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1Kitzbühel Centre for Physics, Kitzbühel, Austria.
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ABSTRACT

Quantum sensing is a rapidly growing approach to probe fundamental physics, pushing the frontiers with precision measure-
ments in our quest to understand the deep structure of matter and its interactions. This field uses properties of quantum
mechanics in the detectors to go beyond traditional measurement techniques. Key particle physics topics where quantum sens-
ing can play a vital role include neutrino properties, tests of fundamental symmetries (Lorentz invariance and the equivalence
principle including searches for possible variations in fundamental constants as well as searches for electric dipole moments ),
the search for dark matter and testing ideas about the nature of dark energy. Interesting new sensor technologies include atom
interferometry, optomechanical devices, and atomic and nuclear clocks including with entanglement. This Perspective explores
the opportunities for these technologies in future particle physics experiments, opening new windows on the structure of the
Universe.

1 Introduction
Our present understanding of fundamental physics is built on the Standard Model, SM, of Particle Physics and General
Relativity, GR, Einstein’s theory of gravitation. Particle physics is described by the very successful SM encompassing the
theories of quantum electrodynamics, QED, electroweak interactions and quantum chromodynamics, QCD1. These interactions
are governed by the gauge symmetries of U(1), chiral SU(2) acting on left handed quarks and leptons, and colour SU(3). The
masses of the W and Z gauge bosons as well as the quarks and charged leptons are determined by the Brout-Englert-Higgs,
BEH, mechanism, with the discovery of the Higgs boson at CERN in 2012 completing the SM2. For gravitation GR is working
everywhere it has been tested, from laboratory experiments to astrophysics measurements, with recent highlights including
gravitational waves and black hole imaging, plus gravitational lensing.

This is not the full story. Open puzzles remain: the origin of tiny neutrino masses, the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the
Universe, why the SM contains 3 families of quarks and leptons and, at the interface of particle physics and gravitation, the
nature and properties of the mysterious dark energy, DE, and dark matter, DM, that comprise 69% and 26% of the energy
budget of the Universe, with dark energy driving its accelerating expansion.

Might there be new interactions waiting to be discovered involving new particles to appear at higher energies or with tiny
couplings, so called feebly interacting particles, that have not yet appeared with the present precision of our experiments? The
vacuum of the SM sits close to the border between stable and metastable if extrapolated up to Planck mass and assuming no
coupling to new particles or interactions. Might this be a clue? Might we find cracks in Standard Model symmetries with higher
precision or energy, or perhaps with GR, e.g., as violations of the equivalence principle, to give clues to a more fundamental
theory? Going further in our quest to understand the deep structure of matter and spacetime involves pushing the energy,
precision and cosmology frontiers and their interfaces.

Advances with new quantum sensing technologies are driving the precision frontier and are also potentially relevant at other
frontiers. Quantum sensors are important in testing models of the dark sector (dark energy and matter), spacetime symmetries,
particle electric dipole moments and neutrino masses, together probing fundamental physics originating from a vast range
of energy scales from the infrared to deep in the ultraviolet, close to the Planck scale. For the purpose of this paper, we will
consider as quantum sensors any device whose measurement capabilities are enabled by our ability to manipulate and / or
read out its quantum states. Furthermore, quantum mechanics is potentially used as a tool in detector technologies to go
beyond the standard quantum limit, SQL, and shot noise limits of measurement uncertainty with a view to approaching the
fundamental Heisenberg limit imposed by the uncertainty relations3. The SQL concerns dynamically induced noise in the
position measurement of a free mass whereas the shot noise refers to environment induced noise from vacuum fluctuations. In
such very sensitive devices new physics can be detected through the tiny energy shifts it can cause in quantum systems.

In this Perspective we discuss a selection of key areas where quantum sensors can have a significant impact and recent
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detector developments and advances that have genuine potential to drive future experimental progress, including new approaches
where the use of quantum entanglement in clocks and interferometers will make for even more accurate devices with new
discovery potential.

We first give a brief summary of quantum sensing techniques in particle physics and then highlight a selection of key physics
observables where quantum sensors have real promise for discovery science. Specific detector issues for particle physicists are
discussed. Finally, we conclude with challenges for the particle and quantum sensor communities with opportunities for new
collaboration that could drive the search for new physics at the precision frontier.

2 Overview of quantum sensor approaches
Quantum sensors fall naturally into two categories, those - at low energies - where the energy scale being probed is commensurate
with those of the energy levels of the sensor itself, typically at or below the eV scale; and those where quantum systems form
part of a larger system, in which their specifics enhance existing methods or enable novel types of detectors better suited to high
energy particle physics, with energies above the keV scale.

Sensing technologies in the former realm and relevant to low energy particle physics include (but are not limited to):
atom interferometry4, quantum clocks (both atomic / ionic5 and nuclear6), optomechanical devices, traps, quantum squeezing,
superconducting RF cavities, and a wide range of technologies at the nanoscale7 and are generally small-scale set-ups that
work with individual or small numbers of trapped ions, atoms or molecules, cavities, or optomechanical sensors (which can
exceed the gram-scale) in which some aspect of light propagation is changed (modulated) by a mechanical variable, but also
include superconducting systems, kinetic detector or spin-based sensors, and many more8. A large number of reviews (inter
alia Refs.9–11) has highlighted the rapidly expanding potential of these numerous accessible and complementary approaches in
searching for new physics (e.g. in searching for topological defects12 or for ultra-light DM13) or in probing known physics with
novel devices with greatly enhanced sensitivity, e.g. high-frequency gravitational wave detectors14.

