their values are given in App. A.4. Due to
the GIM mechanism, (short-distance) penguin operators are absent at scales µ > µb, and
result from the NLO matching at µb, and the running from µb to µc; they come with
small Wilson coefficients and thus give suppressed contributions to CP violation. When
rescattering effects are large, the main contribution to the CP asymmetries is expected to
come from the non-unitarity of the 2×2 CKM sub-matrix, see Sec. 4.1 below. This should
be contrasted to the case of bottom physics, where rescattering effects are comparatively
much smaller, possibly allowing for perturbative treatments.

3 Dispersion Relations

In describing D → ππ,KK to first order in weak interactions a discontinuity equation
can be written for the transition amplitudes analytically extended to the complex plane
(of the invariant mass squared s of the pseudoscalar pair). The discontinuity is set by
the rescattering of the light particles that are stable under strong interactions, with the
right-hand cut starting at the threshold for production of pion pairs, and no left-hand cut
for the transition amplitudes; for an introduction, see Ref. [60]. The strong dynamics is
non-perturbative in nature and has some useful properties: it conserves flavour, C, P, CP,
isospin and G-parity. The rescattering among light, stable final states gives origin to the
strong phases necessary for a non-vanishing CP asymmetry. In the elastic limit, such a
phase in the weak decay can be extracted directly from the phase-shift in the rescattering
of pions. More can be learnt about the rescattering by exploiting its analyticity in the
relevant kinematical variables, relating the dispersive/real and absorptive/imaginary parts
of the rescattering amplitudes.

4We indicate Fierz rearrangements when introducing the basis of operators for later convenience; the
Wilson coefficients are calculated at the NLO in the un-Fierzed basis. The gluonic dipole does not affect
the Wilson coefficients of the penguin operators at NLO in perturbative QCD
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In the little Hilbert space (once the global energy-momentum conservation condition
has been factored out), the total S matrix can be written as S = 1+ i T , which implies the
unitarity relation T−T † = i TT † = i T †T . In our particular case, S and T are 3×3 matrices
describing all possible transitions among the basis of initial and final states {D,ππ,KK}.
Restricting to the {ππ,KK} subspace, the partial-wave (and isospin) projected strong SS
matrix can be written in the form:

(SS)IJ = (1 + i TS)IJ = 1 + 2i Σ1/2(s) T IJ (s) Σ1/2(s) . (9)

SS satisfies the unitarity relation S†SSS = SSS
†
S = 1, and TS inherits TS − T †S = iTST

†
S =

iT †STS . Since the decaying D mesons are spinless, the total angular momentum of the
daughter pair of pseudoscalars is J = 0. Owing to Bose symmetry, the two-pion state
can have isospin I = 0 and 2; the isospin of the kaon pair can take the values I = 0, 1.
Thus, there are two different isosinglet states that get coupled through the rescattering
dynamics. The kinematic factors Σi(s) = Θ(s − 4M2

i )σi(s) incorporate the threshold
conditions and the mass corrections to the two-body center-of-mass three-momenta. In
the two-channel isosinglet (I = 0) case, Σ(s) becomes a 2× 2 matrix:

Σ(s) = diag
[
Θ(s− 4M2

π)σπ(s) , Θ(s− 4M2
K)σK(s)

]
, σi(s) = (1−4M2

i /s)
1/2 . (10)

The different isospin components of the full amplitudes are given by T Iππ(s) ≡ T ID→ππ(s)
and T IKK(s) ≡ T ID→KK(s). At lowest order in weak interactions, the unitarity of the S
and SS matrices implies

Σ1/2

(
T 0
ππ(s+ iε)

T 0
KK(s+ iε)

)
= (SS)0

0 Σ1/2

(
T 0
ππ(s− iε)

T 0
KK(s− iε)

)
. (11)

We can decompose the full amplitudes as(
T 0
ππ(s)

T 0
KK(s)

)
= Ω(0)(s)

(
T

0 (B)
ππ

T
0 (B)
KK

)
, (12)

with the corresponding changes for I = 1, 2, where T
I (B)
ππ and T

I (B)
KK will be referred

to as “bare amplitudes” (for which we will omit their possible s dependence); they are
polynomials in s and may contain real zeros, while Ω(I)(s) has no zeros or poles. As we
will see, the bare amplitudes contain the CP-odd phases necessary to generate the CP
asymmetries. The rescattering part Ω(I)(s) of the transition amplitude satisfies then the
following discontinuity equation:

Ω(I)(s+ iε) =
[
1 + 2i T I0 (s) Σ(s)

]
Ω(I)(s− iε) ≡ SI(s) Ω(I)(s− iε) , (13)

where SI(s) = 1 + 2iT I0 (s) Σ(s), with SI(s)SI(s)∗ = SI(s)∗SI(s) = 1. This implies:

Im Ω(I)(s+ iε) = T I∗0 (s) Σ(s) Ω(I)(s+ iε) , (14)

after using that Ω(I)(s− iε)∗ = Ω(I)(s+ iε) (Schwarz reflection principle). In the following,
we will drop “+iε” from Ω(I)(s+ iε). The analyticity properties of Ω(I)(s) guarantee that
it satisfies the Cauchy integral relation:

Ω(I)(s) =
1

π

∫ ∞
4M2

π

T I∗0 (s′)Σ(s′)Ω(I)(s′)

s′ − s− iε
ds′ ; (15)
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we will later adopt the normalization Ω(I)(s0) = 1, at a subtraction point s0. In the
two-channel coupled problem (I = 0), we have:

T 0
0 (s) =

η00(s) e2iδ
0
0(s)−1

2i σπ(s) |g0
0(s)| eiψ0

0(s)

|g0
0(s)| eiψ0

0(s) η00(s) e2i(ψ
0
0(s)−δ

0
0(s))−1

2i σK(s)

 , (16)

with the inelasticity parameter

η0
0(s) =

[
1− 4σπ(s)σK(s) |g0

0(s)|2 Θ(s− 4M2
π) Θ(s− 4M2

K)
]1/2

. (17)

The sign of the off-diagonal elements of T 0
0 (s) is fixed at low energies by χPT [61], given

a choice of convention for the kaon pair isospin decomposition.
One can use that (Sokhotski-Plemelj relation):

1

x− x0 − iε
= P

1

x− x0
+ iπ δ(x− x0) (18)

to write alternatively:

Re[Ω(I)(s)] =
1

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
π

T I∗0 (s′)Σ(s′)Ω(I)(s′)

s′ − s
ds′ =

1

π

(
−
∫ 4M2

K

4M2
π

+ −
∫ ∞

4M2
K

)
Im[Ω(I)(s′)]

s′ − s
ds′ (19)

(the slashed integral represents its principal value). Exploiting that the right-hand side is
real, we get for the integration domain s′ > 4M2

K and any m ∈ {π,K}:(
Re[(T 0

0 )ππ]σπ Re[(T 0
0 )πK ]σK

Re[(T 0
0 )Kπ]σπ Re[(T 0

0 )KK ]σK

)(
Im[Ω

(0)
πm]

Im[Ω
(0)
Km]

)
(20)

=

(
Im[(T 0

0 )ππ]σπ Im[(T 0
0 )πK ]σK

Im[(T 0
0 )Kπ]σπ Im[(T 0

0 )KK ]σK

)(
Re[Ω

(0)
πm]

Re[Ω
(0)
Km]

)
.

Admitting that the 2 × 2 matrix on the left-hand side is invertible (the matrix T 0
0 Σ is

invertible), then one can solve for Im[Ω(0)] ≡ b, which is plugged into the previous integral
equation for the integration range s′ > 4M2

K : indeed, this matrix equation can be written
as R · bm = I · am ⇔ bm = R−1 · I · am if R invertible, with obvious correspondence with
Eq. (20). In the integration interval 4M2

π 6 s′ 6 4M2
K we have, like in the uncoupled case

(and consider ψI0 = δI0 modπ in this region):

Re[(T I0 )jπ] Im[Ω(I)
πm] = Im[(T I0 )jπ] Re[Ω(I)

πm] . (21)

The adopted strategy is to solve for the real parts, and then use the previous relations to
determine the imaginary parts. Then:

am =
1

π
−
∫ 4M2

K

4M2
π

ds′
1

s′ − s

(
tan δ0

0(s′) 0
|g0

0(s′)|σπ(s′)/ cos(δ0
0(s′)) 0

)
· am +

1

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
K

ds′
R−1 · I · am

s′ − s
.

(22)
We then solve for both aπ and aK , and the final solution is:

Re[Ω(0)] = (aπ ⊗ aK) , Im[Ω(0)] = (bπ ⊗ bK) , (23)

where ⊗means that we combine the two dimension-2 vectors represented as columns into a
2×2 matrix. Note that Ω(0)(s0) = 1 implies that aπ and aK are independent, and a similar
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comment applies for the imaginary parts bπ and bK . The system of independent functions
χ(k)(s) ≡ ak+i bk built from these real and imaginary parts is called a fundamental system
of solutions satisfying the discontinuity problem of Eq. (13), see Ref. [7]. There are n such
solutions in an n-channel coupled case. A similar discussion holds for once-subtracted
DRs. The use of subtracted DRs limits the dependence to high-energy data, which are
typically less accurate or even missing; they may also be necessary in order to guarantee
the convergence of the dispersive integrals.

In the elastic limit, one can solve the integral equation explicitly [7, 8]. Considering
one subtraction:

Ω(I)(s) = exp
{
i δI0(s)

}
exp

{
s− s0

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
π

dz

z − s0

δI0(z)

z − s

}
, (24)

where s0 ≤ 4M2
π is the subtraction point, at which we have imposed Ω(I)(s0) = 1. The

rightmost exponential above carries no zeros nor poles for well-behaved phase-shifts; it
is obviously non-negative. It is manifest that large phase-shifts are associated to large
modulations of |Ω(I)(s)|. The phase-shift and the Omnès factor |Ω(I)(s)| encode the effects
of rescattering, and are necessary for a good qualitative and quantitative description of the
transition amplitudes in the weak decay. It is important stressing the universal character
of this equation, which depends only on the phase-shift, and not the particular electroweak
process under discussion.

The previous equation leads to the following asymptotic behavior (see e.g. Ref. [60]):

Ω(I)(s)→ sx , x = −
δIJ(∞)− δIJ(4M2

π)

π
, (25)

where at threshold δIJ(4M2
π) = 0. Therefore, if the Omnès factor is supposed to vanish

asymptotically, as it is expected when building form factors from the latter rescattering
factor (see e.g. Ref. [62]), in the single-channel analysis one requires δIJ(∞) > δIJ(4M2

π).
In the inelastic case, the determinant of Ω(I)(s) has an explicit analytical solution,

from which a similar discussion holds. In the two-channel analysis for instance, Eq. (13)
leads to:

det Ω(I)(s+ iε) = exp
{

2 i ψIJ(s)
}

det Ω(I)(s− iε) , (26)

which does not depend on the inelasticity.5 A property of the fundamental system of
solutions is that the individual indices xk, describing the asymptotic behaviour of the
fundamental solutions χ(k)(s), do not depend on the particular choice of the fundamental
system of solutions (see also next paragraph). Their sum satisfies the relation [7]:

n∑
k=1

xk = x , (27)

where x is the index resulting from taking the determinant of Eq. (13) in the n-channel cou-
pled analysis. For instance, in the two-channel problem under discussion, x = −(ψ0

0(∞)−
ψ0

0(4M2
π))/π.

Regarding the asymptotic behaviour, we comment on a specific case of later interest:
if the sum of indices is x = −2, then one can have two independent solutions that vanish
asymptotically and simultaneously, i.e., both having indices x1 = −1 and x2 = −1. If

5We note that we have not been able to find a function of the two-channel Omnès matrix other than
its determinant that does not depend on the inelasticity, for which there is an explicit analytical solution.
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on the other hand the sum of indices is x = −3 for instance, then one can have two
solutions that vanish asymptotically, i.e., xi = −2 and −1, but they are not unique: to the
solution that goes as −1 one can add a contribution from the one that goes as −2 (times
a polynomial of degree up to one) and take this as the fundamental solution that replaces
the previous one, while keeping the condition Ω(I)(s0) at a subtraction point s0. In such
cases, more physical information about the sought solutions has to be provided [63].

3.1 Experimental inputs for the DRs

Hereafter we discuss datasets and parameterizations of the inputs for DRs in isospin-zero
and isospin-two. We point out the main qualitative features observed in phase-shifts and
inelasticity, shown in Figs. 1, 2, and 3. We take the constrained fits to data (CFD)
enforcing dispersive relations of Refs. [17–20], that we discuss in more details below.

3.1.1 Isospin-zero phase-shift of pion pairs

We use the analyses of Refs. [18,19]. As seen from the top-left panel of Fig. 1, the phase-
shift starts at zero at the pion pair production threshold, and shows a steady increase
sufficiently below the threshold for kaon pair production, due to the presence of the σ
resonance, which is located deep into the first Riemann sheet, away from the real axis.
Then, there is a quick increase of the phase-shift, due to the presence of the f0(980)
resonance, which is relatively narrow. Another analytical feature in the region ∼ 1 GeV is
the threshold for kaon pair production. Subsequently, the phase-shift grows steadily; in this
energy region there exist the well-established resonances f0(1370), f0(1500) and f0(1710),
which to some extent overlap among themselves (for a recent discussion of f0(1370), see
Ref. [64]).

Above around 1.42 GeV, Ref. [19] considers different datasets, which are not consistent
among themselves, providing purely descriptive phase-shift parameterizations separately
for each of them, see the top-right panel of Fig. 1. Solution I [65–68] follows from a dataset
that extends up to E0 = 1.9 GeV, while the datasets leading to solutions II [69] and III [70]
extend up to E0 = 1.8 GeV.

3.1.2 Isospin-zero phase-shift of kaon pairs

We consider the combined analysis of ππ → KK and Kπ → Kπ employing crossing
symmetry of Ref. [20], see also Ref. [71]. There are two possible solutions, B and C, that
are well compatible, see the bottom-left panel of Fig. 1 (see also comments below). The
curve extends up to E0 = 2 GeV. There is a clear structure in the phase-shift in the region
1.2−2 GeV, that might be in part due to the isoscalar-scalar resonances mentioned above,
with the phase-shift decreasing at times.6

3.1.3 Isospin-zero inelasticity

Below the threshold for their on-shell production, virtual kaon pairs produce off-diagonal
elements in the two-channel rescattering matrix, with their impact seen in the first term
in the right-hand side of Eq. (22). They do not produce an absorptive part though, i.e.,
do not alter the evolution of the phase motion, and the off-diagonal phase-shift therein is

6There is an interesting result in Quantum Mechanics, according to which the phase-shift cannot de-
crease too quickly in order to respect causality, see [72] and e.g. Ref. [73,74]. In the present situation, we

observe that −2 ~ c dψ
0
0(E

2)

dE
. 4 fm, which gives a crude estimate of the minimum range of the potential as

required from the requirement of causality.
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Figure 1: Set of phase-shifts from Refs. [17–20] used in our analysis. The δ0
0(s) phase is

shown in the upper panels for 2Mπ ≤
√
s ≤ 1.42 GeV (top, left) and

√
s ≥ 1.4 GeV (top,

right), where solutions I (gray), II (blue) and III (green) are given. The ψ0
0(s) phase is

shown in the (bottom, left), for solutions B (blue) and C (red), which are very compatible;
below the kaon pair threshold, ψ0

0(s) = δ0
0(s). The δ2

0(s) phase is shown in the (bottom,
right), up to

√
s = 1.4 GeV and starting from the pion pair threshold. All phases are

given in degrees.

then the one observed in pion pair rescattering. Note, however, that it does not mean that
the inelasticity below the kaon pair threshold varies, being η0

0 = 1 below this threshold.
We consider Refs. [20,75] for a parameterization of such effect, illustrated in the left panel
of Fig. 2 (for definiteness, when not specified we employ sol. B), see also Ref. [71].

The inelasticity η0
0 can be extracted from the off-diagonal T -matrix element |g0

0| via a
combined analysis of ππ → KK and Kπ → Kπ, and is available up to E0 = 2 GeV, as
illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 2. This leads to two solutions, B [76] and C [77, 78],
corresponding to inconsistent datasets below ∼ 1.47 GeV, and thus their parameterizations
of the inelasticity differ substantially below that point. We combine the effect generated
by off-shell kaon pairs [20, 75] with the explicit parameterizations found in Ref. [20] valid
above 2MK . The two sets of curves are combined at a matching point of

√
1.2 GeV [75],

and the corresponding solutions will be called B’ and C’ in the following. There is a very
small discontinuity at the matching scale (of 9% for solution B’, and of 8% for solution C’).
Right above the kaon pair threshold and below the matching scale, there is a short window
in which the unitarity bound is violated, manifested as the impossibility of defining a real
inelasticity therein via the use of Eq. (17). However, this corresponds to a tiny region
(long of ∼ 30 MeV for solution B’, and of ∼ 10 MeV for solution C’), in which we set the
inelasticity to zero.

An alternative for the extraction of the inelasticity η0
0 is to look directly at the rescat-

tering process ππ → ππ. The extraction of the parameterization for the phase-shift of the
pion pair system discussed above is done simultaneously to the extraction of the parame-
terization for the inelasticity, for which then we also have three solutions [19], illustrated in

10



Figure 2: Off-diagonal T -matrix element from Ref. [20] for solutions B (blue) and C
(red). The two sets, valid along the energy ranges from the pion pair threshold and up
to 1.47 GeV (left) and from the the kaon pair threshold and up to 2 GeV (right), are
combined according to the procedure described in the text.

Figure 3: Inelasticity from Ref. [19] extracted from pion pair rescattering. Below the kaon
pair threshold, η0

0(s) = 1. Three solutions are shown, namely, solutions I (left), II (center)
and III (right).

Fig. 3. As before, solution I extends up to E0 = 1.9 GeV, while solutions II and III extend
up to E0 = 1.8 GeV. (We correct typos found in Ref. [19], namely: ε4 in their Tab. 2 comes
with the wrong sign, and Ki must be multiplied by M2

K [75].) Solution III shows a sharp
dip in the inelasticity around ∼ 1.6 GeV, and a distinguishing phase motion compared
to the other two solutions, which may signal the presence of the resonance f0(1500). As
further discussed later, inelasticities extracted in this way carry large uncertainties. At
the energy 2MK , the off-diagonal element resulting from this inelasticity is combined with
the one from Refs. [20, 75], that describes off-shell kaon pairs. This produces an abrupt
change across a few MeV of the off-diagonal T -matrix element at about 2MK , which is
expected to have a limited impact on the fundamental Omnès solutions far away from this
value of the energy. Moreover, combining the two curves at 2MK generates a consistent
trend, since below (above) 2MK the modulus of the off-diagonal T -matrix is decreasing
(increasing) quickly with increasing (decreasing) energies.

The different sets of inelasticities discussed above, solutions I-III and solutions B’ and
C’, display important differences. In discussing solutions of the dispersive equations, we
will show results for each of them separately.

3.1.4 Isospin-two phase-shift and inelasticity of pion pairs

The phase-shift starts at zero at the pion pair production threshold, and decreases steadily
in the region extending up to about 1.45 GeV [79–81]. A parameterization is provided by
Refs. [17, 82], see the bottom-right panel of Fig. 1, which does not include Ref. [83]. The
extracted inelasticity is close to the elastic limit in that energy range [17].

Although to our knowledge a parameterization is not available (in particular, taking
into account dispersive constraints), Ref. [83] extracts data up to 2.2 GeV. It is seen that
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the phase-shift has the tendency to decrease up to 1.3 GeV, and then to increase subse-
quently. At around MD, the phase-shift equals a few negative degrees, but carries a large
uncertainty. There seems to be a large inelasticity at around MD, although again large
uncertainties are present. (This overall behaviour of the phase-shift can be reproduced via
an elastic analysis relying on χPT and Resonance Chiral Theory (RχT), with t-channel
exchange of ρ, etc.; see also Ref. [84].)

As discussed above around Eq. (25), the phase-shift in an elastic analysis should become
positive (vanish) so that the Omnès solution goes to zero (respectively, a constant) at
infinity. This requires some underlying physics to change the sign of the isospin-two
phase-shift, such as the presence of a resonance. We also note that no distinct feature is
seen in the isospin-two ππ → ππ study of Ref. [85], for which however contributions to the
cross-section other than the S-wave become increasingly important at higher energies.