Before addressing higher energy applications of quantum systems, some of the central advantages that the above quantum
systems bring to low energy particle physics deserve highlighting. In all of the above, state changes induced in the system
through a (minute) external interaction lead to observable changes of the system’s properties. The following examples are by
no means exhaustive, but rather serve to illustrate the breadth of quantum systems that are of relevance to particle physics.

In the case of an atom interferometer15, a differential interaction between the two branches of an atom beam or of a trapped
atom that is optically split into two states (a superposition of ground and excited state) in a first step and optically recombined at
a later time will lead to phase shifts of the resulting interference fringes. The larger and longer the separation between the two
possible states of the atom or paths the atom takes, the greater the sensitivity to e.g. gravitational disturbance during the time of
state superposition. A terrestrial large baseline atom interferometer (vertical, such as AION16 or MAGIS17 or horizontal, such
as MIGA18, all three under development or construction) is highly sensitive not only to low-frequency gravitational waves, but
also to ultra-light dark matter19 that would similarly couple to the atom during the time it is in a superposition of states.

In the case of continuously cooled superconducting sensors poised at the transition edge of switching to a normal-conducting
state, the energy deposited by an interaction with a photon or the passage of a millicharged particle in the sensor can generate a
brief, local switch to a normal conducting state, resulting in a brief voltage pulse before the sensor cools again to its initial
superconducting state. Arrays of sensors are mature technologies in standard use such as astrophysical imaging detectors
for microwave photons These include, e.g., transition edge sensors (TES), superconducting nanowire single photon detectors
(SNSPD - in which the absorption of a photon briefly changes the resistivity of a circuit containing the nanowire) and kinetic
inductance devices, KID, where absorbed photons produce excitations which change the resonance frequency and phase of a
resonator incorporating a KID element. Element-specific resonance parameters allow frequency domain multiplexed (FDM)
KIDs. Compared to semiconductor pixel detectors, in which the the bandgap of O(1eV∼ 1000nm) entails that low energy
photons can only be detected with very poor energy resolution, the corresponding excitation process in superconductors (the
breaking of Cooper pairs) requires O(10−3 eV), a significant boon for the spectroscopy of infrared or microwave photons.

Optomechanical sensors20 couple mechanical degrees of freedom to optical probes, as in e.g. optical cavities with
deformable membranes21, heterodyne cavities13, or optically or mechanically levitated sensors22. Thanks to the possibility of
using its optical coupling to cool the sensor, such an oscillator can be brought to its vibrational ground state, and can thus be
sensitive at the single phonon level. An interesting representative is a spin-polarized nitrogen-vacancy diamond23 levitated in
vacuum which can be briefly accelerated by a transient interaction coupling to its spin, leading to a transient minute shift in its
continuously spectroscopically probed internal energy levels.

Finally, atomic (nuclear) clocks measure time through the resonant frequency of atomic (nuclear) transitions. Transient
interactions affecting highly-precise atomic clocks (with frequency uncertainties at the level of 10−18 or less24), will briefly shift
their clock frequency; networks of such clocks are not only highly sensitive to both such local, transient events as to slow drifts
of fundamental constants, but are all the more sensitive the larger the size of the network is, as spurious local causes are easily
identified and triangulation of potential transients becomes possible with high spatial and temporal precision. Furthermore, as

2/13



different atomic clocks (and the single candidate for a nuclear clock, 229mTh) have different couplings to different hypothetical
interactions, a dedicated network spanning Europe, and composed of a large number of heterogeneous clocks would not only
represent an ultimately sensitive system, but would also allow disentangling the origin of any observed disturbance.

The sensitivity of such systems can be further enhanced: a number of particularly promising developments build on quantum
squeezing25 (where for a set of complementary variables, the component of most interest is measured to high precision at
the expense of a large uncertainty in the other one); on entangling ensembles of quantum systems for distributed quantum
sensing26; and on setting up arrays of such detectors, on increasing their accessibility through standardization, or on building
nation- or continent-spanning networks of linked detectors27–29.

In addition to low energy particle physics experiments, quantum sensing and the concomitant technologies also have
implications for high energy physics detectors that will be expanded on in Section 4. In these, the interaction of particles with
multiple quantum systems has the potential to improve sensitivity, to provide a broader range of available technologies to
measure a given quantity or to allow heretofore difficult or impossible measurements.

Beyond sensing, quantum computing ideas are also discussed in particle physics, for example with processing huge data
sets or in improving trigger or data reconstruction performance in future collider experiments like the high luminosity upgrade
of the Large Hadron Collider30. Quantum simulators31 are being developed as an alternative to usual lattice Monte-Carlo
calculations for investigating non-perturbative properties of quantum field theories32. Quantum sensors are also playing an
essential role in driving particle physics applications in biomedical sciences with devices discussed in Ref.33 including the
possible use of entanglement in next generation PET scanners34, 35.

3 Key physics observables where quantum sensors can play a vital role
We next list key observables where quantum sensing can play a vital role, with prime focus on neutrino properties, fundamental
symmetries including the equivalence principle, dark matter and dark energy.

• Neutrinos

Neutrino oscillations point to the existence of tiny neutrino masses. Assuming three species of neutrinos, the neutrino
oscillation data constrains the largest mass squared difference to be ≈ 2×10−3 eV2 with the smaller one as (7.53±
0.18)× 10−5 eV2 36. Mass measurements for individual neutrino species remain a major experimental challenge.
Cosmology gives a bound on the mass sum, ∑mν < 0.13eV. Neutrino masses have their origin beyond the BEH
mechanism that generates quark and charged lepton masses with no right-handed interacting neutrinos appearing in
the SM. An open question is whether neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana fermions, with Majorana particles their own
antiparticles. There are hints for CP violation in the neutrino sector at the level of 1-2 σ37. Being weakly interacting,
precision measurements of neutrino properties are very challenging. If the neutrinos are Majorana, their masses are
expected to be ∼ Λ2

ew/M where Λew is the electroweak scale 246 GeV and M is a large mass scale, typically about 1016

GeV, meaning that low energy neutrino mass measurements are exploring an energy scale deep in the ultraviolet.

Majorana neutrinos have the signature of lepton number violating neutrinoless double β−decays involving the decay of
two neutrons to two protons plus electrons with no neutrinos emitted, viz. (A,Z)→ (A,Z +2)+ e−+ e− where A is the
atomic mass number and Z is the atomic number. Planned experiments using current technologies will reach the precision
mββ < 15 meV limit with mββ the modulus of a linear combination of neutrino masses. New ideas using optomechanical
sensors could reach a sensitivity mββ ∼ 4−7 meV, probing deeper into the range of likely neutrino masses (including
both normal and inverted mass orderings)38, 39. Experiments aimed at a direct neutrino mass determination, independent
of whether neutrinos are their antiparticles or not, use ion traps to study the capture of an inner shell electron with
measurement of the released energy spectrum 163Ho+e−→163Dy+νe +QEC with QEC the electron capture energy for
the neutrino40, 41, and the tritium process T2→3HeT+e−ν̄e for the antineutrino with recent KATRIN results reported
in Ref.42. Next generation experiments aim to reach precision δmν ∼ 0.1 eV41. Other experiments are suggested for
capture of relic neutrinos from the early Universe to search for evidence of the cosmic neutrino background 43. This
would be a tritium observatory with the detector using quantum mechanical properties of the tritium atoms.

• Electric Dipole Moments and CP violation

Understanding the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe requires some extra source of CP violation beyond
the quark mixing described by the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix in the SM. Important observables are particle
electric dipole moments, EDMs, which probe possible CP violation from any new physics induced anisotropy in the
vacuum polarization of the measured particle. The interaction with an electric field E is described by an interaction
term −dE.E where dE is the electric dipole moment. Under time reversal E→ E, dE is proportional to the particle’s
spin vector which is odd under time reversal. Hence any finite electric dipole moment corresponds to a violation of T
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symmetry and, through CPT, to a violation of CP. Studying multiple systems is essential since the scale of possible new
CP violation might be different for interactions coupling to leptons and quarks.

The present best precision measurement of the electron EDM44 |de|< 1.1×10−29 ecm in ThO constrains possible CP
violation effects to a scale competitive with the LHC, probing deep into the parameter space of new physics models
at the TeV scale. In EDM experiments an applied electric field induces an energy shift for a given quantum state of
the measured particle. The system is spin polarized via optical pumping or some other hyper-polarization technique
such that the system is in a superposition of quantum states with opposite EDM-induced energy shifts. A nonzero EDM
then causes the polarized spins to precess in the presence of an electric field. The neutron EDM is measured using cold
neutron beams or trapped ultra-cold neutrons. The best present measurement45 |dn|< 3.0×10−26 ecm constrains any
strong CP violation induced by gluon topological effects, with the so called QCD θ parameter less than 10−10. Target
improvements for next generation experiments with quantum technologies are a factor of 104 with with de and factor of
100 with dn

46. Complementary to these measurements, recent experiments using the ISOLDE facility at CERN have
revealed the potential of short lived radioactive molecules such as RaF for additional precision discrete symmetries
studies47. Here RaF is particularly interesting since its electronic structure is expected to be appropriate for laser cooling,
relevant also for EDM searches in polyatomic molecules.

• The fine structure constant

Precision measurements also allow one to search for new physics by looking for evidence of new radiative corrections
from interactions beyond the Standard Model (BSM). Atom interferometry is used to make accurate measurements of the
fine structure constant α . These measurements can be compared with indirect determinations of α via the electron’s
anomalous magnetic moment ae = (g−2)/2 to test the validity of QED48. The direct atomic physics measurements
involve precision measurements of heavy Cs or Rb atomic masses through recoil of a Cs or Rb atom in an atomic
lattice; the fine structure constant α2 = 2R∞

c
matom

me
h

matom
. then involves this atomic mass measurement combined with other

experimental quantities: the Rydberg constant R∞ and the ratio of the atom to electron mass matom/me; c is the speed of
light and h is Planck’s constant. The electron’s ae is determined by a theoretical perturbative QED expansion in α which
is known to O(α5) precision plus tiny QCD and weak interaction corrections49. Any radiative corrections from BSM
physics will enter ae but not the atomic physics measurements of α . Substituting the direct measurements of α from
Cs50 and Rb51 tabletop atom interferometric experiments into the QED expansion gives agreement for ae to one part in
1012. Below this level one finds tensions with the present Cs and Rb measurements at 2.5 and 1.5 standard deviations
with opposite signs calling for new precision atom interferometry measurements.