We will later in the text extract the Omnès factor |Ω(2)| from the branching ratio of the
charged decay mode D+ → π0π+, and vary the isospin-two phase-shift to reproduce the
D0 → π−π+, π0π0 branching ratios. We reserve further discussion about the isospin-two
inelasticity to future work [86].

3.2 Solutions of the coupled channel DRs

To employ the DRs, we extrapolate the phase-shift and inelasticity curves discussed above
beyond their indicated endpoints E0 = 1.8− 2 GeV [87]:

δ0
0(E) = n∗π+ (δ0

0(E0)− n∗π)fδ

(
E

E0

)
, δK(E) = `∗π+ (δK(E0)− `∗π)fδ

(
E

E0

)
, (28)

where the chosen fδ(x) = 2/(1+xm
∗
δ ) has the virtue of being a smooth function connecting

the values at the endpoints to the asymptotic values (Ref. [87] takes m∗δ = 3; we note that
the asymptotic behaviour of the phase-shift involved in the vector form factor of the pion is
discussed in Ref. [88]). The values of n∗+`∗ ≥ 2 ensure that at least one of the fundamental
solutions tends to zero at infinite energies. We take n∗, `∗ as integer values (as it results
from having resonant effects; i.e., we neglect non-resonant effects for this sake). Then, we
set `∗ = −1 since δK(E) ≡ ψ0

0(E) − δ0
0(E) is close to −π at E0. Finally, we take n∗ = 3.

Moreover, it suffices to ensure the good behaviour of the fundamental solutions, as it leads
in practice to two independent solutions of indices x1,2 = −1. These solutions are uniquely
determined, after specifying the condition Ω(0)(s0) = 1 at the subtraction point s0.

A similar extrapolation is taken for the inelasticity:

η0
0(E) = η∞ + (η0

0(E0)− η∞)fη

(
E

E0

)
. (29)

Its limiting value is set to η∞ = 1. Together with the limit values of the phase-shifts, these
conditions satisfy the asymptotic behaviour discussed in Ref. [89]. Large values of m∗η (i.e.,
η0

0 approaching faster its asymptotic value) would require some underlying dynamics, such
as the appearance of resonances not yet firmly established [90], and for this reason we later
display only values in the range m∗η ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

To full generality, there is no known explicit solution in the inelastic case. The numeri-
cal method used is described in App. B (we discuss an explicit solution valid under certain
conditions in App. C), and relies on the parameterization of data previously discussed.7

7In the N/D method, phase-shift parameterizations and Omnès functions are extracted simultaneously
in the fits to the rescattering data [91,92].
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A sample of typical Omnès matrices is provided in Tab. 1 for various scenarios: columns
correspond to solutions I-III for the phase-shifts, and also inelasticity; the first block of
rows corresponds to the inelasticity directly extracted from ππ → ππ, while the second
block of rows corresponds to the inelasticity calculated from the off-diagonal T -matrix
element as in Eq. (17), for which there are solutions B’ and C’. We observe a strong
dependence of the Omnès solution with the inelasticity employed, which in the case of the
first block of rows carries a large uncertainty. Varying the latter uncertainties leads to
profiles η0

0 − δη0
0, which seek to saturate the error bars attached to the inelasticities found

in Ref. [19] towards smaller values of η0
0.8 In a companion paper, we provide a discussion

of CP asymmetries that does not depend on the input employed for the inelasticity [93].

When calculating the Omnès matrices, we verify that Ω
(0)
11 (M2

K) is in good agreement
with a similar calculation relying on an elastic analysis [4,5]: were there a sizable difference,
it would spoil the good comparison with the χPT calculation of this same quantity.

3.3 Partial-wave transition amplitudes

In order to build transition amplitudes from the rescattering effects encoded in Ω(0)(s)
(or analogously for isospin-one and -two, that we treat elastically), we need to specify

the polynomial ambiguities in T
0 (B)
ππ and T

0 (B)
KK of the once-subtracted DRs. Summing

over the possible solutions to the two-channel coupled analysis problem, times subtraction
constants, we have: (

T 0
ππ(s)

T 0
KK(s)

)
=

(
Ω

(0)
11 (s) Ω

(0)
12 (s)

Ω
(0)
21 (s) Ω

(0)
22 (s)

)(
T

0 (B)
ππ

T
0 (B)
KK

)
, (30)

where since we deal with charmed-meson decays, s→M2
D.

The polynomials T
0 (B)
ππ and T

0 (B)
KK are fixed by physical considerations relying on a

large-NC expansion. In the limit NC → ∞, the scattering phase-shifts are exactly zero
and, therefore, Ω(I)(s) = 1. Moreover, in this limit the hadronic matrix elements of the
short-distance four-quark operators factorize into matrix elements of QCD currents. The

bare amplitudes T
0 (B)
ππ and T

0 (B)
KK correspond then to tree insertions of different local op-

erators, current-current and penguin ones, while topologies beyond trees are generated
via rescattering effects. The factorized expressions are written in terms of decay con-
stants and form factors (e.g., D → π, or D → K), given in Apps. D and E. It follows
from the present discussion that the subtraction constants require perturbative and non-
perturbative elements: decay constants, form factors, and Wilson coefficients. As it has
been discussed, rescattering is taken into account dispersively, and it is in fact suppressed in
the large-NC counting. Decay constants and form factors also integrate non-perturbative
QCD effects that, although sub-leading in the large-NC counting, are not included in the
rescattering matrix Ω(I)(s). Note that the resulting subtraction constants are real (in
the CP-conserving limit), strong complex phases being developed in the rescattering. In
the context of K → ππ transitions, the polynomial ambiguities can be determined via
χPT [4,5]. (For a discussion of form factors built from the same rescattering effects, their
asymptotic behaviour, and the use of χPT to determine the subtraction constants, see e.g.
Refs. [61, 87,94–96].)

The subtraction point is taken at s0 = M2
π , as suggested by T

0 (B)
ππ ∝ M2

D −M2
π . At

this point, Ω(0) is set to the identity 1. Any modulation of Ω(0) above s0 results then from

8Possible correlations among the different uncertainties for phase-shifts and inelasticity are neglected
here.
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rescattering effects. We observe, however, a very small dependence with the choice of the
subtraction point, as seen from the two following solutions:

Ω(0)(M2
D) =

(
0.59 e+1.81 i 0.64 e−1.74 i

0.59 e−1.38 i 0.62 e+2.26 i

)
, s0 = 0 , (31)

Ω(0)(M2
D) =

(
0.57 e+1.71 i 0.61 e−1.72 i

0.56 e−1.27 i 0.58 e+2.24 i

)
, s0 = 4M2

π , (32)

which are calculated with the same inputs as used for the so-called reference case of
Tab. 1 to be discussed below, but with different subtraction points. Moreover, given that
M2
π ,M

2
K � M2

D, we observe a very small numerical impact of keeping the masses of the
light mesons with respect to neglecting them in the expressions of the physical observables.

4 Theoretical predictions

Before moving to the numerical predictions for branching ratios and CP asymmetries, we
first discuss the mechanisms at play responsible for generating a non-vanishing level of
CP violation. Detailed technical discussions are given in a series of appendices: App. D
discusses the relevant decay constants and form factors, App. E gives the expressions for
the bare decay amplitudes, and the isospin decomposition of the transition matrix elements
is detailed in App. E.1.

4.1 Mechanisms of CP violation

We consider tree insertions of the short-distance operator basis provided in Eq. (8), whose
matrix elements can be found in App. E. The CP-violating effects are generated through
the interference of amplitudes with different weak and strong phases. Let us consider first
the isospin-zero decay amplitudes that exhibit the CKM structure displayed in Eq. (5):(

T 0
ππ(s)

T 0
KK(s)

)
= Ω(0)(s)

(
λd T

CC
ππ − λb TPππ

λs T
CC
KK − λb TPKK

)
≡
(
Aπ0 + iBπ0
AK0 + iBK0

)
. (33)

The uncoupled I = 1 and 2 amplitudes can also be written in a similar (simpler) way.
The CP-even strong phases are generated by the rescattering matrices Ω(I), while the
CP-odd weak phases originate in the CKM factors λq appearing in the bare amplitudes,
which are different for charged-current (TCCππ,KK) and penguin (TPππ,KK) operators. We
have decomposed the full decay amplitudes into their CP-even (AI) and CP-odd (BI)
components. Obviously, the AI amplitudes depend on the parameters Re{λq}, while
BI are governed by Im{λq}. Despite the different sizes of their corresponding Wilson
coefficients, TCCππ,KK ∼ TPππ,KK due to the large pre-factors coming with Q6 insertions, see
App. E.

Observable effects must be stated in terms of rephasing-invariant quantities. Other
than the quartets

Qαiβj ≡ VαiVβjV ∗αjV ∗βi , (34)

rephasing-invariant objects also include the moduli of the elements of the CKM matrix;
for a review, see Ref. [97]. The relevant rephasing-invariant quantities have the following
numerical values:

Qudcb = −A2λ6(ρ+ iη) +O(λ8) ' −(1.3 + i 3.1)× 10−5 , (35)
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Qudcs = −λ2 + λ4 +A2λ6(1− ρ+ iη) +O(λ8) ' −0.048 + i 3.1× 10−5 , (36)

Quscb = A2λ6(ρ+ iη) +O(λ8) ' (1.3 + i 3.1)× 10−5 , (37)

and

|λd|2 = λ2 +O(λ4) ' 0.051 , (38)

|λs|2 = λ2 +O(λ4) ' 0.051 , (39)

|λb|2 = A4λ10(ρ2 + η2) +O(λ12) ' 2.3× 10−8 . (40)

Note that λd and λs cannot be chosen simultaneously real, since the quartets Qαiβj are
rephasing-invariant and Qudcs = VudVcsV

∗
usV

∗
cd = λdλ

∗
s. This is particularly important in

the presence of rescattering effects, under which the isoscalar amplitudes depend on both,
λd and λs. (Numerical values of Re{λq} and Im{λq}, q = d, s, b, in the usual convention
for the CKM matrix elements are found in App. A.)

Thus, the rescattering of the final pseudoscalar mesons generates a pure I = 0 con-
tribution to the CP asymmetries, originating in the interference of the intermediate ππ
and KK contributions. Written in a rephasing-invariant way, the full contribution of
isospin-zero–only amplitudes to the numerator of the direct CP asymmetries is given by

num (AiCP )I=0 = 4ω
(Im)
i J

(
TCCππ TCCKK + TCCππ TPKK + TPππ T

CC
KK

)
. (41)

This contribution is governed by the Jarlskog parameter J = Im{Qudcs} = rCKM |λd|2,
where rCKM ≡ Im{λb/λd}, and the dynamical rescattering factors

ω
(Im)
i ≡ Im{Ω(0)∗

i1 Ω
(0)
i2 } . (42)

The quantity ω
(Im)
π ≡ ω(Im)

1 (ω
(Im)
K ≡ ω(Im)

2 ) controls the amount of CP violation in D0 →
ππ (respectively, D0 → KK) coming exclusively from the interference of isospin-zero
contributions. The possibility of having a source of CP violation coming exclusively from
isospin-zero amplitudes has been pointed out by, e.g., Ref. [29]. Such a case is not possible
in kaon decays, since the dynamics therein is elastic.

The source of CP violation coming from current-current operators, due to the non-
unitarity of the 2×2 CKM sub-matrix, and the suppression of contributions from penguin
operators due to small Wilson coefficients, have often been pointed out in the literature,
see e.g. Refs. [52, 98]. Note, however, that in Ref. [43] the quantity analogous to TPππ,KK
generates the needed CP-odd amplitude, in a mechanism in which the operators Q5,6

coupleD0 to f0(1710), that subsequently decays to pion and kaon pairs. The state f0(1710)
being close to be on-shell, it can produce some enhancement of the amplitudes, and (part
of) the strong phases come from the absorptive part of the f0(1710) lineshape; see also
Ref. [44]. We note that the imprints of resonances should manifest in the phase-shifts and
inelasticity that are the inputs of the DRs discussed previously.

The full contribution of isospin-zero–only amplitudes to the denominator of the CP
asymmetries is lengthy. Keeping only the terms in |λd|2, |λs|2, and Re{Qudcs}, i.e., ne-
glecting |λb|2, Re{Qudcb}, and Re{Quscb} (or, alternatively, neglecting contributions from
penguin operators), we have:

den (AiCP )I=0 = 2
(
|λd|2|Ω

(0)
i1 |

2(TCCππ )2 + |λs|2|Ω(0)
i2 |

2(TCCKK)2 + 2Re{Qudcs}ω
(Re)
i TCCππ T

CC
KK

)
≈ 2|λd|2

(
|Ω(0)
i1 |

2(TCCππ )2 + |Ω(0)
i2 |

2(TCCKK)2 − 2ω
(Re)
i TCCππ T

CC
KK

)
, (43)
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where ω
(Re)
i ≡ Re{Ω(0)∗

i1 Ω
(0)
i2 }; in what will follow, ω

(Re)
1 ≡ ω

(Re)
π and ω

(Re)
2 ≡ ω

(Re)
K .

Numerically,
J/|λd|2 = rCKM ' 6.2× 10−4 , (44)

so the numerator is typically much smaller than the denominator.
The previous exercise can be easily extended to isospin-two (ππ) and isospin-one

(KK) contributions, which we assume to be elastic. Although these are single-channel
amplitudes, they can also lead to contributions to the CP asymmetries when interfer-
ing with the corresponding isospin-zero contributions. Adopting the parameterization
Ω(1,2) = |Ω(1,2)| eiφ1,2 (these quantities will later be extracted from branching ratios), one
derives similar expressions in terms of rephasing-invariant quantities. The combinations

analogous to ω
(Im)
i above are now:

ω̃
(Im)
πi

|Ω(2)|
≡ Im{Ω(0)

1i e
−iφ2} , (45)

ω̃
(Im)
K

|Ω(1)|
≡ Im{Ω(0)∗

21 eiφ1} , (46)

where φ2 (φ1) is the strong phase developed by the isospin-two (respectively, isospin-one)
amplitude. Appearing in the branching ratios, we have the following extra quantities:

ω̃
(Re)
πi

|Ω(2)|
≡ Re{Ω(0)

1i e
−iφ2} , (47)

ω̃
(Re)
Ki

|Ω(1)|
≡ Re{Ω(0)∗

2i eiφ1} . (48)

4.2 Rescattering parameters

Following the previous discussion, we have the following 17 parameters describing rescat-
tering effects:

ω(Im)
π , ω

(Im)
K , ω̃

(Im)
π1 , ω̃

(Im)
π2 , ω̃

(Im)
K , (49)

ω̃
(Re)
π1 , ω̃

(Re)
π2 , ω̃

(Re)
K1 , ω̃

(Re)
K2 , |Ω(0)

11 |
2 , |Ω(0)

12 |
2 , |Ω(0)

21 |
2 , |Ω(0)

22 |
2 , ω(Re)

π , ω
(Re)
K , |Ω(1)| , |Ω(2)| ,

which are functions of the 12 parameters Re {Ω(0)
ij }, Im {Ω(0)

ij }, |Ω(1,2)|, φ1,2, i, j = 1, 2.

The parameters |Ω(1)| and |Ω(2)| can be directly extracted from the branching ratios D+ →
KSK

+ and D+ → π0π+, respectively. This results in:9

|Ω(1)| = 0.79 , |Ω(2)| = 0.90 . (50)

There are further four branching ratios of D0 decays, that depend linearly on 10 param-

eters, namely, |Ω(0)
11 |2, |Ω(0)

12 |2, |Ω(0)
21 |2, |Ω(0)

22 |2, ω̃
(Re)
π1 , ω̃

(Re)
π2 , ω̃

(Re)
K1 , ω̃

(Re)
K2 , ω

(Re)
π , ω

(Re)
K (that

depend on the 10 quantities Re {Ω(0)
ij }, Im {Ω(0)

ij } and φ1,2). Therefore, by using only the
branching ratios, the set of these parameters remains under-constrained.

However, the numerators of the CP asymmetries only depend on the 5 remaining

parameters, namely, ω
(Im)
π , ω

(Im)
K , ω̃

(Im)
π1 , ω̃

(Im)
π2 , ω̃

(Im)
K . Fixing the denominators of the CP

asymmetries, which are proportional to the branching ratios, to their experimental values
we have then that the four CP asymmetries of the D0 → π−π+, π0π0,K−K+,KSKS

9Hereafter, the Wilson coefficients and quark masses are taken at 2 GeV.
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ACP (π−π+);
interference expression

final

ACP (π0π0) numerics

I=0/I=0 0.0019× ω(Im)
π 0.00027

numerator
I=0/I=2

0.00041× ω̃(Im)
π2 + 0.00026× ω̃(Im)

π1 ; -0.00009;

−0.00081× ω̃(Im)
π2 − 0.00052× ω̃(Im)

π1 0.00018

I=0/I=0 |Ω(0)
11 |2 + 0.57× |Ω(0)

12 |2 − 1.51× ω(Re)
π 1.11

denominator I=0/I=2
0.64× ω̃(Re)

π1 − 0.49× ω̃(Re)
π2 ; 0.03;

−1.28× ω̃(Re)
π1 + 0.97× ω̃(Re)

π2 -0.07

I=2/I=2 |Ω(2)|2 × 0.10; |Ω(2)|2 × 0.41 0.08; 0.33

ACP (K−K+);
interference expression

final

ACP (KSKS) numerics

I=0/I=0 0.0019× ω(Im)
K -0.00032

numerator
I=0/I=1

0.0019× ω̃(Im)
K ; -0.00019;

−0.0019× ω̃(Im)
K 0.00019

denominator

I=0/I=0 |Ω(0)
21 |2 + 0.57× |Ω(0)

22 |2 − 1.51× ω(Re)
K 1.05

I=0/I=1
1.15× ω̃(Re)

K2 − 1.51× ω̃(Re)
K1 ; 1.23;

−1.15× ω̃(Re)
K2 + 1.51× ω̃(Re)

K1 -1.23

I=1/I=1 |Ω(1)|2 × 0.57 0.36

Table 2: Budget of contributions to the CP asymmetries. The column “final numerics”
corresponds to the values found at Eq. (53). When two values are provided, the first
corresponds to the charged channels (D0 → π−π+ and D0 → K−K+), while the second to
the neutral ones (D0 → π0π0 and D0 → KSKS). For the CP asymmetries of each channel,
divide the sum of the corresponding ‘numerator’ terms by the sum of the ‘denominator’
ones.

modes depend linearly on 5 parameters. Using the measurements by LHCb [2, 3] is not
enough then to determine ranges for the remaining two CP asymmetries in the final modes
containing neutral pions and kaons. In a companion paper [93], we discuss how the use of
the determinant of the Omnès matrix, which has the great advantage of being independent
of the inelasticity, helps in setting ranges for the rescattering parameters controlling the
level of CP asymmetry. Moreover, as discussed therein, the use of Eq. (11) leads to an
additional relation, namely

Im{Ω(0)†(s) Σ Ω(0)(s)} = 0 ⇒ σπ ω
(Im)
π + σK ω

(Im)
K = 0 (51)

that implies that ω
(Im)
π and ω

(Im)
K have opposite signs, and similar absolute values, thus

reducing the number of parameters controlling the CP asymmetries to 4.
The dependence of the CP asymmetries on the rescattering parameters is illustrated

in the previous to the last column of Tab. 2. Note that the interference terms I=0/I=2,
I=2/I=2, I=0/I=1, and I=1/I=1 are sources of difference among pion and kaon channels
independently of the rescattering parameters. On the other hand, the interference terms
I=0/I=0 for pions and kaons have the same pre-factors, see Eqs. (41) and (43), and the

difference comes from the rescattering parameters, namely, |ω(Im)
π | 6= |ω(Im)

K |, |Ω(0)
11 |2 6=

|Ω(0)
21 |2, |Ω(0)

12 |2 6= |Ω
(0)
22 |2, |ω(Re)

π | 6= |ω(Re)
K |.
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In the following section, except for |Ω(1)| and |Ω(2)|, for which we consider Eq. (50),
the remaining rescattering parameters in Eq. (49) are extracted from the use of DRs.

4.3 Results based on DRs

B(D0→π−π+)theo;CV
B(D0→π−π+)exp;CV

1.1

B(D0→π0π0)theo;CV
B(D0→π0π0)exp;CV

1.1

B(D+→π0π+)theo;CV
B(D+→π0π+)exp;CV

fixed to 1

ACP (D0 → π−π+)× 104 2; 3

ACP (D0 → π0π0)× 104 3; 0.5

ACP (D+ → π0π+) 0

|Aπ2 | × 106 0.5× |Ω(2)|

|Aπ0 | × 106 1.2

|Bπ2 |/rCKM × 106 0.5× |Ω(2)|

|Bπ0 |/rCKM × 106 0.8

arg(Aπ0 ) 93o

arg(Bπ0 ) −72o

B(D0→K−K+)theo;CV
B(D0→K−K+)exp;CV

1.1

B(D0→KSKS)theo;CV
B(D0→KSKS)exp;CV

1.1

B(D+→KSK+)theo;CV
B(D+→KSK+)exp;CV

fixed to 1

ACP (D0 → K−K+)× 104 −2

ACP (D0 → KSKS)× 104 −7

ACP (D+ → KSK
+) 0

|AK11| × 106 0.8× |Ω(1)|

|AK0 | × 106 1.1

|BK11|/rCKM × 106 0.3× |Ω(1)|

|BK0 |/rCKM × 106 0.9

arg(AK0 ) −66o

arg(BK0 ) 95o

|AK13|, |BK13| sub-leading 1
NC

Table 3: Predictions based on the reference solution of Tab. 1. The notation A (B)
designates CP-even (respectively, CP-odd) amplitudes; “CV” stands for central value.
When two numerical values are provided, the first corresponds to φ2 ' 0, while the second
to φ2 ' ±π.

Before discussing predictions for CP asymmetries, we need to ensure that branching
ratios can be correctly reproduced. Rescattering effects in isospin-zero are given in Tab. 1
for various situations.10 We find that Omnès solutions resulting from sols. II and III, and
sols. B’ and C’ do not lead to branching ratios of charm-meson decays in agreement with
their experimental values, simultaneously for all four D0 → π−π+, π0π0, K−K+, and
KSKS transitions. However, we highlight that a set of solutions is found satisfying the
latter constraint, resulting from sol. I for the phase-shift δ0

0 and inelasticity, and given in
the first column of Tab. 1. As previously stated, the profile of the inelasticity carries a
large uncertainty, and solutions leading to the correct branching ratios are found when
varying the inelasticity inside its error bar towards smaller values (i.e., away from the

10For illustrative purposes only, the procedure of Refs. [28, 99] leads to (S
1/2
S = ±OσD1/2OT if SS =

ODOT , where O is an orthogonal matrix, D is a diagonal matrix, and σ is another diagonal matrix with
±1 elements):

S
1/2
S (M2

D) = ±
(

0.68 e−0.61 i 0.74 e+1.05 i

0.74 e+1.05 i 0.68 e−0.44 i

)
, or S

1/2
S (M2

D) = ±
(

0.74 e−2.02 i 0.67 e+2.62 i

0.67 e+2.62 i 0.74 e−2.17 i

)
(52)

when using the same inputs used to generate the reference solution.
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elastic limit), referred to as η0
0 − δη0

0. We display in Tab. 1 three such solutions, that
differ in the way the asymptotic value of the inelasticity is approached, corresponding to
different values of m∗η. In what follows, the reference case refers to m∗η = 2, although
anyways m∗η = 1 or m∗η = 3 lead to similar Omnès solutions.

Having selected the Omnès solutions based on the branching ratios, we then predict
the CP asymmetries. In Tab. 2 we give numerical details about the predictions of CP
asymmetries in charm-meson decays. Observables are illustrated in Fig. 4. Two cases of
the phase-shift φ2 for isospin-two lead to the correct branching ratios simultaneously for
π0π0 and π−π+, namely, φ2 ' ±π, and φ2 ' 0, which is closer to Ref. [83] and should
therefore be preferred. In the reference case of Tab. 1:

ω(Im)
π = 0.15 , ω̃

(Im)
π1 = 0.53 , ω̃

(Im)
π2 = −0.57 , ω

(Im)
K = −0.17 , ω̃

(Im)
K = −0.1 ,

|Ω(0)
11 |

2 = 0.34 , |Ω(0)
12 |

2 = 0.42 , ω(Re)
π = −0.35 ,

|Ω(0)
21 |

2 = 0.35 , |Ω(0)
22 |

2 = 0.38 , ω
(Re)
K = −0.32 ,

ω̃
(Re)
π1 = −0.07 , ω̃

(Re)
π2 = −0.16 , ω̃

(Re)
K1 = −0.45 , ω̃

(Re)
K2 = 0.47 . (53)

These values correspond to φ2 ' 0, φ1 = 2.0. For φ2 = ±π, ω̃
(Im)
π1 , ω̃

(Im)
π2 , ω̃

(Re)
π1 , ω̃

(Re)
π2 flip

signs with respect to φ2 = 0.
In both cases of φ2, the main contribution to the CP asymmetry D0 → π−π+ (D0 →

K−K+) comes from the interference term I=0/I=0 (as well, I=0/I=0), followed closely by
I=0/I=2 (respectively, I=0/I=1). For the I=0/I=2 contribution, we observe a cancellation

due to the fact that ω̃
(Im)
π1 and ω̃

(Im)
π2 carry opposite signs. We obtain that the predicted

values of the CP asymmetries are too small in the charged decay modes to reproduce the
measured value of ∆Adir

CP [2]. In the case of φ2 ' 0, the two interference terms I=0/I=2
and I=0/I=0 contributing to ACP (D0 → π−π+) largely cancel, but they add up in the
case φ2 ' ±π. However, were there no cancellations (i.e., by artificially reversing signs to
obtain a constructive pattern), the level of CP violation would remain small compared to
the experimental measurement by LHCb. The value of the CP asymmetry forD0 → KSKS

is potentially large, at the price of a small branching ratio, see App. A.
As previously noticed, rescattering parameters are a source of breaking of a potential

symmetry relating charm-meson decays into pion and kaon pairs: |ω(Im)
π | 6= |ω(Im)

K | at

the level of 20%, and |Ω(0)
12 |2 6= |Ω

(0)
22 |2 and |ω(Re)

π | 6= |ω(Re)
K | at the level of 10%, while

|Ω(0)
11 |2 ' |Ω

(0)
21 |2. This breaking between isospin-zero amplitudes should be compared to

the level of SU(3)F breaking found in decay constants and form factors, at the level of
20%, see App. A.

Further numerical information is provided in Tab. 3. Note that rescattering effects
lead to different strong phases for the isospin-zero amplitudes Aπ0 with respect to Bπ0 , and

also AK0 with respect to BK0 . When Ω
(0)
12 = 0,

tan (argAπ0 ) = Im[Ω
(0)
11 ]/Re[Ω

(0)
11 ] = tan (argBπ0 ) . (54)

Also, when Ω
(0)
21 = 0,

tan (argAK0 ) = Im[Ω
(0)
22 ]/Re[Ω

(0)
22 ] = tan (argBK0 ) . (55)

Having instead Ω
(0)
12 6= 0 and/or Ω

(0)
21 6= 0 allows then for contributions to the CP asym-

metries coming from the interference term I=0/I=0.
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Figure 4: Physical predictions for the reference case of Tab. 1. Charged modes are shown
in solid blue, while neutral ones are shown in dashed orange. Left (right) panels correspond
to pion (kaon) modes. The top panels show the ratio of the theoretical and experimental
D0 → P−P+ branching ratios, as function of the relevant φi phases, while the lower panels
display the corresponding CP asymmetries.

The numerical conclusions made above do not depend significantly on the scale used
for the Wilson coefficients and quark masses, which has been taken at 2 GeV in Eq. (50)
and Tabs. 2 and 3.

We stress that the work of a companion paper circumvents the need to discuss the
input for the inelasticity [93], which carries a large uncertainty, and one achieves bounds
on the CP asymmetries rather than predictions as above.

5 Conclusions

CP violation has been recently established in the charm sector, and its prediction based
on the SM represents an outstanding problem due to the presence of non-perturbative
QCD effects. In charm physics, the mechanism of CP violation is expected to be largely
influenced by such long-distance effects, while short-distance penguin contributions are
expected to play a less important role. It is essential then to include rescattering effects
in order to build an SM prediction of the recently measured CP asymmetries.

We have discussed a data-driven approach, which is based on the use of dispersion
relations to take into account rescattering in the isospin-zero mode, with the subtraction
constants being given by large NC . Only pion and kaon pairs are included in the analy-
sis, and further inelasticities are omitted. Given the large uncertainties attached to the
pion-kaon inelasticity, we use D0 → π−π+, π0π0,K−K+,KSKS branching ratios to limit
this source of hadronic uncertainties. We have also employed the charged decay modes
D+ → KSK

+ and D+ → π0π+ to extract rescattering quantities for isospin-one and -two,
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respectively. There are four non-perturbative quantities controlling the CP asymmetries,
that are determined by the dispersion relations (a companion paper discusses bounds
on these quantities). Our main result is that CP asymmetries in the D0 → π−π+ and
D0 → K−K+ decay modes are too small compared to the experimental value [2]. The
main reason for this is not an accidental cancellation among contributions, but rather that
rescattering effects turn out not producing enough enhancement. We also find that the
level of SU(3)F breaking due to rescattering effects in isospin-zero amplitudes is similar
to the one of decay constants and form factors.

In the future, we also plan to address further inelasticities. Their effect might be
expected not to be too large though: in the cases of ρ pairs and a1(1260)π, whose thresholds
take place respectively at ∼ 1.54 GeV and ∼ 1.23 GeV, there is a phase-space suppression.
Decay modes with η(′) are expected to give small contributions. In any case, if such effects
are important this means that a similar level of CP violation already found experimentally
in D0 → π−π+,K−K+ should also be found in other charm-meson decay channels.
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A Numerical inputs

The Wilson coefficients C1, . . . , C6 are given in Tab. 4, based in Ref. [59], at NLO in
the naive dimensional regularization (NDR) scheme; one observes at this order a strong
scheme dependence (NDR vs. the ‘t Hooft-Veltman scheme), see Ref. [58].

The following values of the form factors and decay constants, obtained from lattice
simulations with Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 active quark flavours, are taken from Ref. [102], see also
references therein:

fK
fπ

= 1.1934± 0.0019 , fK = (0.1557± 0.0003) GeV , (56)

fD = (0.2120± 0.0007) GeV , (57)

fDπ0 (0) = 0.612± 0.035 , fDK0 (0) = 0.7385± 0.0044 . (58)

We consider the following single-pole corrections to the form factors [48], which amount
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µ C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6

mc 1.22 −0.40 0.021 −0.055 0.0088 −0.060

2 GeV 1.18 −0.32 0.011 −0.031 0.0068 −0.032

µ mu md m̂ ≡ (mu +md)/2 ms mc

mc 2.50± 0.09 5.48± 0.06 4.00± 0.06 109.0± 0.7 1280± 13

2 GeV 2.14± 0.08 4.70± 0.05 3.427± 0.051 93.46± 0.58 1097± 11

Table 4: In the upper panel, the Wilson coefficients at NLO in the NDR scheme, with
four dynamical flavours, see [59] and references therein; αs(MZ) = 0.1179 (we employ
its expression at NLO), µb = mb, with mb = 4.18 GeV, and MW = 80.4 GeV, MZ =
91.1876 GeV, mt = 163.3 GeV. The bottom panel gives the MS quark masses in MeV at
Nf = 2 + 1 + 1, see [102] and references therein; the running factor 0.857 for mc to 2 GeV
has been employed.

to a tiny correction

fDπ0 (M2
π) =

fDπ0 (0)

1− M2
π

M2
D∗0

(2300)

, fDK0 (M2
K) =

fDK0 (0)

1− M2
K

M2
D∗s0

.(2317)±

. (59)

For the meson masses we adopt the values: Mπ = 139.57 MeV, MK = 496 MeV, MD =
1864.84 MeV, MD∗0

(2300) = (2343± 10) MeV, MD∗s0
(2317)± = (2317.8± 0.5) MeV; D0,±

lifetimes are τD± = 1.033 ps, and τD0 = 0.4103 ps [90].
The entries of the CKM matrix are taken from the CKMfitter Spring ‘21 [103, 104]

values of the Wolfenstein parameters:

A = 0.8132 , λ = 0.22500 , ρ̄ = 0.1566 , η̄ = 0.3475 , (60)

Re{λd} = −0.22 , Im{λd} = 1.3× 10−4 , (61)

Re{λs} = 0.22 , Im{λs} = 6.9× 10−6 , (62)

Re{λb} = 6.1× 10−5 , Im{λb} = −1.4× 10−4 . (63)

The relevant branching ratios have the following numerical values [105]:

B(D0 → K−π+) = (3.999± 0.006± 0.031± 0.032) % , (64)

B(D0 → π−π+) = (0.1490± 0.0012± 0.0015± 0.0019) % , (65)

B(D0 → K−K+) = (0.4113± 0.0017± 0.0041± 0.0025) % , (66)

with a correlation matrix

corr(B(K−π+),B(π−π+),B(K−K+)) =

1.00 0.77 0.76
0.77 1.00 0.58
0.76 0.58 1.00

 , (67)

and [90]

B(D0 → π0π0) = (0.826± 0.025)× 10−3 , (68)

B(D0 → KSKS) = (0.141± 0.005)× 10−3 , (69)

B(D+ → π0π+) = (1.247± 0.033)× 10−3 , (70)

B(D+ → KSK
+) = (3.04± 0.09)× 10−3 , (71)
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B(D+ → KLK
+) = (3.21± 0.11± 0.11)× 10−3 . (72)

In addition to the recent measurements in Eqs. (1) and (3), experimental values have
been determined for the following CP asymmetries (combining direct and indirect CP
violation in the case of D0 decays) [105]:

ACP (D0 → π0π0) = (−0.03± 0.64) % , (73)

ACP (D0 → KSKS) = (−1.9± 1.0) % , (74)

ACP (D+ → KSK
+) = (−0.11± 0.25) % , (75)

ACP (D+ → (K0/K
0
)K+) = (+0.01± 0.07) % , (76)

and [90]:
ACP (D+ → KLK

+) = (−4.2± 3.2± 1.2) % . (77)

The inputs for phase-shifts and inelasticity have been discussed in Sec. 3.1.

B Numerical solution of the DRs

B.1 Numerical method

We comment on the numerical method used to solve the DRs, which is based on the
Legendre-Gauss quadrature [87, 106] (an iteration strategy is followed by Refs. [61, 96]).
Consider the following homogeneous problem:

R(s) =
1

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2

ds′
1

s′ − s
X(s′)R(s′) , X(s′) = tan δ(s′) , R(s) = Re (F (s)) . (78)

We start by writing two basic properties of Legendre functions (in the interval −1 < z < 1,
Qj(z) is real; we take it real also outside this interval):11

−
∫ 1

−1
du

Pj(u)

u− z
= −2Qj(z) ,

∫ 1

−1
duPm(u)Pn(u) = δmn

2

2m+ 1
. (79)

We exploit this relation to write:

−
∫ 1

−1
du′

1

u′ − u
Y (u′) ≈ −

N−1∑
j=0

(2j + 1)Qj(u)

∫ 1

−1
du′ Pj(u

′)Y (u′) (80)

≈ −
N−1∑
j=0

(2j + 1)Qj(u)

[
M∑
i=1

wiPj(ui)Y (ui) +RM (PjY )

]
,

where in the first line we exploit the relation among Legendre polynomials of first and
second degrees, and in the second line we execute a Gaussian quadrature, where the
expressions for remainders in Gauss’s formulas of quadrature integration are found in
Ref. [107] (Chapter 25.4):

RM (f) =
2(2M+1)(M !)4

(2M + 1)[(2M)!]3
d(2M)f(x)

dx(2M)

∣∣∣
x=ξ

(−1 < ξ < 1) . (81)

11There was an unexpected difficulty, seemingly undocumented, when using Python 3.0 built-in functions
lqn and lqmn, which do not return correct values for Qj(u) for large negative u and/or for u & −1.
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Therefore, if the remainder RM (f) is sufficiently small,

−
∫ b

a
ds′

1

s′ − sk
X(s′)R(s′) ≈

M∑
i=1

Ŵi

[
1 +

2(sk − b)
b− a

]
X(si)R(si) , si =

a+ b+ (b− a)ui
2

,

(82)

−
∫ ∞
a

ds′
1

s′ − sk
X(s′)R(s′) ≈

M∑
i=1

Ŵi

[
1− 2a

sk

]
si
sk
X(si)R(si) , si =

2a

1− ui
, (83)

Ŵi[z] = −wi
N−1∑
j=0

(2j + 1)Pj(ui)Qj(z) , wi =
2

1− u2
i

[
dPM
du

(ui)

]−2

. (84)

In our case, we have subtractions and the system is inhomogeneous. For n > 0 sub-
tractions, choosing s0 on the real axis below the cut s ≥ 4M2,

R(s) =
n−1∑
k=0

(s− s0)k

k!
R(k)(s0) +

(s− s0)n

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2

ds′
1

s′ − s
X(s′)

R(s′)

(s′ − s0)n
, (85)

with R(k) the kth derivative, for which a similar discussion holds.
Ref. [87] chooses M = N , which typically we take to be ≈ 30 − 40. Note that the

method above leads to more sampling points close to the endpoints of the integration
intervals. In the elastic region, the values of δ for which X diverges are then used as
endpoints. In the inelastic region, the function appearing in the denominator of R−1 in
Eq. (22) has zeros, and the intervals of the numerical integration are chosen accordingly.
The typical total number of integration intervals is ≈ 20.

B.2 Dealing with the polynomial ambiguity

According to Ref. [7], there are n so-called fundamental functions χ(i)(s), i = 1, . . . , n, of
lowest finite degree in the n-channel coupled analysis. These solutions cannot be written
as a polynomial times another solution. Their combination with polynomial coefficients is
also a solution. The most general solution (having finite degree at infinity) is then:

n∑
i=1

Pi(s)χ
(i)(s) , (86)

where Pi(s) are polynomials of s, and the dimension of χ(i) is n. For instance, in the
two-channel coupled analysis, χ(i) are vectors of dimension two.

Following the discussions of Sec. 3 and App. B.1, we generate the fundamental solutions
in the latter two-channel coupled case numerically, satisfying the following condition at
the subtraction point s0 < 4M2:(

χ(1)(s0) ⊗ χ(2)(s0)
)

= Ω(0)(s0) =
(
N (1)(s0) ⊗ N (2)(s0)

)
. (87)

The numerical solutions N (i)(s) are polynomials of degree one times the fundamental
solutions χ(i)(s), as it turns out that we find numerical solutions going asymptotically to
non-vanishing constants, and that the indices x1 = x2 = −1, see Sec. 3.2. To get rid of
the unknown polynomials, we also require that another condition is satisfied at a different
point s1 (in practice, s1 < s0):(

N (1)(s1) ⊗ N (2)(s1)
)

=

(
a1 a3

a2 a4

)
. (88)
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Figure 5: Set of Omnès solutions for the reference case of Tab. 1. Real parts are shown in
solid blue, while imaginary parts are shown in dashed red.

The values of a1,2,3,4, which are real, are then adjusted in order to build the matrix(
χ(1)(s) ⊗ χ(2)(s)

)
that satisfies the condition valid for the determinant, Eq. (26), for

which an explicit analytical expression is known. This procedure then leads to the sought
system of fundamental solutions χ(i). They are given at M2

D for various sets of inputs in
Tab. 1. The system of fundamental solutions is shown for the reference solution in Fig. 5.
(As a cross-check, with the inputs used in [108, 109], we have reproduced their Omnès
solution.)

We reproduce from Ref. [7] the following properties of fundamental solutions that are
used as checks of the previous algorithm:

PROPERTY 1o: The determinant

∆(z) = det ||χ(β)
α (z)|| (α, β = 1, . . . , n) (89)

does not vanish anywhere in the finite part of the plane.

PROPERTY 2o: Let xβ be the degree of the solution χ(β)(z) at infinity; if one defines

χ(β),0(z) = z−xβχ(β)(z) (β = 1, 2, . . . , n), (90)

then the determinant
∆0(z) = det ||χ0

α(z)|| (91)

has a finite non-zero value at infinity.
Crucially, by definition any n solutions of the homogeneous Hilbert problem of Eq. (13)

(where S satisfies the Hölder condition ensuring it does not grow too fast with the energy
[7], and its determinant does not vanish, see Eq. (26)), possessing properties 1o and 2o, is
a fundamental system of solutions of this problem.
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This latter step of getting rid of polynomial ambiguities has in practice been exe-
cuted in Mathematica [110]. The numerical code implemented in Python together with a
Mathematica notebook containing an example will later be released in Zenodo.