Similarly, precision spectroscopy in trapped atoms, molecules, ions and in trapped highly charged ions (HCI - a recent
extensive review can be found in Ref.52) with relative frequency uncertainties at the level of down to parts in 1018 offers a
natural test bed for variations of fundamental constants and also for hypothetical transient or slowly varying cosmological
fields or topological defects. Particularly in HCI’s, optical transitions can be extremely narrow and - in comparison with
current atomic clocks - are less subject to external perturbations. The wide range of these narrow transitions in HCI’s
provides for particularly high sensitivity to the value of the fine structure constant, but these systems are equally well
suited for precision tests of QED in the nonperturbative regime and for dark matter searches.

• Spacetime symmetries

Studies of spacetime symmetries probe the connection with gravitation and relativity. Important probes are tests of the
equivalence principle and Lorentz invariance. The equivalence principle enters at three levels53, 54. Weak or Galilean
equivalence, the WEP, concerns the universality of free fall, that the inertial and gravitational masses should be equal.
The Einstein equivalence principle, EEP, involves the extension to GR type theories and says that the outcome of non
gravitational experiments in free fall should be independent of the velocity of the apparatus as well as its place in
spacetime. Strong equivalence, the SEP, concerns the extension from test masses to self gravitating bodies. With the SEP
gravitation proceeds by minimal coupling via the spacetime connection with no direct matter to curvature coupling, there
are no 5th forces from extra scalar gravitational interactions and the value of Newton’s constant G is independent of
where it is measured in spacetime.

The most accurate test of the WEP presently comes from the MICROSCOPE experiment in space55, that it is working
to the level of an Eötvös parameter η ∼ 10−15, improving on laboratory torsion balance pendulum type experiments56

with precision O(10−13) and atom interferometer measurements57, η < (1.6± 1.8± 3.4)× 10−12. A factor of 100
improvement on the MICROSCOPE result might be obtained using the proposed STE-QUEST experiment using quantum
superpositions of cold atoms in space58. WEP tests are now being extended also to antimatter systems, with several
complementary approaches (AEgIS59, ALPHA-g60, GBAR61 attempting direct inertial measurements of the Earth’s
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gravitational acceleration to precision δg/g∼ 1% with cold antihydrogen atoms; further WEP tests with mixed matter-
antimatter systems (positronium62, antiprotonic atoms63) are also under study. Indirect measurements probing the
cyclotron frequencies of trapped (anti)protons64 already define the sensitivity range for the direct measurements to
aim for. Beyond allowing additional tests of the WEP, for which standard quantum optics approaches are crucial for
laser-cooling of all of the above, and as test-beds for performing precision spectroscopy in search of BSM physics,
antiprotonic atoms in particular can also be a pathway for forming novel quantum systems, such as trapped fully stripped,
unstable HCI’s or hydrogen-like ionic Rydberg systems65.

Atomic and nuclear clocks are used to make precision tests of the EEP. With the EEP dimensionless quantities such
as α and ratio of the electron to proton mass, µep, should be velocity and spacetime position independent. Any time
dependence in these quantities should show up in atomic and nuclear spectra, including clock transition frequencies.
If interaction with dark matter might change fundamental constants this would also change the rate at which a clock
ticks. Clock measurements are reviewed in Ref.66 with prime atomic systems including Hg+, Yb+ and Sr to Cs
clocks, and with the best precision on possible time dependence so far being α̇/α = (−0.7±2.1)×10−17 year−1 and
µ̇ep/µep = (0.2±1.1)×10−16 year−1. Clock experiments test possible spacetime dependence today. They complement
astrophysics constraints on possible variations between now and the early Universe67, 68. Improved precision could come
from networks of linked atomic clocks as described in Ref.69 or with experiments with atomic clocks in space70, 71.
Possible nuclear clocks based on 229Th using quantum states inside the thorium nucleus are a topic of vigorous research72.
The thorium nucleus is 1000 times smaller than the electron shell making it less susceptible to environmental fields.
The transition from the ground state to the long lived low-lying 229mTh isomer has recently been measured73 to have an
excitation energy of 8.2 (0.2) eV making it unique in that laser techniques (λ = 149.7±3.1 nm) can be applied to induce
nuclear transitions.

Clocks are also used to test Lorentz symmetry. Two single-ion clocks were observed to agree at the 10−8 level over a
half-year long comparison period, within the validity of their uncertainty budgets74. The two clock ions were confined in
separate ion traps with quantization axes aligned along nonparallel directions. Hypothetical Lorentz symmetry violations
would lead to sidereal modulations of the frequency offset, which were observed to be absent at the 10−19 level, putting
strong constraints on Lorentz symmetry violating extensions of the SM.