C Explicit solution of the DRs close to the elastic regime

It would be certainly important to achieve a full explicit analytical equation, instead of
relying on a numerical method as described in the previous section, in order to get a higher
understanding of the behaviour of the Omnès solution given the required phase-shifts and
inelasticities as inputs. Hereafter, we discuss an explicit analytical expression for the
amplitudes of the two-coupled channel problem valid close to the elastic limit. We write
Eq. (11) as A = SS A

∗. This equation can be used to solve for the phases of the individual
elements Aππ, AKK of A ≡ (Aππ, AKK)T as a function of the ratio of their magnitudes:

cos (argAππ(s)− δ1(s)) =

√
(1 + η(s))2 − λ−2

πK(s)(1− η(s)2)

4η(s)
, (92)

cos (argAKK(s)− δ2(s)) =

√
(1 + η(s))2 − λ2

πK(s)(1− η(s)2)

4η(s)
(93)

where δ1(s) = δ0
0(s), δ2(s) = ψ0

0(s)− δ0
0(s), η(s) = η0

0(s) in the isospin-zero case, and

λπK(s) ≡ |Aππ(s)|
|AKK(s)|

. (94)

Exploiting the general once-subtracted relation arising from analyticity:

|Ai(s)| = |Ai(s0)| × exp

{
s− s0

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
π

dz
argAi(z)

(z − s)(z − s0)

}
, i = ππ,KK (95)

where Ai(s0) collects the zeros of Ai(s), one obtains that the ratio of the magnitudes
follows:

λπK(s) = λπK(0)× exp

{
s

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
π

dz
δ1(z)−Θ(z − 4M2

K)δ2(z)

z(z − s)

}
(96)

× exp


s

π
−
∫ ∞

4M2
K

dz
arccos

√
(1+η(z))2−λ−2

πK(z)(1−η(z)2)

4η(z) − arccos
√

(1+η(z))2−λ2πK(z)(1−η(z)2)

4η(z)

z(z − s)


for one subtraction taken at s0 = 0.

Solving the latter equation is obviously a highly non-trivial task. However, close to
the elastic limit η(s) ∼ 1 for all relevant values of the energy s, we obtain the following
approximation:

λ−1
πK(s)− λπK(s) ' φel(s) +

s

π
gel(s)−

∫ ∞
4M2

K

dz
ε(z)φel(z)

z(z − s)
(97)

after expansion in the small quantity ε(s)
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ε(s) ≡
√

1− η(s)

2
. (98)

The functions φel(s) and gel(s) are known from the perfect elastic limit η(s) = 1, they
depend then only on the phase-shifts δ1(s), δ2(s) and are given by:

φel(s) ≡ λ−1
πK,el(s)− λπK,el(s) , (99)

gel(s) ≡ −λ−1
πK,el(s)− λπK,el(s) (100)

with λπK,el(s) the ratio of the amplitudes in the fully elastic case, given by the first line
of Eq. (96). Having an approximation for the ratio λπK(s), the phases of the individual
amplitudes can be substituted in Eq. (95) by the use of Eqs. (92) and (93), and Aππ, AKK
can be obtained as functions of s. A drawback of this approach is that the ratio λπK,el(s)
may get close to zero, rendering ill-defined the procedure described above, being well
behaved for λπK,el(s) ∼ 1. Due to these shortcomings, we stress that such a method,
which illustrates the difficulty in obtaining an explicit analytical solution, has not been
employed in the present work.

D Decay constants and form factors

We need the following hadronic matrix elements of the axial-vector (no sum over i, j is
implied),

〈0|q̄jγµγ5q
i|P ij(p)〉 = −〈P ji(p)|q̄jγµγ5q

i|0〉 = i CijP fP p
µ , (101)

and vector,

〈P ′(p′)|q̄jγµqi|P (p)〉 = C̃ijPP ′
[
(p+ p′)µ fPP

′
+ (q2) + (p− p′)µ fPP ′− (q2)

]
, (102)

QCD currents, where qµ = pµ−p′µ and the superindices in P ij ∼ qiq̄j indicate the flavour
content of the corresponding pseudoscalar meson (they are not displayed explicitly in the
vector case where flavour quantum numbers can match in different ways).

In the axial-vector matrix element, the normalization of the decay constant corresponds
to fπ =

√
2Fπ = (130.2± 0.8) MeV [102]. The coefficient CijP reflects the intrinsic flavour

composition of P ij . It is just equal to 1 for flavourful mesons, while for the flavourless
states:

C11
π0 = −C22

π0 =
1√
2
, C11

η8 = C22
η8 = −1

2
C33
η8 =

1√
6
, Ciiη0 =

1

2
,

C11
η15 = C22

η15 = C33
η15 = −1

3
C44
η15 =

1√
12
. (103)

These factors are conveniently captured in the following 4 × 4 matrix of pseudoscalar
bosons [111]:

Φ =


π0
√

2
+ η8√

6
+ η15√

12
+ η0

2 π+ K+ D
0

π− − π0
√

2
+ η8√

6
+ η15√

12
+ η0

2 K0 D−

K− K
0 −2η8√

6
+ η15√

12
+ η0

2 D−s
D0 D+ D+

s −3η15√
12

+ η0
2

 ,

(104)
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which fixes our conventions. Under charge conjugation Φ→ ΦT . In the unphysical limit of
vanishing quark masses, the axial quark current has the effective hadronic representation

q̄jγµγ5q
i=̇−f ∂µΦij+O(Φ3), while the vector current is given by q̄jγµq

i=̇−i
(

Φ
↔
∂ µΦ

)ij
+

O(Φ4) [11]. This reproduces the constant factors in Eq. (103) and allows one to easily
derive the appropriate Clebsh-Gordon coefficients in Eq. (102), because the vector-current
matrix element satisfies fPP

′
+ (0) = 1 in the massless quark limit (vector-current conserva-

tion). We only quote here those coefficients needed in our calculation:

C̃41
D+π+ =

√
2 C̃41

D0π0 = C̃42
D0π− = −

√
2 C̃42

D+π0 = C̃43
D0K− = C̃43

D+K
0 = 1 . (105)

Since
qµ 〈P ′(p′)|q̄jγµqi|P (p)〉 = C̃ijPP ′

(
M2
P −M2

P ′
)
fPP

′
0 (q2) , (106)

the scalar form factor

fPP
′

0 (q2) = fPP
′

+ (q2) +
q2

M2
P −M2

P ′
fPP

′
− (q2) (107)

plays an important role in the bare decay amplitudes.
For the evaluation of the penguin contribution (Q6), we also need the scalar and pseu-

doscalar matrix elements, which can be easily obtained by applying the QCD equations
of motion:

〈0|q̄jγ5q
i|P ij(p)〉 = −i 〈0|∂µ(q̄jγµγ5q

i)|P ij(p)〉
mi +mj

= −i CijP
fP M

2
P

mi +mj
, (108)

〈P (p′)|q̄jqi|P (p)〉 = i
〈P (p′)|∂µ(q̄jγµqi)|P (p)〉

mi −mj
=

C̃ijP
mi −mj

(
M2
P −M2

P ′
)
fPP

′
0 (q2) .

For equal quark masses the needed two-Goldstone matrix elements of the light-quark
scalar currents,

〈πi|ūu+ d̄d|πj〉 = δij F πS (t) ,

〈K+|ūu|K+〉 = 〈K+|ūd|K0〉 = 〈K0|d̄d|K0〉 = FKS (t) , (109)

can be determined at low momentum transfer with χPT [9, 11]. At O(p4) and keeping
only the leading contributions at large-NC , one gets:

F πS (t) =
M2
π

m̂

{
1 +

16

f2
π

(2L8 − L5)M2
π +

8L5

f2
π

t

}
≡ M2

π

m̂
F̃ πS (t) ,

FKS (t) =
M2
K

ms + m̂

{
1 +

16

f2
K

(2L8 − L5)M2
K +

8L5

f2
K

t

}
≡

M2
K

ms + m̂
F̃KS (t) , (110)

with m̂ = mu = md. For the chiral low-energy constants we will adopt the values Lr5(Mρ) =
(1.20± 0.10)× 10−3 and 2L8 − L5 = −(0.15± 0.20)× 10−3 [16].

E Bare decay amplitudes

The hadronic matrix elements of the four-quark operators in Eq. (8) are non-perturbative
quantities, sensitive to the involved infrared properties of the strong interaction. However,
they can be easily evaluated in the limit of a large number of QCD colours, because the
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product of two colour-singlet quark currents factorizes at the hadron level into two current
matrix elements [15,112]:

〈J · J〉 = 〈J〉 〈J〉
{

1 +O
(

1

NC

)}
. (111)

For instance, when NC →∞,

〈π−π+|(d̄c)V−A(ūd)V−A|D0〉 = 〈π−|(d̄c)V−A|D0〉 〈π+|(ūd)V−A|0〉
= −〈π−|d̄γµc|D0〉 〈π+|ūγµγ5d|0〉 = ifπ

(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π) , (112)

while the penguin Q6 operator gives

−2
∑
q

〈π−π+|(q̄c)S−P (ūq)S+P |D0〉

= 2 〈0|ūγ5c|D0〉 〈π−π+|ūu|0〉 − 2 〈π−|d̄c|D0〉 〈π+|ūγ5d|0〉

= −2i
M2
π

2m̂

[
fDM

2
D

mc + m̂
F̃ πS (M2

D) +
fπ
(
M2
D −M2

π

)
mc − m̂

fDπ0 (M2
π)

]
. (113)

Using the matrix elements of the QCD currents given in appendix D, one can then
determine all bare decay amplitudes in the large-NC limit:

T
(B)
D0→π−π+ =

GF√
2
fπ
(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π) [λdC1 − λb (C4 − C6 δ
π
6 )] ,

T
(B)
D0→π0π0 = −GF√

2
fπ
(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π) [λdC2 + λb (C4 − C6 δ
π
6 )] ,

T
(B)
D+→π0π+ = −GF√

2

fπ√
2

(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π)λd (C1 + C2) ,

T
(B)
D0→K−K+ =

GF√
2
fK
(
M2
D −M2

K

)
fDK0 (M2

K)
[
λsC1 − λb (C4 − C6 δ

K
6 )
]
,

T
(B)

D0→K0
K0

= 0 ,

T
(B)

D+→K0
K+

=
GF√

2
fK
(
M2
D −M2

K

)
fDK0 (M2

K)
[
λsC1 − λb (C4 − C6 δ

K
6 )
]
, (114)

where

δπ6 =
2

mc − m̂
M2
π

2m̂

{
1 +

fDM
2
D

fπ(M2
D −M2

π)

mc − m̂
mc + m̂

F̃ πS (M2
D)

fDπ0 (M2
π)

}
,

δK6 =
2

mc −ms

M2
K

ms + m̂

{
1 +

fDM
2
D

fK(M2
D −M2

K)

mc −ms

mc + m̂

F̃KS (M2
D)

fDK0 (M2
K)

}
. (115)

The conservation of the vector current guarantees that annihilation topologies give
zero contribution, except for Q6 which has a scalar-pseudoscalar structure. The matrix
elements of Q3 and Q5 are also identically zero at NC → ∞ because

∑
i q̄iγµγ5qi only

couples to isosinglet states.
The bare decay amplitudes involve the hadronic parameters fπ, fK , fDπ0 (M2

π) and
fDK0 (M2

K), which we take from lattice calculations. These “physical” inputs include
higher-order contributions in the 1/NC expansion, dressing in this way the current matrix
elements beyond the large-NC approximation. These additional corrections are totally
independent of the rescattering dynamics incorporated in Ω(I)(s).
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A subtlety arises with the annihilation contribution to the matrix elements of the
operator Q6, given for the π+π− case by the first term in Eq. (113). This introduces the
parameters F πS (M2

D) and FKS (M2
D) at NC →∞, which are subjected to a large uncertainty.

Their physical values at NC = 3 are fully entangled with the rescattering dynamics of the
final pair of pseudoscalars.12 Using crossing symmetry, we input the χPT predictions in
Eq. (110) at the subtraction point s0 and let our calculated rescattering matrix to generate
the physical form factors at s = M2

D.13

The global quark-mass factors in δπ,K6 introduce an explicit dependence on the short-
distance renormalization scale that exactly cancels the corresponding dependence of the
Wilson coefficient C6(µ2), in the large-NC limit. Q6 is in fact the only four-quark operator
with a non-zero anomalous dimension in the limit NC → ∞ [113]. In order to keep all
short-distance logarithmic contributions, the Wilson coefficients are fully computed at
NLO, without any 1/NC expansion. Therefore, a subleading dependence on µ remains.

E.1 Isospin decomposition

Bose symmetry only allows an S-wave 2π state to have I = 0 and 2. In terms of isospin
states |I, I3〉 the 2π final states with definite charges are decomposed as:14

|π0π0〉 =

√
2

3
|2, 0〉 − 1√

3
|0, 0〉 ,

1√
2
|π+π− + π−π+〉 = − 1√

3
|2, 0〉 −

√
2

3
|0, 0〉 ,

1√
2
|π+π0 + π0π+〉 = −|2, 1〉 . (116)

Therefore,15

A[D0 → π0π0] = − 1√
6
T 0
ππ +

1√
3
T 2
ππ ,

A[D0 → π−π+] ≡ 1√
2
A[D0 → 1√

2
(π+π− + π−π+)] = − 1√

6
T 0
ππ −

1

2
√

3
T 2
ππ ,

A[D+ → π0π+] ≡ 1√
2
A[D+ → 1√

2
(π+π0 + π0π+)] =

√
3

2
√

2
T 2
ππ . (117)

The KK system can have I = 0 and I = 1:

|K−K+〉 =
1√
2
|1, 0〉 − 1√

2
|0, 0〉 ,

|K0
K0〉 = − 1√

2
|1, 0〉 − 1√

2
|0, 0〉 ,

12The calculation of these scalar form factors is interesting on its own. We defer to a forthcoming pub-
lication a detailed analysis of our predicted form factors and their comparison with previous calculations.

13Owing to the small value of Re{λb}, the D0 decay branching ratios are not sensitive to the penguin
operators and, therefore, the scalar form factors do not contaminate the specification of Ω(0)(s).

14We adopt the usual isospin convention with quark multiplets (u, d) and (−d̄, ū), and meson multiplets

(−π+, π0, π−), (K+,K0), (−K0
,K−), (D

0
, D−) and (−D+, D0), which is consistent with the matrix

realization in Eq. (104).
15〈IfIf3 |OII3 |IiIi3〉 = 〈II3IiIi3|IIiIfIf3 〉 〈If ||OI ||Ii〉. The factor 1/

√
2 in front of the π−π+ and π0π+

amplitudes reabsorbs the phase-space factor for identical particles, so that one recovers the usual normal-
ization of distinguishable particles adopted in the dynamical calculations.
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|K0
K+〉 = −|1, 1〉 . (118)

This implies

A(D0 → K−K+) =
1

2

(
T 11
KK + T 13

KK − T 0
KK

)
,

A(D0 → K
0
K0) =

1

2

(
−T 11

KK − T 13
KK − T 0

KK

)
,

A(D+ → K
0
K+) = T 11

KK −
1

2
T 13
KK . (119)

Here, T 11
KK and T 13

KK denote the reduced amplitudes 〈1||O1/2||12〉 and 〈1||O3/2||12〉, respec-
tively.

In the large-NC limit, we get from Eq. (114):

T 0 (B)
ππ = −GF√

2

√
2

3
fπ
(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π) [λd (2C1 − C2)− 3λb (C4 − C6 δ
π
6 )] ,

T 2 (B)
ππ = −GF√

2

2fπ√
3

(
M2
D −M2

π

)
fDπ0 (M2

π)λd (C1 + C2) ,

−T 0 (B)
KK = T

11 (B)
KK =

GF√
2
fK
(
M2
D −M2

K

)
fDK0 (M2

K)
[
λsC1 − λb (C4 − C6 δ

K
6 )
]
,

T
13 (B)
KK = 0 . (120)
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[109] Jaume Tarrús Castellà. Personal communication.

[110] Wolfram Research, Inc. Mathematica, Version 12.0. Champaign, IL, 2019.

[111] F. J. Botella, S. Noguera, and J. Portoles. Parameter - free calculation of D —> P P
in a weak gauged U(4)-L x U(4)-R chiral Lagrangian model. Phys. Lett. B, 312:191–
198, 1993. arXiv:hep-ph/9304219, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(93)90509-G.

[112] A. J. Buras, J. M. Gerard, and R. Ruckl. 1/N Expansion for Exclusive and Inclusive
Charm Decays. Nucl. Phys. B, 268:16–48, 1986. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(86)

90200-2.

39

http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.6659
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.6659
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)161
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9808376
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100520050603
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0310283
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2004-01591-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.5373
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1471-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09849
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09849
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10536-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406184
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s2005-02169-1
http://ckmfitter.in2p3.fr
http://ckmfitter.in2p3.fr
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.07501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.052008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.052008
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110193
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00605-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00605-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03975
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.034019
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9304219
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90509-G
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90200-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90200-2


[113] William A. Bardeen, A. J. Buras, and J. M. Gerard. The K → ππ Decays in
the Large N Limit: Quark Evolution. Nucl. Phys. B, 293:787–811, 1987. doi:

10.1016/0550-3213(87)90091-5.

40

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90091-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90091-5


Dark matter at the Higgs resonance

Mattia Di Mauro,1, ∗ Chiara Arina,2, † Nicolao Fornengo,3, 1, ‡ Jan Heisig,4, § and Daniele Massaro5, 6, 2, ¶

1Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Torino, Via P. Giuria 1, 10125 Torino, Italy
2Centre for Cosmology, Particle Physics and Phenomenology (CP3),
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The singlet scalar Higgs portal model provides one of the simplest explanations of dark matter
in our Universe. Its Higgs resonant region, mDM ≈ mh/2, has gained particular attention, being
able to reconcile the tension between the relic density measurement and direct detection constraints.
Interestingly, this region is also preferred as an explanation of the Fermi-LAT γ-ray Galactic center
excess. We perform a detailed study of this model using γ-ray data from the Galactic center and
from dwarf spheroidal galaxies and combine them with cosmic-ray antiproton data from the AMS-
02 experiment that shows a compatible excess. In the calculation of the relic density, we take into
account effects of early kinetic decoupling relevant for resonant annihilation. The model provides
excellent fits to the astrophysical data either in the case the dark matter candidate constitutes all or
a subdominant fraction of the observed relic density. We show projections for future direct detection
and collider experiments to probe these scenarios.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of dark matter (DM) is one of the main
unsolved puzzles in fundamental physics today, implying
physics Beyond the Standard Model (BSM). The Singlet
Scalar Higgs portal (SHP) model is among the simplest
UV complete BSM theories that provide a valid DM can-
didate [1–9]. While a large portion of the model parame-
ter space has already been excluded by the interplay of di-
rect detection and relic density constraints, the Higgs res-
onant region, mDM ≈ mh/2, is particularly challenging
to probe. It constitutes one of the two remaining viable
regions [10, 11] within the model. Independently, a DM
mass of around 60 GeV is also preferred as an explana-
tion of two potential indirect detection signals of DM [12]
as we detail below. In fact, putting together all relevant
observational data allows for a scenario where the DM
candidate constitutes all or just a subdominant fraction
of the observed DM density and reveals an intricate rela-
tion between the model parameters and the DM fraction.
Due to the sharp resonance, the results are highly sensi-
tive to the DM mass in the region mDM = mh/2±O(Γh),
where Γh denotes the total Higgs width. Therefore, the
Higgs resonant region deserves a closer look, which we
will provide in this paper.

Several groups have reported the detection of an ex-
cess of γ rays, which is labeled as the Galactic center
excess (GCE), in the data of the Fermi Large Area Tele-
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‡Electronic address: nicolao.fornengo@unito.it
§Electronic address: heisig@virginia.edu
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scope (Fermi-LAT) in the direction of the center of the
Milky Way (see, e.g., [12–28]). Recently, Refs. [27, 28]
have provided comprehensive and updated results for the
GCE properties. They find that the GCE Spectrum En-
ergy Distribution (SED) is peaked at a few GeV and
has a high energy tail significant up to about 50 GeV.
The spatial distribution of the GCE is compatible with a
DM template modeled with a generalized Navarro-Frenk-
White density profile with slope γ = 1.2−1.3. Moreover,
the GCE centroid is located at the dynamical center of
the Milky Way and its morphology is roughly spherically
symmetric and does not change with energy. Therefore,
all the characteristics of the GCE are perfectly compati-
ble with γ rays produced from DM particles annihilating
in the main halo of the Milky Way. The GCE SED can
be well modeled with DM particles of mass (40−80) GeV
annihilating into bb̄ with a thermal annihilation cross-
section [12, 20, 21, 24, 29], which is the correct cross-
section to explain the observed relic density of DM in the
Universe [30]. Among several BSM theories that have
been proposed to fit the GCE, the SHP model with a
DM mass close to the Higgs resonance provides one of
the simplest solutions (see, e.g., [12, 24, 31–33]).

An alternative interpretation is associated to a popu-
lation of millisecond pulsars located around the Galactic
bulge that would produce a signal with properties com-
patible with the GCE (see, e.g., [34–37]). Outbursts of
cosmic rays (CRs) from the Galactic center have also
been proposed as possible interpretations for the GCE
(see, e.g., [38–40]).

If DM is the actual origin of the GCE, γ rays produced
from these elusive particles could be detectable also from
other astrophysical objects which are very dense of DM
(see, e.g., for a review [41]). Milky Way dwarf spheroidal
galaxies (dSphs) are among the most promising targets
for the indirect search of DM because gravitational obser-
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vations indicate that they have a high DM density, i.e., a
large mass-to-luminosity ratio of the order of 100− 1000
(see, e.g., [42]). Since they do not contain many stars
or gas, they have an environment with predicted low as-
trophysical backgrounds [43]. Analyses of known dSphs
(see, e.g., [42, 44–49]) have imposed constraints on the
DM interpretation of the GCE (see, e.g., [29, 42, 44–
50]). However, combined analyses of dSph samples (see,
e.g., [29, 50]) or analyses of single objects (see, e.g., [51])
have detected excesses at the level of (1−3)σ.

In addition to γ rays, other cosmic particles, i.e. mes-
sengers, could be produced from DM particle annihi-
lation, such as antiprotons (p̄). Interestingly, different
groups have found an excess of p̄, with respect to the
secondary production, in the data of AMS-02 [52] be-
tween (5−20) GeV. Its significance has been found to
vary from 1 to 5σ depending on the analysis technique,
CR propagation model and, more importantly, whether
an estimation of the correlations in the AMS-02 system-
atic errors is considered [12, 29, 53–58] (see, e.g., [59] for
a review). DM particles with a mass of (60−80) GeV an-
nihilating into bb̄ can explain this excess, and a possible
link to the GCE has been investigated [12, 53, 55, 56].

Laboratories on Earth are also sensitive to BSM parti-
cles which could form DM. Experiments located at LHC,
the largest operating particle collider to date, test BSM
physics, including DM, making use of a variety of pro-
duction processes and final state signals (see, e.g., [60]
for a review). The LHC run 3 that started in July 2022
will further increase the sensitivity to DM signals.

Direct detection experiments such as LUX-
ZEPLIN [61] (LZ) and XENONnT [62] are improving
significantly our discovery potential of interactions
between DM particles and detector atoms. Both exper-
iments have recently published the first results for the
upper limits of the spin-independent cross sections for 60
days and 97.1 days of data taking, respectively, setting
new limits by about a factor of two stronger with respect
to previously existing measurements. These experiments
will push the limits closer to the neutrino fog [63].
Next generation direct detection experiments such as
DARWIN [64] will be able to investigate cross sections a
factor of about 10 smaller than LZ and XENONnT (see,
e.g., [65] for a review).

In this paper, we investigate the DM interpretation
of the GCE within the SHP. We use a multi-messenger
and multi-strategy approach. In particular, we perform a
combined analysis of different cosmic messengers such as
γ rays, detected from dSphs and the Galactic center, and
the flux data of p̄ from AMS-02. Then, we take advan-
tage of the complementarity between direct and indirect
detection and collider searches to verify whether the DM
properties that explain the cosmic flux data are compati-
ble with the LZ and LHC constraints. Finally, to find the
model parameter space that matches all the observations,
we compute the relic density, taking into account effects
of kinetic decoupling that are relevant for resonant DM
annihilation [66, 67] during freeze-out.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the SHP model and compute the annihilation cross
sections and spectra relevant for indirect detection. In
Sec. III, we calculate the DM relic density. Constraints
from collider and direct detection experiments are dis-
cussed in Secs. IV and V, respectively, before interpret-
ing γ-ray and p̄ data within the model in Sec. VI. Fi-
nally, in Sec. VII, we combining direct, indirect, collider
and cosmology data discussing implications for the viable
parameter space. We conclude in Sec. VIII.

A Python package, called SingletScalar DM, en-
abling the fast calculation of the dark matter spectra,
relic density, as well as direct detection and collider con-
straints within the model is available on Github.

II. SINGLET SCALAR DARK MATTER WITH
A HIGGS PORTAL

A. Overview of the model

The SHP model is among the simplest DM models ex-
tending the SM by just a DM particle candidate, S, taken
to be a real scalar and a singlet under the SM gauge
group. The Higgs portal provides a unique gauge invari-
ant and renormalizable interaction that couples S to the
SM without the need of additional mediator particles.
The model has first been considered in Ref. [1] and has
since been extensively studied in the literature, see, e.g.,
Refs. [2–9].

The BSM part of the model Lagrangian reads

∆LSHP =
1

2
∂µS∂

µS − 1

2
µ2
SS

2 − 1

4
λSS

4 − 1

2
λHSH

†HS2,

(1)
where H is the SM Higgs doublet and µS , λS , and λHS
are free parameters of the theory. In Eq. (1), the terms
refer to (from left to right): the S kinetic term, the bare
S mass, the S quartic self-coupling and the Higgs-portal
coupling. The Lagrangian respects a discrete Z2 symme-
try that guarantees the stability of S. Under this sym-
metry all SM particles are assumed to be even while S is
odd (S → −S).

After spontaneous electroweak symmetry breaking
(EWSB), the Higgs boson acquires a vacuum expecta-

tion value, 〈H〉 = v0/
√

2, with v0 = 246.2 GeV, and
Eq. (1) becomes:

∆LSHP =
1

2
∂µS∂

µS − 1

2
m2
SS

2 − 1

4
λSS

4

− 1

4
λHSh

2S2 − 1

2
v0λHShS

2, (2)

where h is the Higgs field and m2
S = µ2

s + 1/2 v2
0λHS is

the mass of S in the broken phase.
The quartic scalar self coupling term, proportional to

λS , is of importance for the stability of the electroweak
vacuum and the perturbativity of the model [68] but does
not affect the DM phenomenology. The latter is solely
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FIG. 1: Tree-level annihilation Feynman diagrams of the SHP model. The symbol f refers to charged fermions, while the V
refers to either W±, Z. The central diagram includes also the u-channel.
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FIG. 2: Feynman diagram for the loop-induced annihilation SS → gg. The symbol q stands for quarks.

governed by the last two interaction terms in Eq. (2).
Thanks to these terms, S can annihilate into all SM par-
ticles through the Higgs portal with a coupling that is
proportional to λHS . The annihilation process is rele-
vant for thermalization and freeze-out of S in the early
Universe and can lead to the production of SM particles
in our Galaxy today. Moreover, the Higgs boson may de-
cay into the scalar S producing an observable signature
at colliders. Finally, the scattering of S off quarks, medi-
ated by h, could produce recoil events in direct detection
experiments.

The SHP model is very simple, with only two param-
eters that are relevant for the DM physics: the physical
DM mass mS and the Higgs portal coupling λHS . This
allows us to straight-forwardly constrain the parameters
of the model through the relic density constraint and
from direct and collider searches and astrophysical ob-
servations. In Figs. 1 and 2, we show the Feynman di-
agrams relevant for the annihilation process within the
SHP model. The model contains one diagram for each
fermion, one for each gauge boson W± and Z and three
diagrams for the annihilation into the Higgs boson. We
do not show the channels with the production of γγ and
γZ or γh that are loop induced, thus providing a sub-
dominant contribution to the cross section.

B. Annihilation cross-section

Except for the channel with hh final states, the cross
section σ multiplied by the Möller velocity v of DM pairs
annihilating into SM particles i can be expresses as [69]:

σv =
2λ2

HSv
2
0√

s
|Dh(s)|2 Γh→i(

√
s), (3)

where Γh→i(
√
s) is the partial decay width into state i

of the SM Higgs boson evaluated at energy
√
s. Dh(s) is

the Higgs propagator defined as:

|Dh(s)|2 =
1

(s−m2
h)

2
+m2

hΓ2
h

, (4)

where Γh is the total Higgs width, which includes all the
kinematically allowed partial decay widths, as well as the
invisible Higgs width Γh,inv. For the former, we adopt the
theoretical prediction from Ref. [70], Γh,SM = 4.1 MeV.
For the latter, we employ the tree level result, given by:

Γh,inv =
λ2
HSv

2
0

32πmh

(
1− 4m2

S

m2
h

)1/2

, (5)

where mh is the Higgs mass. We use mh = 125 GeV as
recently measured by ATLAS [71]. The expression for
σv written in Eq. (3) is particularly convenient because
very precise theoretical calculations and measurements
are present for the quantity Γh→i (see, e.g., [70]).

In Eq. (4), we write down the propagator within the
commonly used fixed-width prescription. This is typi-
cally a good approximation except when Γh is a rapidly
varying function of s. This can, in particular, happen
in the resonant region, mS ≈ mh/2, where the invisible
decay channel opens up close to the resonance [72]. In
this case, the running of the Higgs width has to be taken
into account by replacing mh in Eq. (5) with the center-
of-mass energy

√
s of the process. However, this effect is

only relevant for sizeable coupling, as quantified at the
end of Sec. III.

For the indirect detection signals, the cross section is
averaged over the DM particle velocity distribution, for
which we adopt the Standard Halo Model (see, e.g., [73]).
However, the cross sections in the SHP are essentially
s-wave, i.e. they do not depend on the velocity. The
only region of the parameter space where the velocity-
averaged annihilation cross-section 〈σv〉 depends on v is
very close to the Higgs resonance. While this region is
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FIG. 3: Left panel: Annihilation cross-section rescaled by λ−2
HS as a function of the coupling parameter λHS for four different

values of mS . For mS = 31 GeV and mS = 62 GeV, 〈σv〉 is dominated by the ff̄ final state; 〈σv〉 for mS = 90 GeV is
dominated by the W± channel while 〈σv〉 for mS = 330 GeV takes most of its contribution from the Higgs production. Right
panel: Ratio between the annihilation cross-section for the different channels (〈σv〉i) and the total one (〈σv〉tot) as a function
of the DM mass, computed for a fixed λHS = 0.01.

of high importance to our analysis, we nevertheless find
that the velocity-dependence is relevant only for veloci-
ties significantly larger than the typical DM velocity in
the Galactic halo. Therefore, for the typical Galactic
velocities, which are of the order of 10−3c, the velocity-
dependent term at the resonance contributes only up to
1%, while being negligible otherwise.

The expression of the annihilation cross-section for
all possible annihilation channels is provided in, e.g.,
Ref. [74]. Here, we simply summarize the formulae for
the relevant leading-order cross-sections and discuss their
dependence on the parameters mS and λHS . The scaling
of the velocity averaged annihilation cross-section for dif-
ferent DM masses is shown in Fig. 3 and it will be used
to guide the discussion. The annihilation cross-section
into a pair of fermions is given by (see, e.g., [74]):

σ =
λ2
HSm

2
fNc(s− 4m2

f )3/2

2πs
√
s− 4m2

s[(s−m2
h)2 + Γ2

hm
2
h]
, (6)

where Nc = 3 for quarks and Nc = 1 for leptons, and mf

is the fermion mass. If the S mass is above the Higgs
resonance (mS > mh/2), Γh is independent from λHS
and the annihilation cross-section into fermions scales as
λ2
HS (see Fig. 3 for mS = 90 GeV). This holds also for
λHS < 0.01 when mS < mh/2, because the decay of the
Higgs boson into DM particles is negligible with respect
to the decay into SM particles, and Γh remains approx-
imately equal to the SM one. Instead, for mS < mh/2
and λHS > 0.01, Γh gets a contribution which increases
proportional to λ2

HS [see Eq. (5)], thus adding an addi-
tional dependence on λHS in the cross section, so that
σ ∝ λ2

HS/(1 + kλ4
HS). Note, however, that the second

term in parentheses is subleading unless λHS approaches
the non-perturbative regime in which the validity of the

expression becomes questionable.
The cross section into W± and Z gauge bosons is given

by:

σ =
λ2
HS

√
s− 4m2

V (s2 − 4m2
V s+ 12m4

V )

4πs
√
s− 4m2

S [(s−m2
h)2 + Γ2

hm
2
h]

, (7)

where V stands for W± and Z. Most of the contribution
from the annihilation into W± and Z comes from DM
masses above the resonance for which Γh does not depend
on λHS . Therefore, the annihilation cross-section into
W± and Z scales as λ2

HS in the most relevant parameter
space (see Fig. 3 for mS = 90 GeV that is dominated by
the W± channel).

The cross section for annihilation into a pair of Higgs
bosons gives rise to a more lengthy expression that we
omit. However, in the non-relativistic limit, s→ 4m2

S , it
reduces to:

σ =

λ2
HS

√
1− m2

h

m2
S

[m4
h − 4m4

S + 2λHSv
2(4m2

S −m2
h)]2

4πm2
S(m4

h − 6m2
hm

2
S + 8m4

S)2
.

(8)
In this case, for λHS < 0.1 the annihilation cross-section
scales as λ2

HS . In contrast, for larger couplings, the poly-
nomial term in the numerator becomes more relevant
than all of the other terms, and the cross section scales
as λ4

HS . This is shown in Fig. 3 for the case of mS = 330
GeV, that is dominated by the annihilation into the Higgs
boson.

We also take into account the annihilation into the
gluon final states gg (see Fig. 2). This is a loop-induced
process, which is typically suppressed with respect to the
tree-level annihilation channels. In fact, its contribution
is at most 7% for mS ≈ 60 GeV. We do not take into
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account the annihilation channels into γγ, γZ and γh
because their contribution is at most at the few per mille
level.

While we have explicitly shown here some expressions
for the annihilation cross-section, useful to guide the dis-
cussion, we nevertheless calculate 〈σv〉 for all the anni-
hilation channels using MadDM1 [75–78], a plugin of
MG5 aMC [79, 80]. We utilise the UFO implementa-
tion [81, 82] for the SHP model. MadDM is linked to
Pythia for hadronization and showering. In this work,
we use MadDM version 3.2 [78] on top of MG5 aMC
version 2.9.9 (LTS) and Pythia version 8.3 [83].

For the annihilation channels into massive gauge or
Higgs bosons, we include their off-shell contributions.
This is particularly relevant for W± and Z final states,
while it has very minor effect in the case of the h bosons.
To this end, we calculate the cross section for the four-
body diagrams, where two bosons V V ′ are produced off-
shell from DM annihilation, subsequently decaying into
four fermions f :

SS → h→ V V ′ → 4f. (9)

The relative contributions of the different channels,
〈σv〉i/〈σv〉tot, is shown in Fig. 3 as a function of the
DM mass, with λHS = 0.01. For very small S masses,
the annihilation happens predominantly into cc̄ quarks
and τ+τ− leptons. For mS = (5− 50) GeV instead, the
main contribution comes from bb̄ annihilation. Finally,
for large DM masses the main channels are the one with
gauge and Higgs bosons. The effect of the off-shell contri-
bution of the gauge bosons is particularly relevant for the
annihilation involving W± bosons, which becomes the
main channel even below the on-shell production thresh-
old mS < mW .

For DM masses above 5 GeV, the contribution of τ+τ−

annihilation is larger than cc̄. This may seem to be
counter-intuitive since, from Eq. (6), the cross sections
for the two channels are σcc̄ ∝ 3m2

c and στ+τ− ∝ m2
τ .

Accordingly, one may expect σcc̄/στ+τ− = 3m2
c/m

2
τ > 1.

However, taking into account the running quark masses
in our calculation, we find mc ≤ 1 GeV [84] for mS ≥ 3
GeV, which leads to σcc̄ < στ+τ− .

C. Source energy spectra

The energy spectra dNp/dE of particles such as pho-
tons and antiprotons, produced from DM annihilation is
an important ingredient for the indirect detection of DM
(see Sec. VI). In order to calculate these spectra we use
the code MadDM, which first evaluates the annihilation
cross-sections. Subsequently, MadDM calls Pythia to

1https://launchpad.net/maddm

generate the spectra for the different annihilation chan-
nels, and determines the final energy spectra by averaging
the results obtained for each channel by 〈σv〉i/〈σv〉tot.

We include in the computation all channels (tree level
and loop induced) that we consider for the calculation of
the annihilation cross-sections (see Sec. II B). The spec-
tra we generate take into account final-state-radiation
(FSR) and electroweak emission of weak gauge bosons off
fermions, which are included by Pythia. With respect
to the computation of the tables provided in Ref. [85]
there are two important additions. First, we include the
contribution of off-shell W± and Z, which could be very
relevant between 60-90 GeV, as seen in Fig. 3. Second, we
take into account the polarization of W± and Z bosons.
This effect is particularly relevant for the spectra of an-
tiprotons. For all the technical details about FSR, elec-
troweak corrections and inclusion of W± and Z polariza-
tion see Appendix A.

We compute the DM spectra for masses between 2 GeV
and 20 TeV generating 106 events per point. For DM
masses above 110 GeV (where the hh channel introduces
a dependence of the relative contributions of to annihi-
lation on λSH) we vary λSH between 10−2 and 10.2 In
Fig. 4, we show the results for the DM spectra of γ rays
and p̄ for DM masses between 3 GeV and 10 TeV. The en-
ergy spectra, reported in terms of dN/d log10(x), where
x = K/mS with K being the kinetic energy, have a peak
at an energy value that shifts towards lower values when
increasing the DM mass. The p̄ spectrum is decreasing
for x < −2. Instead, the γ-ray spectrum has a flattening
at around x < [−6,−3] depending on the mass. This
change of shape is due to the contribution of the elec-
troweak corrections such as FSR.

III. RELIC DENSITY

The DM average density has recently been measured
by the Planck experiment to be ΩDMh

2 = 0.120 with
an uncertainty at the level of 1% [86]. In general, the
theoretical calculation of the DM relic abundance re-
quires to solve the Boltzmann equations for the DM
phase-space density fS(p) in an expanding Friedmann-
Robertson-Lemâıtre-Walker Universe [87, 88]:

E(∂t −Hp · ∇p)fS = C [fS ] , (10)

where E and p are the energy and momentum of the S
particle, and H is the Hubble expansion rate. The term
C is the collision operator that takes into account all the
interactions between DM and SM particles. In partic-
ular, C contains the operator for elastic scattering (Cel)

2We remind the reader that we are considering also the contribution
of off-shell Higgs bosons. Therefore, the annihilation channel into
hh is present also below mh = 125 GeV.

https://launchpad.net/maddm
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FIG. 4: Left panel: Energy spectra (dN/d log10(x)) of p̄ for the SHP model plotted as a function of x = K/mS , where K is the
kinetic energy. We show the energy spectra for different DM mass values ranging from 3 GeV to 10 TeV. Right panel: Same
as left for the γ rays.

and annihilation (Cann). Elastic collisions are responsi-
ble for maintaining the kinetic equilibrium while inelastic
collisions keep the chemical equilibrium. See Ref. [66] for
a complete description of Cel and Cann.

For the canonical freeze-out of weakly interacting mas-
sive particles, a number of approximating assumptions
are usually applied that significantly simplify Eq. (10)
and its numerical solution. Most significantly, this con-
cerns the assumption of kinetic equilibrium between DM
and the SM bath throughout the entire process of chem-
ical decoupling. The assumption that the distribution
of S particles remains proportional to the thermal one,
fS ∝ fS,eq, simplifies the partial differential equation
Eq. (10) into an ordinary differential equation for the DM
number density, i.e., the well-known Zeldovich-Okun-
Pikelner-Lee-Weinberg equation [89, 90]:

dnS
dt

+ 3HnS = −〈σv〉T
(
n2
S − n2

S,eq

)
, (11)

where nS = gχ
∫
d3p/(2π)3fS(p) and 〈σv〉T is the ther-

mally averaged cross-section at temperature T . In
the non-relativistic regime, the S particle phase-space
density follows Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics fS,eq '
exp (−E(p)/T ) and 〈σv〉T reads:

〈σv〉T =

∫ ∞
4m2

S

ds
s
√
s− 4m2

SK1(
√
s/T )σv

16Tm4
SK

2
2 (mS/T )

, (12)

where Ki are the modified Bessel functions of order i.
The assumption of kinetic equilibrium is often well jus-
tified as elastic scattering processes can easily be orders
of magnitude larger than the annihilation processes that
initiate chemical equilibrium. This is due to the large
number density of light SM particles DM can scatter off
(compared to the Boltzmann suppressed number den-
sity of heavy DM particles during freeze out). How-
ever, this reasoning does not carry over to annihilation

via a resonant Higgs in s-channel. First, elastic scatter-
ing processes are not resonantly enhanced and, hence,
suppressed compared to annihilation. Second, as the
Higgs-SM couplings are proportional to the SM particles
masses, coupling to light particles – with unsuppressed
number densities – are small. As a result, kinetic equi-
librium can break down during chemical freeze-out and
the above assumption is unjustified [66]. In this case, the
full version of the Boltzmann equation must be solved,
with the inclusion of the elastic collision term.