Dark matter candidates

Dark matter is suggested by the cosmic microwave background, gravitational lensing and galaxy properties75. The
substance of this DM is presently unknown with ideas including hypothetical new particles without direct coupling to
photons and with individual candidate masses ranging from 10−22 eV to 1015 GeV76. There is a vigorous global program
to look for possible DM particles. Quantum sensors play an important role in the search for DM candidates with tiny
DM-SM couplings over a wide range of possible DM particle masses from ultra-light to ultra-heavy12, 77–81 including
axions with spin dependent couplings82, 83,84 where recent experiments used co-located Sr interferometers in quantum
states with different nuclear spins85. The expected improvement in sensitivities to dark matter candidates over a large
possible mass range with new quantum sensing technologies is illustrated in Fig. 1 with more details in Ref.8.

An interesting challenge with DM detection experiments comes when scattering in crystals runs into the neutrino floor of
background of neutrinos from the Sun. To get around this, new ideas involve the development of directional detectors
using solid-state sensing79. Further improvements in light DM search experiments may follow from advances with
creating quantum superposition states of bodies of increasing mass and complexity with macromolecular interferometry86.

Searches for ultra-light DM candidates could also be performed using the same apparatus used for future cold atom inter-
ferometer measurements87 of gravitational waves in the mid frequency range between the present LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA
experiments and the future LISA mission. These experiments, initially on Earth and later in space88, could also probe
possible modifications of GR due to any graviton mass or Lorentz violation as well as look for evidence of possible phase
transitions in the early Universe, cosmic strings and primoridial black holes. Sensitivities are given in Fig. 3 of Ref.87.

• Dark energy

Within GR dark energy is described by a time independent cosmological constant which acts like a vacuum energy
density perceived by gravitation. It is observationally characterised by a scale about 0.002 eV89, similar in size to the
range of values expected for light neutrino masses90, 91. The cosmological constant would be the same everywhere in
the Universe whereas dark matter clumps like normal matter. In other ideas DE is described by new light scalar fields
with one possibility being so-called chameleon fields92. New scalar components to gravity give rise to "5th forces"
between normal matter that would violate the SEP. Chameleon type models screen these forces in regions of high matter
density like in the laboratory, enabling them to evade precision gravity tests. Beyond pendulum experiments which tell
us that Newton’s law is working down to 52 µm93, 5th force chameleon models are tested in experiments using atom
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Figure 1. Improved sensitivity to possible dark matter candidate masses using quantum sensing techniques. The blue bands
show the range of traditional experiments, pre-quantum-sensing and the green bands the increased mass range accessible with
new quantum technologies. Figure from ECFA report8.

interferometers, with light mass atoms essentially insensitive to the screening mechanism, strongly constraining these
models94–96. Ideas for future quantum optomechanical tests are discussed in Ref.97. Quantum bounce experiments to test
dark energy models using ultracold neutrons are discussed in Ref.98.

4 Quantum sensing and high energy particle detectors
Contrary to the above examples from low energy particle physics experiments, where individual quantum sensors or quantum
systems are well matched to the energy scale being probed, in high energy particle detectors, measurement of a particle’s
momentum or energy relies on repeated interactions between the particle to be measured and the sensitive material of a given
detector. In these applications, it is often the bulk behavior of systems that can result from engineering at the atomic scale that
can provide an extended functionality, can improve the sensitivity of existing devices or allow heretofore difficult or impossible
measurements to be carried out, e.g. on the particle’s helicity.

Attempts to improve the performance of calorimeters, charged particle trackers or different techniques that allow particle
identification by incorporating quantum dots99 or two-dimensional molecular monolayers100have only recently started, while
devices capable of measurements of high energy photon polarization or particle helicity are only at the conceptual stage. The
obvious potential for enhanced performance has thus led to formation of a number of new detector R&D initiatives, among them
the large-scale ECFA Detector R&D roadmap8 or new plans in connection with the Snowmass planning exercise in the United
States78, 101, as well as initiatives such as the CERN Quantum Technology Initiative, QTI102. The just-beginning implementation
of the ECFA detector R&D for Quantum Sensing is expected to link numerous individual activities worldwide that focus
on improved or novel detectors for particle physics, including those taking place in the contexts of numerous national (inter
alia Quantum Vision in India, the Quantum Alliance in Germany, France Quantum, the UK National Quantum Technologies
Programme or the National Quantum Initiatives in Japan or the USA) or supranational (Quantum Flagship in the EU) initiatives.

High-energy physics detectors are still undergoing vigorous research and development8 in order to achieve the functionality
required for future collider and fixed target experiments; exploration of the incorporation of quantum technologies could
lead to improved functionalities beyond the present baseline. As part of this endeavor, developments stemming from the
above initiatives can enhance the physics reach over existing techniques. Considerations on the potential of such approaches
are recent: a small number of possible applications of low-dimensional systems (quantum dots, mono-atomic or multilayer
structures), of metamaterials (e.g. crystal coatings), or of laser and microwave manipulation of large ensembles of atoms (e.g.
in nitrogen-vacancy diamonds) have been proposed in103, while an earlier overview of applications of quantum technologies to
high energy physics104 highlighted their relevance to highly sensitive searches for light dark matter candidates.
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Figure 2. Roadmap figure from ECFA 2021 report8.

Specific quantum engineering-based detector developments could even lead to alternatives in the overall design of complex
multi-modal high-energy physics detectors. Given the transparency of e.g. silicon to infrared and microwave radiation, custom-
built silicon detectors combining charge collection with infrared transmission could permit separating the light production
region from the photodetection and amplification region, while "active scintillators" based on e.g. quantum dots, quantum wells
or quantum well-dots, or devices combining collection of electrons liberated by ionizing radiation with quantum amplifiers (e.g.
quantum cascade lasers) could open new possibilities in switching detector sensitivity at specific times ("priming") or building
position-dependent-emission-frequency optical emitters that would be triggered by minimum ionizing particles (mip), thus
resulting in "chromatic trackers".

In addition to the general-purpose possibilities mentioned above and discussed in detail in Ref.103, a number of more
specialized detector applications and improvements based on quantum systems, and which permit exploration of new phase
space, can also be contemplated or are under active development. In these cases, the goal is to match the energy scale of the
quantum detector with that of particle interactions within it, as is the case for feebly interacting particles or x-ray detectors, or
to match the physical dimensions of the quantum system to those of the process under investigation, e.g. in the case of very
short-lived particles. These two categories are well suited to incorporation in active targets, for precision x-ray spectroscopy
or as part of a search for millicharged dark matter particles105, complementary to similar searches with ion traps106. X-ray
spectroscopy uses quantum calorimeters107 matched to the O(10 keV) nuclear transition energies with eV energy resolution.
Millicharged particle searches involve beam dump experiments. For the latter, stacks or layers of superconducting Josephson
junctions or TES arrays could allow conceiving of a tracking detector for massive very minimally ionizing or lightly ionizing
(milli-charged) particles. With a possible sensitivity of down to 12 meV/100 µm, such a device would be able to detect
charges down to e/106 (the energy deposit of a mip being 20 keV/100 µm in e.g. silicon) and would provide for a beam dump
experiment alternative to ongoing searches for similar heavy (mass > 1 MeV) particles, with a present sensitivity to lightly
ionizing particles with charges as low as e/1000108–110.

Contrary to low energy particle physics, entanglement or quantum correlations have not yet been exploited in high-energy
physics, although recent experience with atomic interferometers111, atomic clocks112, trapped ions5 or atoms in cavities113

indicates that limits obtained in entangled systems already exceed those of single quantum sensors by factors of two or more.
The challenges then are, on one hand, to bring entanglement to bear on wide-spread networks of individual quantum sensors,
and on the other, to identify situations in which entanglement can play a role in the context of HEP detectors.
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5 Conclusions and Outlook - challenges for the particle physics and quantum sensing
communities

The very rapid pace of advances in the field of Quantum Sensing has opened a large number of opportunities for exploration
of new regions of phase space in particle physics, for exploiting highly sensitive probes of fundamental symmetries, and for
developing novel approaches both in low and high energy particle physics. This pace continues to accelerate, with networking
of individual quantum sensors, or even long-range entanglement, promising even higher sensitivities in the coming years.

In particular, quantum sensors have been and will continue to play a central role in tackling some of the most salient
physics opportunities and challenges (highlighted in Fig. 2) in the coming decade(s): neutrino masses, DM searches, search
for BSM couplings, precision tests of fundamental symmetries and many more. The feasibility of the concepts enumerated
in the previous sections and that touch upon both low and high energy particle physics relies on active, targeted and shared
R&D on quantum sensors and on their ecosystem. Given that the challenges often lie between disciplines or require pooling of
resources, collaborative approaches appear to be ideally suited to bring about the necessary technological advances or improved
infrastructure required to match the visions indicated in Fig. 2. Further work that builds on existing expertise and ongoing
developments would have major impact on, inter alia, the following:

• Networks, signal and clock distribution: both time-stamping as well as distribution of highly accurate clock signals
beyond national infrastructure or across continents opens the possibility for global networks of a wide range of experiments
with different sensitivities to putative novel physics;

• Enhanced cryogenic systems: numerous engineering, material science and physics challenges remain that limit wider
access to cryogenic systems, among them standardized and integrated electronics that operate at liquid He temperatures,
superconducting devices that explore the trade-off between ultimate sensitivity and operation at high (liquid nitrogen?)
temperatures, or standardized approaches towards large-scale integrated systems;

• Exotic quantum systems: novel atomic, molecular and ionic systems, possibly in highly excited states, complex ensem-
bles of heterogeneous trapped elementary particles, hybrid matter-antimatter bound systems; all these offer a rich palette
for a wide range of precision spectroscopic probes of the standard model and of our understanding;

• Theoretical developments: both technical developments regarding predictions for systems amenable to precision mea-
surements as well as identification of under- or unexplored phase space and the optimal systems to investigate those are
crucial in optimizing resources;

• "Bulkification": development of large mass devices (such as large ensembles of spin-polarized systems, e.g. as polarized
scattering planes based on nitrogen-vacancy diamond nanocrystals), or incorporation of quantum systems into existing
bulk devices (e.g. tailor-built heterostructures or quantum dots for enhanced or novel functionality HEP detectors); more
generally, assemblies of individual quantum systems with specific properties into larger ensembles which maintain the
desirable properties of the individual components;

• Capability driven design: improved opportunities for dialogue and for simplified exchanges between the numerous
developments in nano-engineered systems with novel quantum properties on the one hand, and particle physicists with
unconventional requirements on the other hand could help open up unexplored areas of phase space and result in novel
approaches.