We compute the relic density for S, hereafter called
ΩSh

2, in both setups, labelled as:

• fBE: the full solution of Eq. (10);

• nBE: the solution of Eq. (11), i.e., assuming kinetic
equilibrium during freeze-out.

In Ref. [66] the authors found that the relic abundance
predicted following the approximated approach nBE can
differ by up to an order of magnitude from the calcu-
lation obtained with the full Boltzmann equation, fBE.
We performed the relic density calculation using the code
DRAKE [67], developed by the authors of Ref. [66]. This
code solves the Boltzmann equation with both the mod-
els nBE and fBE. For a detailed explanation, see Ref. [67].

For the values of mS we considered, the freeze-out
takes place at temperatures around a few GeV. That
means we are close to the region in which the QCD
phase transition takes place, after which quarks become
confined in baryons and mesons. To take into account
this effect, we considered two different physics models,
which are implemented in the DRAKE code and stud-
ied in Ref. [66]. These two models are extreme scenar-
ios that are intended to bracket the uncertainties: The
first model, named QCDA, represents the case maximiz-
ing the elastic scattering for which all quarks are free
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FIG. 5: Left panel: Combination of parameters λHS and mS reproducing ΩSh
2 within a fraction (from 1% to 100%) of the

measured value of the relic abundance obtained by the Planck experiment, ΩDMh
2. Here ΩSh

2 is computed solving the full
Boltzmann equation taking into account both the elastic and annihilation collision operators (model fBE with QCDB with
DRAKE). Right panel: Comparison of the results obtained by solving the Boltzmann equation with both micrOMEGAs and
DRAKE [see Eq. (10)]. The micrOMEGAs line accounts only for the annihilation processes (nBE); the DRAKE lines assume
always fBE for the two extreme QCD phase transition choices, QCDA and QCDB .

and present in the plasma (according to their equilibrium
abundance) down to temperatures of Tc = 154 MeV. The
second model, named (QCDB), minimizes the elastic scat-
tering: only light quarks (u, d, s) can contribute, and
only considering temperatures above 4Tc ≈ 600 MeV.
This threshold ensures that hadronization effects are neg-
ligible.

For comparison, we also compute ΩSh
2 in the setup

nBE with micrOMEGAs3 [91–94]. We consider the
SHP model implementation shipped with the code. Both
DRAKE and micrOMEGAs take into account the off-
shell contributions of W± and Z gauge bosons, and the
contribution coming from loop-induced annihilation into
gluons.

The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the combination of pa-
rameters λHS and mS for which the relic density ΩSh

2

corresponds to the measured value ΩDMh
2 = 0.120. We

show the computation of the fBE model in the QCDB sce-
nario with DRAKE. The first consideration we can do
regards the resonance region: for mS ≈ mh/2 the value
of λHS decreases very quickly. This can be explained
with the resonant enhancement of the annihilation cross-
section for this particular parameter choice. As a re-
sult, the correct value of the relic abundance necessarily
requires a very small value of the coupling λHS . The
right panel of Fig. 5 shows the parameter λHS account-
ing for the correct relic density value as a function of
mS in the resonance region. We show the computations
performed with micrOMEGAs (which includes only the

3https://lapth.cnrs.fr/micromegas/

nBE model) and with DRAKE (for both the fBE QCDA
and QCDB models). The difference between the fBE case
and the normal approach nBE varies within a factor 0.5
and 2, and it is present in the range of DM masses be-
tween (50− 67) GeV. In particular, around 57 GeV, the
fBE result is approximately a factor of 2 larger than the
nBE one, while on the Higgs pole it differs by a factor of
∼ 0.5. In the figure we also show the difference between
the QCDA and QCDB assumptions, which is maximal in the
range (55− 60) GeV, where it is at the level of 40− 50%.
This region represents the uncertainty due to the QCD
phase transition. This is our main result for the com-
putation of the relic density, which properly takes into
account the kinetic and thermal parts of the Boltzmann
equation, thanks to the implementation of the fBE model,
additionally accounting for the QCD phase transition ef-
fect in the resonance region.

There are further corrections to the annihilation chan-
nel that can potentially become important close to the
resonance. As we will discuss in Sec. IV in the context of
LHC constraints, for mS very close to mh/2, the centre-
of-mass energies relevant in the annihilation process are
around the SS threshold. Accordingly, the change of the
Higgs width due to the opening of the SS decay chan-
nel can become relevant and the fixed-width calculation
can break down calling out for a running-width descrip-
tion [72]. However, for annihilation, we find that this
effect is larger than a few percent only for λHS > 0.3
in the region |mS − mh/2| ≈ 0.1 GeV. Accordingly, in
contrast to its relevance for LHC constraints, the effect
can be neglected in the computation of the relic density
since considerably smaller couplings are required in the
resonant regime. This is true even for the scenarios in

https://lapth.cnrs.fr/micromegas/
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which S constitutes a subdominant fraction of DM con-
sidered in Sec. VII. We neglect thermal corrections to the
Higgs width and virtual corrections to the annihilation
into an on-shell Higgs which have recently been computed
in Ref. [95]. However, these computations assume kinetic
equilibrium.

Finally, we mention an alternative mechanism to gen-
erate the DM density within the model. For very small
(or feeble) Higgs-portal couplings, DM may never ther-
malize with the SM bath. In this case, DM can be pro-
duced via freeze-in [96–98]. Explaining the measured
relic density in this scenario requires λHS ∼ 10−12−10−11

for mS = (50 − 70) GeV. Due to the non-efficient anni-
hilation processes in this regime, an initial abundance
from processes taking place during reheating cannot be
diluted as it is the case for thermalized DM discussed
above. Hence, this scenario faces further constraints from
physics of the very early Universe. Furthermore, the
annihilation rate is way below the one providing a de-
tectable signal in astroparticle data, such as the GCE
(see Sec. VII). We do not consider this case here.

IV. COLLIDER SEARCHES

Being independent of astrophysical uncertainties and
cosmological assumptions, collider searches for invisible
decays of the SM Higgs boson into SS constitute a ro-
bust probe of the model. For mS < mh/2, the singlet
scalar S can contribute to the invisible width Γh,inv of
the Higgs boson and we can directly reinterpret the limits
derived by the experimental collaborations. The invisible
branching ratio is:

Bh,inv =
Γh,inv

Γh,inv + Γh,SM
. (13)

The latest 95% CL upper limits on Bh,inv are 0.13 [99]
(ATLAS, preliminary) and 0.19 [100] (CMS, published).

In this work, we are interested in the resonant region,
mS ≈ mh/2, where contributions of an off-shell Higgs
boson production are relevant. Furthermore, as pointed
out in Ref. [72], the total Higgs boson width can become
a rapidly varying function of the invariant mass due to
the opening of the Higgs boson decay channel into SS
requiring a computation beyond the fixed-width descrip-
tion. This calls out for a more careful reinterpretation
of the experimental results. To this end, we follow the
method presented in Ref. [72].

Assuming the factorization of the Higgs boson produc-
tion and decay channels, in an analogue way to Eq. (3),
we can express the cross section for DM pair production
at the LHC as

σpp→SS =

∫
ds

π
σh(s) |Dh(s)|2

√
sΓh,inv(s) Θ(s− 4m2

S) ,

(14)
where σh(s) is the Higgs boson production cross-section
for an (off-shell) Higgs boson with invariant mass

√
s.
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FIG. 6: 95% CL upper limits for the parameter λHS as a func-
tion of the DM mass mS . We show the constraints obtained
from a reinterpretation of the ATLAS search in Ref. [101] and
the projected limits for the HL-LHC and HE-LHC at 14 and
27 TeV, respectively, taken from [72].

This equals the on-shell production cross-section of a SM-
Higgs-like scalar φ with mass mφ, σh(s = m2

φ) = σφ(mφ).

Ref. [99] reports a 95% CL upper limit on the product of
the cross section times the invisible branching ratio for
such a scalar. Using this result, we can employ Eq. (14)
to obtain limits on the DM coupling in our model without
the use of Monte Carlo simulations. We use the running
width in the Higgs propagator, i.e. replacing mh →

√
s in

Eq. (5) (see the appendix of Ref. [72] for further details).
We take the theoretical predictions for the cross section
σφ(mφ) from Refs. [70, 102].

The result for the 95% confidence level (CL) upper
limit on λHS is shown in Fig. 6 with a black, dashed
curve, as a function of mS . For mS well below mh/2
this result resembles the quoted upper limit on Bh,inv

of 0.13, obtained in [99], while it deviates strongly from
the so-obtained limit for mS & mh/2. Notice that the
constraint is about a factor of 2.5 stronger than the one
derived in Ref. [72] on the basis of Ref. [100]. We also
show the potential for future improvement of the limit at
the HL-LHC with 14 TeV and a HE-LHC upgrade with
27 TeV center-of-mass energy taken from Ref. [72].

V. DIRECT DETECTION SEARCHES

Direct detection experiments such as LZ and
XENONnT can provide very tight constraints on the
cross sections for the interactions of DM particle with nu-
cleons [103]. Direct detection experiments typically mea-
sure upper limits on the elastic scattering cross-section
off nucleons, as a function of the DM mass. For the
SHP model, the cross section is spin-independent only.
Both the XENONnT and the LZ experiments have re-
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cently released the tightest constraints so far on the spin-
independent cross-section [61, 62] given as a 90% CL
upper limit on σSI which are at the level of 10−47 cm2

for DM masses of the order of few tens of GeV. The
upper limits have been derived assuming the Standard
Halo Model. The local DM density ρ� is convention-
ally fixed at 0.3 GeV/cm3, while DM velocity follows
a Maxwellian velocity distribution, with velocity disper-
sion 220/

√
2 km/s, escape velocity vesc = 544 km/s, and

Earth velocity of vE = 232 km/s. XENONnT and LZ
are expected to reach upper limits at the level of 10−48

cm2 [103].
The spin-independent cross-section in the framework

of the SHP model is (see [69]):

σSI =
λ2
HS

4πm4
h

m4
Nf

2
N

(ms +mN )
2 , (15)

where mN is the nucleon mass. The term fN
parametrizes the Higgs-nucleon interaction:

fN =
∑
q

fq =
∑
q

mq

mN
〈N |q̄q|N〉, (16)

where the sum is made over all quark flavours q with
mass mq. A typical value of fN ≈ 0.3 is often adopted
[69].

To compute the spin-independent cross-section for the
SHP model, we used two numerical codes: MadDM
[76] and micrOMEGAs. The results found with mi-
crOMEGAs are larger than the one of MadDM by
a factor of 5%, independent from the DM mass. The
main features responsible for the difference are associ-
ated to the QCD corrections and to the contribution of
higher twist operators, which are not taken into account
in MadDM4.

In Fig. 7 we show the upper limits found using the
available data from the LZ [61] and XENONnT [62] ex-
periments. In particular, LZ can probe values of the
coupling parameter λHS as low as about 10−3 for DM
masses of a few tens of GeV. However, the local DM
density profile and its velocity distribution is character-
ized by sizable uncertainties. For DM masses below 10
GeV, the uncertainties on the velocity distribution play
an important role, while the ones on the value ρ� are the
dominant source of uncertainty at higher DM masses (see
[104]). Since the parameter space we are considering con-
sists of DM masses above 10 GeV, we take into account
only the uncertainties on ρ�, and we consider it to vary
in the range (0.2 – 0.6) GeV/cm3 [105–108]. In Fig. 7, left
panel, we show the uncertainty band associated to ρ�. In

4We verified that turning off the running of the QCD coupling
in micrOMEGAs (setting the variable qcdNLO=1 in the script
directDet.c), and turning off the contributions from higher twist
operators (setting Twist2On=0), the two codes give results which
are compatible within 1%.

the same plot we also show the projected sensitivity for
the future experiment DARWIN [64], which will reduce
the upper limits by nearly a factor of 4 for the considered
mass range.

Assuming that the total DM relic density can be asso-
ciated to only one single DM candidate, in our case the
S scalar, the differential rate of detection dR/dE is pro-
portional to σSI

SNρ�/mS , where ρ� is the local DM mass
density. On the contrary, assuming that the candidate
S constitutes only a fraction of the full DM component,
i.e. that the relic density of the particle S is a fraction of
the total DM relic density, we have to apply an appro-
priate rescaling to the cross section upper limit. Indeed,
in this case, the local DM density of the DM candidate
S is lower, and can be simply assumed to scale as:

ξ =
ΩSh

2

ΩDMh2
. (17)

Assuming that there is no difference in how the particle
S and the other DM components cluster in the Galaxy,
the local energy density of S can be written as

ρ�(S) = ξ · ρ�. (18)

As a consequence, the upper limits on σSI associated to
S can be computed as the parameter space of mS , λHS ,
satisfying the condition:

ξ · σSI(mS , λHS) ≤ σUL
EXP, (19)

where σUL
EXP is the 90% CL upper limit of the experiment

under consideration. In Fig. 7, right panel, we show
the results obtained by including the effects of consid-
ering a fraction of DM into the calculation of the relic
density. Using the LZ upper limit, the only region al-
lowed corresponds to S masses in the range (57−62.51)
GeV. Additionally, we also consider the projected DAR-
WIN upper limits and the remaining narrow region is
mS = (61 GeV − mh/2), i.e below mh/2. Over the res-
onance region, the couplings compatible with the direct
detection constraints are much larger than what is shown
in Fig. 7. For example, for mS = 60 GeV, the upper lim-
its on the coupling parameter increases by a factor of
about 100. Therefore, the requirement of achieving the
correct relic density for the S particles in the calculation
of the direct detection has the consequence of restricting
the mass range compatible with the data upper limits
but it provides weaker constraints on the λHS parameter
in the same mass range. Future experiments seem to not
be able to rule out values of λHS smaller than 0.1 if the
DM mass remains slightly below mh/2.

VI. INDIRECT DETECTION

Current experiments measuring cosmic particles, such
as γ rays, neutrinos or CRs, count the indirect detec-
tion of a possible DM signal among their most important
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FIG. 7: Left panel: The 90% CL upper limits for the parameter λHS as a function of the DM mass mS obtained with direct
detection experiments. We recast the exclusion limits of LZ [61] and XENON1T [62] along with the projected sensitivity for
the future experiments DARWIN [64] for the SHP model. The grey band represents the uncertainty in the upper limit induced
by the uncertainty on the local DM density ρ�, which we vary in the range (0.2 – 0.6) GeV/cm3. Right panel: Same as left
but with the constraints re-scaled on the basis of the actual value of ΩSh

2 following the assumption that the DM might be
subdominant or overabundant, i.e., by using Eq. (19). We show the allowed region obtained using the upper limits from the
LZ experiment [61] (green band) and the projected sensitivity for the future DARWIN experiment [64] (orange band). We also
show the combination of λHS and mS that provides the correct relic abundance and we display the region where the particle
S is overabundant with a grey band.

science cases (see, e.g., [41] for Fermi-LAT). In particu-
lar, these experiments focus their searches on the detec-
tion of fluxes of the rarest astrophysical particles such
as: photons (from radio to γ rays), neutrinos and an-
tineutrinos ν, antiprotons p̄, positrons e+ and antinu-
clei. Among these particles, photons and, to an even
larger extent, ν have the great advantage to travel al-
most undisturbed across the Universe and are able to
provide directional information. This allows to focus the
DM search in the direction of astrophysical sources which
are expected to have very large density of DM. Among
the most promising targets, we mention the Milky Way’s
Galactic center, dSphs and the clusters of galaxies. Cur-
rent experiments can detect astrophysical neutrinos for
energies above 1 TeV and with quite low statistics (see,
e.g., [109]). These two aspects make them not suitable for
our scopes. Concerning photons, we focus on the γ rays
detected by Fermi-LAT and we use the data available for
the GCE from Refs. [27, 28] and the recent analysis of
DM searches in dSphs from Refs. [29, 50]. Finally, we
consider among the CRs only antiprotons because the
SHP predicts a large hadronic production of these parti-
cles, while the e± production is less important. Finally,
we won’t consider cosmic antinuclei because currently no
firm detection has been published so far and upper limits
are much weaker than other probes (see, e.g., [110]).

A. The γ rays from the Galactic center and dwarf
galaxies

1. Model

The γ-ray emission from DM particle interactions in-
cludes two components: the direct and indirect produc-
tion. The first one is also called prompt emission and
it is due to the direct production of γ rays through an
intermediate annihilation channel. The prompt emission
is theoretically calculated as follows:

dN

dEdΩ
=

1

2

r�
4π

(
ρ�
mS

)2

J̄ × 〈σv〉
∑
f

〈σv〉f
〈σv〉

(
dNγ
dE

)
f

,

(20)
where ρ� is the local DM density, and r� is the distance
of the Earth from the center of the Galaxy. We use r� =
8.12 kpc, as measured recently in Ref. [111]. The term
J̄ is the geometrical factor averaged over the solid angle
∆Ω spanned by the region of interest (ROI) considered in
the analysis. This quantity is calculated as the integral
performed along the line of sight (l.o.s.) l of the squared
DM density distribution ρ2 normalized by ∆Ω:

J̄ =
1

∆Ω

∫
∆Ω

dΩ

∫
l.o.s.

dl

r�

ρ2[r(l,Ω)]

ρ2
�

. (21)

The term (dNγ/dE)f is the γ-ray spectrum from DM
annihilation for a specific annihilation channel labeled
as f and 〈σv〉f/〈σv〉 is its relative contribution of the
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annihilation cross section into a specific channel f with
respect to the total annihilation cross section. As ex-
plained in Sec. II C we calculate the source spectra in the
SHP model using MadDM.

In case of DM particles annihilating into leptonic chan-
nels, i.e. e+e−, µ+µ− and τ+τ−, there is a secondary
production of γ rays that could be relevant. This involves
e± produced from the prompt emission that can subse-
quently generate γ rays through inverse Compton scat-
tering on the interstellar radiation fields photons. This
component is particularly relevant for the Galactic center
where the density of the starlight and dust components
of the interstellar radiation fields are roughly a factor
of 10 higher than their local density (see, e.g., [112]). As
demonstrated in Ref. [29], hadronic annihilation channels
have a contribution from inverse Compton scattering rel-
evant only for energies below 1 GeV, for mS between tens
of GeV up to 100 GeV, which is the most interesting re-
gion in our analysis. For these energies, the uncertainties
in the GCE flux are very large and the significance of
detection is small. Therefore, we decide to neglect the
contribution of secondary γ rays coming from DM anni-
hilation.

The exact DM density distribution in the center of
the Galaxy is not well known. In Ref. [29], the authors
considered an hybrid approach to estimate the uncer-
tainty on the density profile. They took into account two
factors: the data on Galaxy rotation curve, which con-
strains ρ beyond a few kpc from the Galactic center; and
the GCE data, which fixes the density shape between
about 0.1 and few kpc under the assumption that the
GCE is originated by DM annihilation. Using this strat-
egy they identified three models, labeled as MIN, MED
MAX, that bracket the uncertainty on the geometrical
factor. In particular, they have found that the variation
for the J̄ value between the MIN and MAX models is

about a factor of 7. We considered this uncertainty in
our results. Instead, the uncertainty on J̄ for dSphs is
included directly in the analysis of the γ-ray data from
these objects. In fact, this parameter is treated as a nui-
sance parameter of the likelihood fit, using a gaussian
prior with an average taken as the observed geometrical
factor and with the 1σ error as the width (see [29, 50] for
more details).