Many of the relevant developments are already being tackled in the areas of astrophysical detectors, of material sciences, of
cryogenic electronics, of quantum optics, of high precision clocks, but in some cases, it could well be that the collaborative
approaches that have been so successful in HEP may bring about advances in the development and standardization of the tools
and techniques needed for the exploration of the new particle physics parameters spaces touched upon in this Perspective. With
a view more towards high energies, open questions remain surrounding which additional HEP detector approaches beyond those
already highlighted could benefit from targeted R&D, and perhaps more fundamentally, what role entanglement could play for
HEP detectors? Within an even wider view of what particle physics encompasses, it is clear that even these questions are too
limited, and that the ECFA vision of Fig. 2 for where the field could stand in a decade from now is not an unrealistic outlook.
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Chemical reactions involve individual molecules gaining, losing, or sharing electrons1. 
Conventional experimental methods only measure the average behavior of the 
ensemble2,3, obscuring probabilistic nature of the reactions4. Single-molecule analysis 
provides insights into the positions5, pathways6,7, and dynamics of individual chemical 
reactions8,9. However, it is still a challenge to obtain stochastic information of 
individual chemical reactions via an imaging scheme. Here, we have developed an 
optical imaging method that allows us to perform stochastic analysis of individual 
electrochemical reactions. It bypasses the diffraction limit by enabling the direct 
imaging of the electronic states of single molecules in an electrochemical reaction. We 
introduce surface plasmon resonance and electrode potential modulation to reduce the 
measured electron density background on a macroelectrode surface to the order of 10 
μm-2, which makes subtle electron density variations from different electronic states of 
single molecules visible. The technique allows us to measure individual redox reactions, 
identify different redox states of single molecules in reactions, and more importantly, 
analyze the reaction probability fluctuations under different reaction conditions. The 
proposed imaging scheme not only obtains the electron transfer information in a 
chemical reaction directly but also provides stochastic information of chemical 
processes, yielding unique insights into single-molecule reactions. We anticipate our 
imaging technique will facilitate the study of broad communities, including biology, 
materials, computational science, and other scientific communities. 

Electronic states imaging principle 
Chemical reactions occur by chance. The stochastic aspects of reactions play a prominent 
role in biology system10-12 and catching increasing attention of materials13-16 and 
computational science communities17,18. The probabilistic nature of individual chemical 
reactions can be analyzed through statistical methods. To observe the stochastic properties of 
single-molecule chemical reactions, a scheme is required that can sensitively detect the 
electron transfer information of a single molecule and simultaneously record multiple 
reactant molecules in the region. Current scattering-based methods can only track the 
positions of single molecules19,20, yet providing limited information about the reactions. 
Additionally, the size of molecules limits the scattering intensity21-23. In contrast, scanning 
probe techniques can achieve atomic-scale precision24,25 and provide electron transfer 
information of the molecule26, but they are limited to confined target locations. 
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Instead of molecular size, we propose to visualize electron density variations induced from 
different molecular electronic states to obtain electron transfer information during individual 
electrochemical reactions. Electrochemical reactions depend on two key electronic states of 
single molecules: the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) and the lowest unoccupied 
molecular orbital (LUMO). Electrons can transfer across these molecular orbital levels, with 
the HOMO holding electrons at the highest energy and the LUMO remaining empty and 
capable of receiving electrons27. During electrochemical reactions, the electrode oxidizes the 
molecule by removing electrons from the HOMO level, while it reduces the molecule by 
adding electrons to the LUMO level. 
When a bias voltage is applied to an electrode, it can modulate the Fermi level of the surface 
to align with the molecular orbitals when a molecule adsorbs on the surface. This alignment 
enables electrons to transfer across the metal-molecule junction, changing surface electron 
density around the levels (Fig. 1a). However, the enormous electron background on a gold 
electrode, with a surface electron density of about 105 μm-2 at room temperature28, has made 
it challenging to detect electron density variations due to single-molecule adsorption 
(Supplementary Information Section 1). 
Surface plasmon resonance (SPR) is a phenomenon in which the electric field of an 
evanescent wave can excite the collective oscillation of surface electrons. This sensitivity to 
electron density in the metal-electrolyte interface has made SPR a valuable tool for detecting 
charged particles at sensing surfaces29 and surface electron density variations resulting from 
potential modulation30-32. However, not all background electrons participate in SPR. Based 
on our understanding of solid-state physics, only electrons near the Fermi surface can be 
excited by an applied electric field in metal33,34. In momentum space (Fig. 1b), the collective 
oscillation of the free electrons with the wave vector ksp suggests the electron density 
involving in SPR, nsp, be only a fraction of the background surface electron density, ns. We 
can determine nsp by 