2. Results

We first provide the results of the fit to the GCE data
found in [27, 28]. We perform a fit to the data taking
into account statistical and systematic errors. The latter
include the uncertainties due to the choice of the Galac-
tic interstellar emission model. The DM mass mS and
the annihilation cross section 〈σv〉 are free parameters
of the fit. The left panel of Fig. 8 shows the result of
the fit to the data found in [28], which gives the best-
fit values for the DM parameters: mS = (54 ± 6) GeV
and 〈σv〉 = (2.4 ± 0.4) cm3/s. The best-fit value for
the coupling parameter is between 0.03–0.18. It varies
significantly because the best-fit masses are close to the
Higgs resonance for which the 〈σv〉 increases dramati-
cally, and the required coupling decreases. This is visible
in the right panel of Fig. 8, where we show the χ2 pro-
file as a function of the parameters mS and λHS . When
mS ≈ 50 GeV, the value of λHS that fits the data is ap-
proximately (1−2)× 10−2. Close to the resonance mh/2,
the best-fit of the coupling decreases to values of the or-
der (1−2)× 10−4. This is due to the fact that by fixing
λHS , the 〈σv〉 increases significantly when mS ≈ mh/2.
For masses around (70−80) GeV, the best-fit value of the
coupling increases to values of the order 10−1. The χ2

profile we find using the data released in the other refer-
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ence considered in this paper for the GCE, i.e. Ref. [27],
is similar to the one shown in Fig. 8 and obtained from
the GCE SED obtained in Ref. [28]. As a final remark,
we remind that the geometrical factor for the Galactic
center is not well known. As seen before, in Ref. [29] an
uncertainty of about a factor of 7 in the J̄ value has been
estimated between the models describing the GCE den-
sity profile. This translates into a systematic also in the
best-fit of λHS . In particular, the calculation of the γ-ray
flux is proportional to 〈σv〉 · J̄ . That means a variation
of J̄ can be reabsorbed by an opposite variation of the
annihilation cross section, namely in a variation of the
value of the coupling λHS , where we have 〈σv〉 ∝ λ2

HS.
Therefore, a systematic of a factor of 7 in the geometrical
factor causes a systematic in the value of λHS of about√

7 ≈ 2.6.
We also analyzed the γ-ray constraints coming from

dSphs. In particular we use the results of Refs. [29, 50].
In the former, a sample of 48 dwarf galaxies, both clas-
sical and ultrafaint, have been analyzed using 11 years
of data and assuming that the objects are pointlike (i.e.
smaller than the Fermi-LAT point-spread function). In
the latter, 12 years of data in the direction of 22 dSphs
have been analyzed considering a spatial extended tem-
plates for the DM flux. In both cases no clear detec-
tion has been found with a maximum value of the test
statistic of the order of 9. Using the data released in
Refs. [29, 50] we determined the χ2 profile as a function
of the mS and 〈σv〉 as we did for the GCE. The peak of
the signal is located at masses around (50−300) GeV and
〈σv〉 ≈ (0.4−6)× 10−26 cm3/s.

B. Antiproton flux

DM annihilation can induce a primary flux of p̄. The
source term which denotes the differential production
rate of p̄ per volume, time and energy reads as:

Q(E, r) =

(
ρ(r)

ρ�

)2∑
i

〈σv〉i
〈σv〉

(
dNp̄
dE

)
i

, (22)

where (dNp̄/dE)i is the spectrum of p̄ produced from
DM particle interactions and it depends on the specific
annihilation channel assumed and labeled with i. In ad-
dition, there is an astrophysical antimatter background
which originates from the scattering of CR protons and
nuclei on the interstellar matter.

To properly calculate the flux of secondary and DM
antiprotons one should calibrate the galactic propaga-
tion parameters such that the spectra of primary parti-
cles reproduce AMS-02 observations. We use the results
presented in Ref. [113] where the authors have first fitted
the data sets of proton, helium, and the antiproton-to-
proton ratio from AMS-02 collected over 7 years [114] and
complement these data sets with low-energy data for pro-
tons and helium from the Voyager satellite [115]. Their
propagation model includes diffusion (parametrized by

a smoothly broken power-law in terms of the particle
rigidity), reacceleration, energy losses, secondary pro-
duction/fragmentation processes, and solar modulation
modelled is a force field approximation (see Ref. [113]
for details). By adding a possible DM contribution to
the antiproton source spectra, our analysis provides a χ2

profile as a function of the parameters mS and λHS of the
SHP model. We combine these results for p̄, published in
Ref. [113], with the ones found for γ rays from the Galac-
tic center and dSphs. The authors recently followed up
with an updated analysis [116]. In that work, they have
tested two models, labelled as INJ.BRK and DIFF.BRK.
The former describes the injection spectra of the primary
CRs with a broken power law using different slopes for p
and He. The diffusion coefficient is modeled as a broken
power law with a single break. The latter model, instead,
utilizes a single power law for the spectra, while the diffu-
sion coefficient has both a low and an high-energy break.
In this analysis, the authors perform fits to the AMS-02
antiproton data with and without including the possible
correlations [58] in the data. The INJ.BRK model pro-
vides evidence for a possible DM contribution similarly
to what has been found in Refs. [110, 113, 117].

For completeness, we considered both models in our
analysis. In particular, the INJ.BRK model results in very
minor changes on our constraints, while the DIFF.BRK
model shows that there is no evidence for a DM con-
tribution for masses below 100 GeV. As a consequence,
the latter model allows us to impose tight constraints on
the SHP model parameter space. We will discuss this
possibility in Sec. VII C.

VII. COMBINED RESULTS FROM DIRECT,
INDIRECT, COLLIDER SEARCHES AND

COSMOLOGY

A. The S particle as dominant dark matter
component

In this section we combine the results found previously
using γ-ray and p̄ cosmic data, collider, direct detection
constraints and cosmological measurements. We first
combine the results obtained using γ-ray and p̄ flux data
by summing the χ2 profile defined as a function of the
parameters mS and λHS . In Fig. 9 we show the best-fit
region from astroparticle data compared with the con-
straints from collider, direct detection and relic density.
For the direct detection we show the upper limits on λHS
obtained with the LZ data (see Sec. V) while for collider
searches we use the upper limits found with CMS data
for the vector boson fusion (see Sec. IV). There are two
intersections between the relic density and astroparticle
data. The first one is at a DM mass mS ≈ mh/2 and
λHS ≈ (1.4−1.7) × 10−4. This is compatible with the
collider and direct detection constraints. The second one
is for mS = (63 − 69) GeV and λHS = (2 − 6) × 10−2.
However, this part of the parameter space is ruled out
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FIG. 9: Left panel: Contour regions obtained with a combined fit to cosmic particle flux data (GCE, dSphs and antiprotons). We
also show the upper limits on λHS obtained from ATLAS data [101] (red dashed line) and the HL-LHC projections for 27 TeV
[72] (orange dotted line). Direct detection upper limits refer to LZ data [61] (brown dashed line) and projections to DARWIN
(purple dot-dashed). We also report the region of the parameter space compatible with the observed DM relic abundance
(green region) in case of model fBE, including the uncertainty coming from the different choice of the QCD correction approach,
labelled with QCD A and QCD B. Right panel: Same as in the left panel but for the region around the resonance mS ≈ mh/2.
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FIG. 10: Same as in the right panel of Fig. 9 but considering the MIN (left panel) and MAX (right panel) DM density
parameters for the GCE analysis.

by direct detection constraints. Therefore, the only re-
gion of the parameter space that fits well cosmic data,
compatible with relic density and consistent with col-
lider and direct detection constraints is for mS ≈ mh/2,
to be precise (10− 20) MeV smaller than mh/2, and
λHS = (1.4−1.7) × 10−4. As explained in Sec. VI A,
there is a quite large uncertainty related to the exact
DM density in the center of the Milky Way, which in
Ref. [29] has been estimated to be included among the
MIN, MED and MAX models. In Fig. 10, we show the
combined results obtained with the MIN and MAX mod-
els observing that a change of the DM density in the

center of the Galaxy has little to no effect on our con-
clusions. With these models, there is still a region very
close to the Higgs resonance which fits well cosmic fluxes
data and which is compatible with the collider and direct
detection experiments. The only quantity that changes
is the value of λHS that fits the cosmic fluxes data and
for which we have the correct relic abundance. By con-
sidering the MIN and MAX model the coupling can vary
in the range (1.2−2.0)× 10−4.
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FIG. 11: The same as in Fig. 9 but for various values of the ξ parameter, as labelled in the different frames.

B. The S particle as subdominant dark matter
component

In this section, we discuss the possibility that the S
particle is not the dominant component of DM density.
We therefore allow paramenter-space configurations for
which ΩSh

2 accounts from 1% up 100% of the measured
dark matter average density ΩDMh

2 (i.e. 0.01 ≤ ξ ≤ 1).
We verify whether the relic density regions are still com-
patible with astroparticle data best-fit regions and with
direct detection and collider constraints. In Fig. 5, we
show the parameter space of the SHP model providing
a fraction of the DM relic density. In order to find the
best-fit region for λHS and mS that fits cosmic fluxes
data, we consider the following. If the S particle repre-
sents a fraction ξ, according to Eq. (17), of the DM relic
abundance, the DM Galactic density should be rescaled
by the same amount ξ · ρ. The geometrical factor J̄ is
proportional to ρ2. This implies that J̄ ∝ ξ2. The J̄ -
factor enters in the calculation of the flux as Φ ∝ J̄ ∝ ξ2.
Thus, the rescaling of the S density implies that we need

to apply an opposite rescaling on the annihilation cross
section 〈σv〉 → ξ−2〈σv〉, in order to match the cosmic
flux data, as previously discussed in Sec. VI. Further-
more, given 〈σv〉 depends on λHS , the rescaling on the
cross section translates in the rescaling on λHS . Finally,
since 〈σv〉 scales with λ2

HS , for λHS < 0.1 (see Fig. 3),
we can just rescale the contraints on λHS shown in the
previous subsection by 1/ξ.

In Fig. 11, we show the results for the combined anal-
ysis for ξ = 0.3, 0.1, 0.03, and 0.01. When ξ = 0.3 (S
makes up 30% of total DM density) we see that the best-
fit region to cosmic data matching the relic abundance
corresponds to mS ≈ mh/2 and λHS = (2.3−2.7)×10−4,
which is consistent with the direct detection upper lim-
its. The second region with mass around mh/2 + 0.20
GeV and λHS = (0.8−1.8) × 10−2 is instead excluded
by LZ constraints. For ξ smaller than about 20%, also
the higher mass region of compatibility between cosmic
data and relic abundance becomes consistent with direct
detection upper limits. This is visible in Fig. 11 for the
case with ξ = 0.1 where there is still a region of compat-
ibility at about mS ≈ mh/2 and λHS ≈ 3 × 10−4 and
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FIG. 12: Best-fit regions for λHS as a function of ξ. The
green (blue) bands denote the regions where MS is slightly
smaller (larger) than mh/2. We also report the upper limits
from direct detection covered by LZ and the future prospects
for DARWIN.

the second one which is at mS ≈ mh/2 + 0.05 GeV has
λHS ≈ (0.5−1.2)× 10−2. The smaller the value of ξ, the
closer the high mass compatibility region is to the right
side of mS ≈ mh/2 with at the same time smaller values
of λHS . For ξ < 0.02 the two regions basically merge, as
can be see in Fig. 12 showing the two best-fit regions in
the ξ-λHS plane. For values of ξ smaller than 1% there
is no region of the parameter space for which the best-
fit from cosmic data is compatible with the relic density
calculation. Therefore, if ξ ≥ 0.20 the only region fitting
the cosmic data and compatible with the relic density
and direct detection constraints is for mS ≈ mh/2 with
values of λHS of the order of (1.5−4)× 10−4. Instead, if
ξ = 0.01−0.20, also slightly larger mS values are allowed,
of the order of 0.05 GeV larger, while the coupling can
be as large as 10−2.

The projected sensitivity of DARWIN is shown in
Figs. 11 and 12 as the purple dot-dashed curves. While
the region withmS . mh/2 and smaller coupling remains
out-of-reach for direct detection experiments in the fore-
seeable future, the region with mS & mh/2 (blue shaded
area) can be probed with the sensitivity of DARWIN.

The results presented in this section are consistent with
the ones reported in Ref. [24].

C. Results without the GCE and upper limits from
cosmic antiprotons

An alternative interpretation of the GCE states that it
originates from the cumulative flux coming from a popu-
lation of millisecond pulsars located in the Galactic bulge
[34–37]. If this is the case, tight constraints on a possi-
ble DM contribution in the Galactic center can be found
(see, e.g., [118]). Additionally, the analysis of a possible
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FIG. 13: Same as in Fig. 9 but with the upper limits de-
rived from CR antiprotons flux data from AMS-02, with dif-
ferent assumptions for the propagation setup. In particu-
lar the model labed as ‘DIFF’ (‘INJ’) stands for the model
DIFF.BREAK (INJ.BREAK) in Ref. [116]. Moreover, the cases
labeled as ‘Unc.’ and ‘Corr.’ refer to the case the uncertain-
ties are taken to be uncorrelated and correlated, respectively.

DM contribution to the cosmic ray flux of antiprotons
have not found any signal, and upper limits on the anni-
hilation cross section has been imposed in Ref. [116] with
the model DIFF.BREAK.

In this section, we report the results of our analysis
assuming that the DM is not responsible for the GCE.
We take into account the results obtained by Ref. [116]
with the model DIFF.BREAK. We can not use the results
of Ref. [118] since they do not consider the SHP model.

In Fig. 13, we show the results obtained with a com-
bined analysis of dSphs, as presented in Sec. VI A,
and with antiprotons, following the results published
in Ref. [116]. We considered both DIFF.BREAK and
INJ.BREAK models, with and without taking into account
correlations between data points. In particular, we dis-
play the 95% CL upper limits for λHS as a function of the
DM mass obtained for the two propagation setups used
in the antiproton analysis and the two cases of data cor-
relations. The upper limits rule out the region of the pa-
rameter space with mS ≥ mh/2 because for those masses
the values of λHS which satisfy the relic density are above
the upper limit curves. Instead, for mS < mh/2 the al-
lowed region contains masses below mh/2−0.05 GeV and
λHS smaller than a few times 10−4.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we performed a detailed and updated
phenomenological study of the SHP model combining
data from indirect and direct detection, the LHC, and the
DM density measurement. We pinpointed the parameter
space that is both allowed by the constraints imposed
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by this data as well as preferred as an explanation of
the long-standing Fermi-LAT GCE and the AMS-02 an-
tiproton excess. The former set of data alone leaves the
resonant region mS ∼ mh/2 as one of only two allowed
windows of parameter space – the other one being the
high-mass region, mS & 3 TeV, which, however, requires
large couplings λHS & 1 and will entirely be probed by
future direct detection experiments, e.g., with DARWIN.
In the resonant region, in contrast, very small couplings
are sufficient to match the measured relic density con-
taining a spot with maximal resonant enhancement that
is out-of-reach for any direct detection and collider ex-
periment in the foreseeable future. This leaves indirect
detection as the only handle to conclusively probe this
scenario.

Accordingly, we further narrow down the parameter
space in the resonant region by testing its compatibil-
ity with the Fermi-LAT GCE and the AMS-02 antipro-
ton excess independently pointing to a DM mass around
mh/2. We utilize recent results from Refs. [27, 28] and
[113] based on 11 years of Fermi-LAT data and 7 years of
AMS-02 data, respectively, thereby improving over pre-
vious results obtained within the model. Furthermore,
special care has been taken in the precise computation of
the relic density by considering effects of kinetic decou-
pling that are highly relevant close to the resonance.

Two viable subregions fit both excesses while predict-
ing the right relic density: one slightly below and one just
above mh/2 among which the latter is, however, excluded
by direct detection due to the larger coupling required.
When allowing S to only constitute a fraction of the DM
density – while still being considered exclusively respon-
sible for the observed indirect detection excesses – more
possibilities open up. In particular, due to the different
scalings of indirect and direct detection rates with the
DM fraction, the latter subregion becomes allowed for a
fraction of 10% or less. Both subregions provide good
fits down to a DM fraction of 1% below which the relic

density and the indirect detection signals become incom-
patible.

Providing couplings in between 10−2 and 10−4, both
regions are extremely hard to probe with future experi-
ments. We showed that a HL-LHC and even a 27 TeV
HE-LHC could not test the model in the laboratory.
However, with the sensitivity of DARWIN, the subregion
with mS & mh/2 and coupling λHS & 2 × 10−3 can be
probed entirely.

A Python package enabling the fast calculation of the
dark matter spectra, relic density, as well as direct detec-
tion and collider constraints within the model is available
on Github.
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Appendix A: Dark Matter energy spectra calculated
with MadDM

In this section we provide the technical details for the
calculation of the DM energy spectra with MadDM. In
particular, we refer to the computation of the quanti-
ties dNp/dE with p being γ rays, positrons, antiprotons
or neutrinos, that enter in the calculation of the flux of
particles produced from DM annihilation (see Sec. VI).

As a first step, given a value of the DM mass mS and
coupling λHS , MadDM calculates the cross section for
all the annihilation channels. Then, it obtains the rela-
tive contribution of each i-th channel as 〈σv〉i/〈σv〉, and
it calculates the final spectrum of a certain particle p as:

dNp
dE

=
∑
i

(dNp
dE

)
i
· 〈σv〉i
〈σv〉tot

, (A1)

summing over the different annihilation channels labeled
by the index i. During the calculation of the annihilation
cross sections, MadDM calls the MadEvent generator to
simulate events of the hard process, including the kine-
matics of the produced particles, eventually saving all
the information in a Les Houches Event (LHE) file [119].
Event numbers are generated proportional to the relative
contributions of the channel i, 〈σv〉i/〈σv〉tot.

In the next step, MadDM internally calls the Pythia
Monte Carlo generator, which takes as input the LHE file.
In particular, Pythia reads the LHE files and performs
a Monte-Carlo simulation of the hadronization and show-
ering of the DM annihilation final states, starting from
the kinematics defined in the LHE file itself, and produc-
ing final energy spectra of stable particles, such as pho-
tons, neutrinos, e± and p̄. At this stage, loop-induced
processes are handled differently: annihilation cross sec-
tion calculation and related event generation, as well as
the spectra simulation through Pythia, are performed
independently and separately from tree-level processes.
Eventually, the spectra obtained from both the tree-level
and loop-induced processes are combined according to
their respective branching ratios.

The energy spectra we generate take into account
FSR, which is included by Pythia using the command

PartonLevel:FSR=on, while we turn off initial-state-
radiation (PartonLevel:ISR=off), which is not present
for DM annihilating particles, and multi-particle inter-
actions (PartonLevel:MPI=off). We turn on the emis-
sion of weak gauge bosons off fermions which is part of
FSR by using TimeShower:weakShower = on. Our pro-
cedure differs from the one used in the Ref. [85] where the
authors have generated DM spectra in a model indepen-
dent framework. In particular, that approach implies the
process is created through a fake resonance with energy
equal to twice the DM mass, and making it decay into
the channel of interest. Some important effects are not
taken into account if following this method. The first is
related to off-shell contributions from the massive gauge
bosons. As we have seen in Fig. 3, the contribution of
off-shell W± and Z could be very relevant between (60–
90) GeV. The second effect is related to the polarization
of W± and Z bosons. By using the resonant mechanism
as in Ref. [85] the spin 1 gauge bosons are unpolarized,
resulting in the final fermions produced after their decay
to acquire the inaccurate kinematics. Instead, in our cal-
culation, we include the polarization of the gauge bosons
because, thanks to MadDM, we generate events up to
the fermions produced from the decay of the W± and Z
particles. When Pythia reads the LHE files, the kine-
matics of the final fermions inherited the fact that the
W± and Z have a polarization.

We show in Fig. 14 the effect of the polarization of the
W± and Z bosons for the production of antiprotons and
γ rays. In particular we consider three DM masses: 100,
300 GeV and 3 TeV. The effect is more relevant for higher
DM masses in the p̄ channel, with respect to γ rays. In
fact, for photons and mS = 100 GeV the effect accounts
for a few % correction up to energies very close to the
DM mass where the unpolarized spectra are larger by a
factor between (20−25)%. Increasing mS , the effect on
the γ-ray spectra starts to be visible also at lower energies
where the differences can be of the order of (10−20)%.
Instead, for the production of p̄, the effect could be larger
and reaches even (40−50)% at small energies and large
values of mS . In any case, the effect is small at the peak
of the spectra, in units of x2(dN/dx), where x = E/mS ,
and increases in the low and high-energy tails.
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Abstract

We present the one-loop radiative corrections to the muon decay in U(1)z extensions of the

standard model. We compute the mass of the W boson using those corrections and compare it to

an approximation of the complete one-loop prediction implemented in automated computational

tools. We point out that the truncation of the complete formulas become unreliable if the mass of

the Z ′ boson, corresponding to the new U(1)z gauge group is larger than about 1 TeV.

The measurements for extracting the mass of the W boson at hadron colliders [1–4] are

steadily improving, and its precision is approaching the per myriad level [5, 6]. The caveat

is that the last two results differ quite significantly, and there is a vigorous research activity

to find the origin of this disagreement. The current combined world average of the Particle

Data Group [7] MW = (80377± 12) MeV does not include the CDF 2022 result.

On the theoretical side the SM prediction has also reached a similar precision for MW

by including the one-, two-loop and leading three-loop quantum corrections in perturbation

theory [8, 9]. These experimental and theoretical advances has elevated MW to a prime

precision parameter of the standard model (SM), which any extension of the SM must

respect. Currently, there is a 2σ discrepancy between the theoretical prediction of the SM

and the world average for MW , which does not warrant any new physics effect, but one at

least expects that any physics beyond the standard model (BSM) should not worsen the

agreement between the measured value and the theoretical prediction. Thus we assume

that the potential new physics contributions to MW must lie within the difference of the

experimental value and the SM prediction and the corrections stemming from new physics

must be determined with similar precision as the SM value.

The mass of the W boson can best inferred from the muon decay width. In this letter we

compute the complete one-loop radiative corrections to the muon decay process, hence to

MW , for the first time in a specific class of extensions of the SM. We consider models where

the SM gauge group supplemented by an additional U(1)z gauge symmetry and the particle

spectrum includes a complex scalar field χ that is neutral under the standard model gauge

interactions, but contributes to the mass of the neutral gauge bosons through spontaneous

symmetry breaking (SSB). U(1) extensions of the SM are popular for in spite of being

∗ zoltan.peli@ttk.elte.hu
† zoltan.trocsanyi@cern.ch
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relatively simple, they can explain a multiple of BSM phenomena [10–17].

The specific example we have in mind is the superweak extension of the standard model

(SWSM) [18], although different charge assignments are also possible, and our formulae do

not depend on the choice explicitly. The SWSM contains also three generations of SM sterile

right handed neutrinos that are clearly necessary for the cancellation of gauge and gravity

anomalies and to explain the origin of neutrino masses. We do not include their effect here

to simplify the parameter dependence in the numerical analysis, but it can be seamlessly

integrated into our complete one-loop prediction.

The Lagrangian of the scalar fields contains a potential energy with quadratic and quartic

terms such that non-vanishing vacuum expectation value (VEV) v of the Brout-Englert-

Higgs (BEH) field breaks the usual SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y symmetry, while the VEV w of the χ

breaks the U(1)z symmetry via spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB).

In addition to the appearance of the massive scalar bosons, the SSB generates mass terms

also for the gauge bosons

LVB
M =

v2

2

[
g2L
2
W+
µ W

−µ +
g2z
2

tan2 β B′µB
′µ

+
1

4

(
gyBµ +

(
gz − gyz

)
B′µ − gLW 3

µ

)2]
,

(1)

where tan β = w/v, gL, gy and gz are the SU(2)L, U(1)Y and U(1)z couplings, while the

mixing coupling gyz parametrizes the kinetic mixing between the Bµ and B′µ fields [19]. The

fields W±
µ =

(
W 1
µ ± iW 2

µ

)
/
√

2 are the charged, while the neutral gauge eigenstates are Bµ,

B′µ (belonging to the U(1)Y and U(1)z symmetries) and W 3
µ . The latter fields are related to

the neutral mass eigenstates Aµ, Zµ and Z ′µ via two rotations
Bµ

W 3
µ

B′µ

 =


cW −sW 0

sW cW 0

0 0 1




1 0 0

0 cZ −sZ

0 sZ cZ



Aµ

Zµ

Z ′µ

 (2)

where we introduced the abbreviations cX = cos θX and sX = sin θX for mixing angles. The

Weinberg angle θW is defined as

sW =
gy
gZ0

, with the abbreviation g2Z0 = g2y + g2L , (3)

so e = gLsW where gL is the SU(2) gauge coupling and e is the elementary charge. The
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Z − Z ′ mixing angle θZ ∈ (−π/4, π/4) is defined implicitly in terms of effective couplings

κ =
2zφgz − gyz

gZ0

and τ =
2gz
gZ0

tan β (4)

as

tan(2θZ) = − 2κ

1− κ2 − τ 2
, (5)

with zφ being the z-charge of the BEH scalar. Then the masses of the gauge bosons are

MW =
1

2
gLv , MZ =

MW

cW

√
R(cZ , sZ) ,

MZ′ =
MW

cW

√
R(sZ ,−cZ) ,

(6)

with R(x, y) =
(
x− κy

)2
+
(
τy
)2

. The free parameters from the extended gauge sector are

either the Lagrangian couplings (gz, gyz) or the effective couplings (κ, τ). The latter can be

expressed as functions of experimentally more accessible parameters MZ′ and θZ as

κ = −cZsZ
M2

Z −M2
Z′

c2ZM
2
Z + s2ZM

2
Z′
, τ =

MZMZ′

c2ZM
2
Z + s2ZM

2
Z′
. (7)

The well known SM relationship between the W and Z boson masses is modified at tree

level to
M2

W

c2W
= c2ZM

2
Z + s2ZM

2
Z′ . (8)

The mass of the W boson with small theoretical uncertainty can be extracted from the

muon decay width. The order O(α) corrections to the muon decay process in the SM can be

summarized by properly modifying the tree-level relation among the Fermi coupling GF , the

fine structure constant α and the mass of the W boson, which was first derived in Ref. [20],

GF√
2

=
πα

2M2
W

(
1− c2W

)[1−∆r
]−1

(9)

where the parameter ∆r collects the radiative corrections that enter electroweak precision

observables, as well as it is used to express MW −MZ interdependence. In a U(1)z extension,

the relation among the masses of the gauge bosons including the radiative corrections follows

from Eqs. (8) and (9) as

M2
W =

c2ZM
2
Z + s2ZM

2
Z′

2

×

1 +

√
1−

4πα/
(√

2GF

)
c2ZM

2
Z + s2ZM

2
Z′

1

1−∆r

 .
(10)
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We can classify the quantum corrections to the tree level amplitude for the muon decay

process into three categories: (i) the renormalization of the SU(2) gauge coupling gL collected

into the counterterm δgL, (ii) loop corrections to the W boson propagator and (iii) contribu-

tion of the vertex and box loop diagrams δBV to the muon decay. In our notation we split a

generic bare coupling g(0) (the superscript referring to the order of the perturbative expan-

sion) into the renormalized coupling g and a counterterm δg: g(0) = g + δg. We decompose

the VEVs and masses similarly, for example, v(0) = v + δv and M (0) = MW + δMW .

The Lagrangian (1) containing the renormalized gauge boson masses can be recast as

LVB
M =

(
M2

W + δM2
W

)
W+(0)
µ W−(0),µ

+
1

2

(
M2

Z + δM2
Z

)
Z(0)
µ Z(0),µ

+
1

2

(
M2

Z′ + δM2
Z′

)
Z ′(0)µ Z ′(0),µ

+
(
δM2

ZAZ
(0)
µ + δM2

Z′AZ
′(0)
µ

)
A0,µ

+ δM2
ZZ′Z(0)

µ Z ′(0)
µ

(11)

where MW , MZ and MZ′ are given in Eq. (6), and the counterterms can be written symbol-

ically as

δM2
x =

∑
i=y,L,z,yz

cx,iδgi + cx,vδv + cx,wδw , (12)

x = W , Z, Z ′, ZA, Z ′A, ZZ ′. The coefficients cx,i are functions of the renormalized couplings

gy, gL, gz, gyz, and VEVs v, w. In a similar way as done in the SM, we can eliminate δv in

favor of the category (i) corrections,

δgL =
δe

sW
− ec2W

2M2
W s3W

[
c2W

(
c2ZδM

2
Z + s2ZδM

2
Z′

− 2
(
M2

Z −m2
Z′

)
(sZδsZ)

)
− δM2

W

] (13)

where
2δe

e
= −∂ΠAA(k2)

∂k2

∣∣∣∣
k2=0

− 2
sW
cW

(
cZ

ΠZA(0)

M2
Z

− sZ
ΠZ′A(0)

M2
Z′

)
, (14)

and

δsZ
cZ

=
c2ZΠZZ′(M2

Z) + s2ZΠZZ′(M2
Z′)

M2
Z −M2

Z′

− 1

2
sZcZ

(
∂ΠZZ(k2)

∂k2

∣∣∣∣
k2=M2

Z

− ∂ΠZ′Z′(k2)

∂k2

∣∣∣∣
k2=M2

Z′

)
.

(15)
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In Eq. (15) Π is (−i) times the transverse part of self energy graphs. The one-loop charge

renormalization counterterm δe is exactly equal to the one-loop charge renormalization ex-

pression in the SM because the formula in the parenthesis is independent of θZ . In the

counterterm δsZ the Z − Z ′ mixing self energy ΠZZ′(M2
Z′) and the derivatives ∂k2ΠZZ(k2),

∂k2ΠZ′Z′(k2) appear as completely new contributions of the extended gauge sector through

the renormalization of the Z −Z ′ mixing angle θZ . We shall present the detailed derivation

of our formulas for δgL, δe and δsZ elsewhere [21].

Our main result is the complete one-loop prediction in U(1)z extensions of the SM to the

parameter ∆r defined in Eq. (9). In the on-shell renormalization scheme we found

∆r =
ReΠWW (M2

W )− ΠWW (0)

M2
W

+ δBV +
2δe

e

+
c2W

s2WM
2
W

[
c2WReΠZZ(M2

Z)− ReΠWW (M2
W )

]
− s2Z

c2W
s2W

c2W
M2

W

[
ReΠZZ(M2

Z)− ReΠZ′Z′(M2
Z′)

+ 2
(
M2

Z −M2
Z′

)δsZ
sZ

]
(16)

where the first two lines are only formally the same as in the SM as they also include the

BSM contributions. The one-loop self energies ΠWW (k2), ΠZZ(k2) (category (ii) corrections)

and the box and vertex contribution δBV (3rd category) have to be evaluated analogously

to the SM, but with the inclusion of the BSM couplings and fields. We used the projection

method of Ref. [22] to compute δBV. The same applies to the last two terms where the new

feature is that c2W and s2W = 1− c2W has to be evaluated according to Eq. (8).

The expression (16) must be finite and gauge independent as it collects the complete

one-loop radiative corrections to the muon decay process. We checked explicitly that the ε

poles cancel in ∆r, and it is independent of the gauge parameters ξi, (i = A, W , Z, Z ′).

We also adapted our findings to the MS renormalization scheme used in Ref. [9]. In this

case the relation between the W and Z boson masses is expressed in terms of three MS

renomalized parameters (∆r̂W , α̂, ρ̂) that absorb the radiative corrections

GF√
2

=
πα̂(MZ)

2M2
W ŝ

2
W

[
1 + ∆r̂W

]
,

α̂(MZ) =
α

1−∆α̂(MZ)
, ρ̂ =

M2
W

M2
Z ĉ

2
W

,

(17)
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allowing the iterative order by order calculation of the MS -renormalized Weinberg angle

ŝ2W =
1

2

(
1−

[
1− 4πα̂(MZ)/(

√
2GF )

M2
Z ρ̂

(1 + ∆r̂W )

]1/2)
(18)

and the pole mass of the W-boson M2
W = 1

2
ρ̂M2

Z(1− ŝ2W). The one-loop radiative corrections

can be organized in a straightforward manner. As mentioned, the renormalization constant

for the electric charge at one loop in the U(1)z extensions is exactly the same as in the SM,

hence we write
2δe

e

∣∣∣∣
MS

= ∆α̂(1)(µ) = ∆α̂
(1)
SM(µ), (19)

where µ is the renormalizaton scale. The parameter ∆r̂
(1)
W collects the one-loop diagrammatic

corrections to the muon decay process, which can be summarized as

∆r̂
(1)
W =

ReΠWW (M2
W )− ΠWW (0)

M2
W

+ δBV

∣∣∣∣
MS

. (20)

Lastly, the extended gauge sector introduces new terms to the ρ̂ parameter:

ρ̂(1) =

(
c2Z +

M2
Z′

M2
Z

s2Z

)
1

1−∆ρ(1)
, (21)

with

∆ρ(1) =
1

M2
W

[
ReΠWW (M2

W )

− ĉ2W
{

c2Z

(
ReΠZZ(M2

Z)− 2sZcZΠZZ′(M2
Z)

)
+ s2Z

(
ReΠZ′Z′(M2

Z′)− 2sZcZΠZZ′(M2
Z′)

)
+ s2Zc2Z

(
M2

Z −M2
Z′

)
×
(
∂ΠZZ(k2)

∂k2
− ∂ΠZ′Z′(k2)

∂k2

)∣∣∣∣
k2=M2

Z′

}]
MS

.

(22)

In our numerical analysis we include the two-loop standard model predictions

∆α̂(µ) = ∆α̂
(1)
SM(µ) + ∆α̂

(2)
SM(µ) ,

∆r̂W = ∆r̂
(1)
W + ∆r̂

(2)
W, SM ,

ρ̂ =

(
c2Z +

M2
Z′

M2
Z

s2Z

)
1

1−
(
∆ρ(1) + ∆ρ

(2)
SM

) ,
(23)

taken from the fit formulas provided in Ref. [9].
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The mass MW can also be computed with automated programs once the model and the

input parameters are defined, see for instance, SARAH/SPheno [23–26] and FlexibleSusy

[27, 28]. However, the predictions for MW in U(1) extensions provided by these programs

employ approximate one-loop BSM corrections. Our goal here is to check and explore by a

numerical analysis the validity of these approximations depending on the values of the input

parameters, and to point out that such automated computations can lead to an incorrect

prediction.

We investigate the predictions for MW and ŝ2W(µ = MZ) in two approximations: (i)

one includes the complete set of one-loop radiative corrections and two-loop SM corrections

computed by us, (ii) a truncation often used in automated high energy physics tools such as

SARAH/SPheno [23–26] and FlexibleSusy [27, 28]. In this second case the one-loop radiative

corrections to ρ̂ are formally the same as in the SM

∆ρ(1) =
1

M2
W

[
ReΠWW (M2

W )− ĉ2WReΠZZ(M2
Z)

]
, (24)

but with self-energies evaluated in the BSM extension, which is the U(1)z extension in our

work.

We use the set of input parameters

GF = 1.1663787 · 10−5 GeV−2, MZ = 91.1876 GeV ,

MH = 125.25 GeV, mt = 172.83 GeV, mb = 4.18 GeV ,

αs(MZ) = 0.1179, α =
(
137.036

)−1
, ∆α

(5)
had = 0.02760

(25)

taken from [7]. In particular, the value of the top quark pole mass mt is presented in the

Quark Masses subsection of Chapter 10 and the numerical value for ∆α
(5)
had is the average of

the results presented in Table 10.1 of Ref. [7].

Once the parameters in (25) are set, the predictions MW and ŝ2W(µ = MZ) depend on

free five parameters

MZ′ , sZ , MS, sS, tan β, (26)

where MS is the mass of the scalar particle appearing after SSB of the complex scalar field

χ and sS is the scalar mixing angle. The SM is recovered in the limit of vanishing massive

neutral gauge boson and scalar mixings, sZ = sS = 0, which produces our reference SM

8



predictions in agreement with the literature,

MSM
W = 80.353 GeV, ŝ2,SMW (MZ) = 0.2313,

α̂−1SM(MZ) = 127.952 ,
(27)

once the decoupling of the top-quark [29] is applied.

The extension of the SM gauge sector affects the vector and axial vector (V-A) couplings

of the Z boson and introduces the Z ′ boson, which also interacts with fermions through its

own V-A couplings. The exact form of these couplings depend on the z-charge assignment

of the new U(1)z gauge group. In order to present numerical values for our predictions, we

select the SWSM where the z charges are fixed as zQ = 1/6, zU = 7/6 and zφ = zU −zQ [18].

We compare the predictions of the two cases in order to explore the validity of the

approximations applied in (ii). We present our findings as benchmark points expressed as

the differences

∆MW = MW −MSM
W and ∆s2W = ŝ2W(MZ)− ŝ2,SMW (MZ) ,

sampled from different regions of the parameter space spanned byMZ′ , sZ , MS, sS and tan β.

In general, the mixing angle θZ severely affects the predictions for electroweak observables.

We present our benchmark points depending on the ratios MZ′/MZ and MS/Mh being

smaller or larger than one.

A light (heavy) Z ′ boson with MZ′ < MZ (MZ′ > MZ) contributes a negative (positive)

shift to the mass of the W boson. For light new physics (Tab. I), i.e. in the limit MZ′/MZ �

1, case (ii) is close to the complete prediction (i) and provides a good approximation. For

heavy new physics (Tab. II) however, i.e. MZ′/MZ � 1 the approximation introduced in

case (ii) may become unreliable and the difference from the complete prediction (i) can easily

surpass the size of the typical experimental uncertainty of about 10 MeV.

We also compare the two predictions by showing the 2σ allowed band |M exp.
W −MW | < 2σ

where MW is our theoretical prediction in the U(1)z extension, M exp.
W is the experimentally

measured value and σ =
√
σ2
exp. + σ2

theo. + σ2
param.. Here σexp. is the uncertainty of M exp.

W ,

σtheo. is the theoretical and σparam. is the parametric uncertainty of our prediction MW . The

theoretical uncertainty is estimated in Ref. [9] to be σtheo. = 4 MeV, while we estimate the

parametric uncertainty with the input values presented in Eq. (25) to be σtheo. = 8 MeV.

Figure 1 shows the 2σ allowed bands obtained with the PDG world average [7] for M exp.
W .
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MS = 50 GeV MS = 500 GeV

tanβ ∆MW [MeV] ∆s2W × 104 ∆MW [MeV] ∆s2W × 104

(i) (ii) (i) (ii) (i) (ii) (i) (ii)

0.1 −1 −1 0 0 −2 −2 0 0

1 −1 −1 0 0 −2 −2 0 0

10 −1 −1 0 0 −2 −2 0 0

TABLE I. Predictions for the parameter set MZ′ = 50 MeV, sZ = 0.005 and sS = 0.1.

MS = 50 GeV MS = 500 GeV

tanβ ∆MW [MeV] ∆s2W × 104 ∆MW [MeV] ∆s2W × 104

(i) (ii) (i) (ii) (i) (ii) (i) (ii)

2 −165 −727 6 39 32 −730 −6 39

5 4 −83 −1 4 34 −84 −2 4

10 31 11 −2 −1 37 10 −2 −1

TABLE II. Predictions for the parameter set MZ′ = 5 TeV, sZ = 5× 10−4 and sS = 0.1.

We see that the approximation (ii) leads to quite different allowed regions for a heavy Z ′

whose extent depends on tan β. This warns us that one has to be careful when using the

automated computations for the radiative corrections to the mass of the W boson.

In summary, we computed the one-loop corrections ∆r to the muon decay in a general

U(1)z extension of the standard model. We did not make any assumptions for the parameters

of the model or employing any truncations beyond the systematic perturbation theory. We

presented the complete expression for ∆r in the on-shell renormalization scheme and also in

the MS scheme. We found that not only additional loops appear in the transverse W and

Z boson self energies ΠWW (p2), ΠZZ(p2) and in the box- and vertex corrections δBV but the

Z ′ boson self energy ΠZ′Z′(p2) and the wave function renormalizations ZZZ , ZZ′Z′ and ZZZ′

also contribute to ∆r. The new terms appear in the renormalization of θW in the on-shell

scheme or in the ρ̂ parameter in the MS scheme.

The high energy physics tools that can automatically compute the radiative corrections

to MW in BSM models neglect several terms from the complete expression in Eq. (22) for
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FIG. 1. Comparison of the predictions by plotting the regions allowed by the requirement

|M exp.
W −MW | < 2σ for the fixed values sS = 0.1 and MS = 500 GeV in the MZ′ − sZ plane for

large values of MZ′ .

U(1)z type BSM extensions. We pointed out using a specific example model, the SWSM [18]

that the effect of the neglected terms can affect significantly the prediction. In qualitatively

different regions of the parameter space spanned by the free input parameters, we selected

benchmark points for small Z − Z ′ mixing sZ . We found that neglecting ZZZ , ZZ′Z′ and

ΠZ′Z′(p2) produces small O(MeV) numerical errors for tan β ≥ 1 in the region where the

mass of the new netural gauge boson is much lighter then the Z boson, but for MZ′ �MZ it

does not provide a reliable approximation and the use of the complete expression employed

in case (i) is more appropriate.
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