𝑛𝑛𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠 =
𝑘𝑘𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠
𝑘𝑘𝐹𝐹

𝑛𝑛𝑠𝑠 (1) 

where kF is the Fermi wave vector for gold, around 1.21×104 µm-1 and we can estimate ksp 
by the SPR condition, the wave vector matching of the surface plasmon and the evanescent 
wave, that is ksp = kx =2π /λ ≈ 10 µm-1 for the visible light with the wavelength λ = 0.63 µm. 
Consequently, the electron density in response to SPR is only a thousandth of the surface 
electron density.  
Eq. 1 confers an extraordinary sensitivity on SPR to the surface electron density variations 
from the single-molecule interactions in an electrochemical reaction. To exemplify, the 
measured electron density background can be reduced to the order of 10 µm-2, or 103 per 
pixel, when a potential modulation around 100 mV is introduced (Supplementary 
Information Section 2). In contrast, the electron background in the area amounts to 
approximately 109. Therefore, to measure electron density variations on the order of 10-4 per 
pixel, we introduce a sinusoidal potential to the electrode with an amplitude of 200 mV AC 
and different DC components in proximity to the HOMO/LUMO level at 1.1 Hz.  

The introduction of the potential modulation offers three distinct advantages. Firstly, it can 
align the Fermi level of the electrode within the electronic states of the target, enhancing the 
electron transfer between the adsorbed molecule and the surface. Secondly, the response to 
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the potential modulation can also provide an observable, namely the electron density 
variations around the aligned level. Additionally, the signal-noise-ratio of the subtle signals 
could be enhanced by the sinusoidal modulation. On the one hand, this approach integrates 
the electron density variations around the degenerate orbital levels during integration time, 
one minute in our experiment. On the other hand, it makes signal Fourier analysis applicable 
which is a powerful tool to analyze subtle signals as illustrated in Extended Figs. 1a to 1d.  
Detecting the electron density variations offers an additional advantage: it overcomes the 
diffraction limit. Instead of focusing on molecular size, we concentrate on the molecular 
electronic state. The localization accuracy of individual chemical reactions can be relaxed to 
tens to hundreds of square micrometers. As a result, we can perform multiple reactant 
molecules measurements within a large region without the need to consider interactions 
among molecules, which allows the independence and randomness of individual reactions. In 
our prism-coupled SPR imaging system (Fig. 1c), we can measure several hundred individual 
reactions spread over a 1 mm2 area in the working cell. During the reactions, we obtain 
surface information from two images: one in the time domain which records the surface 
background and the other in the frequency domain from which we can deduce the electron 
density variations resulting from single-molecule reactions. 

Individual redox reactions measurement 
To demonstrate the efficacy of our imaging scheme, we applied it to the study of the 
oxidation of methylene blue (MB), a classical redox agent35. When the electrode removes an 
electron from the HOMO level of a MB molecule, the molecule transitions to an energy level 
one level below the HOMO (HOMO-1) and returns to the HOMO level when an electron is 
added (Fig. 2a). The cyclic voltammetry of MB exhibited oxidation around 200 mV and 
reduction around 50 mV (Fig. 2b). By sequentially applying four step potentials (each 
varying by 200 mV) from -200 mV to 400 mV with sinusoidal modulation, we probed a 10 
aM MB modified surface (Fig. 2c). As the cell volume was approximately 50 µL, several 
hundred redox molecules were present. The time-domain response (DC grayscale) of the 
entire region in Fig. 2d and the temporal evolution of the corresponding frequency-domain 
signal (AC grayscale) in Fig. 2e both exhibited stepwise responses. However, while the time-
domain response reflected the oscillation around the four potential steps (Extended Data 
Figs. 2a to 2d and Supplementary Video 1), as suggested in our previous work30, the 
frequency-domain signal evolution responded to the electron density variations of the surface 
around these steps, i.e. the number of MB molecules oxidized around these steps (Extended 
Data Figs. 2e to 2h and Supplementary Video 2). As the majority of MB molecules were 
oxidized around 200 mV, the response peaked and decreased with the oscillation around 400 
mV due to decreased efficiency of electron transfer. 
Single-molecule redox states identification 
We need a comprehensive analysis of frequency-domain signals to accurately identify 
individual redox reactions. Under a potential modulation, frequency-domain signals measure 
the electron density variations during the integration time (Supplementary Information 
Section 4). The variations come from two distinct sources: those from thermal motion of 
electrons on the surface, serving as the background noise, and those arising from single-
molecule redox reactions. Therefore, it is crucial to establish guidelines that can distinguish 
between the sources of signal variations within a pixel. 
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Electronic thermal noise tends to follow a Gaussian distribution36, making it possible to 
minimize its effects through signal averaging or by setting a confidence level of 3 standard 
deviations of the background noise for detecting oxidations in a pixel. In Extended Data Fig. 
3, the blank control pixels in which no MB molecules are immobilized indicate that the 
background noise reaches an upper limit of 4 grayscale levels. Because the frequency-
domain signal in a pixel caused by one electron per minute is approximately 4 grayscale 
levels (Supplementary Figs. 1a and 1b), at most one electron excited from the background 
during the integration period. Once the signal surpasses the threshold of 4 grayscale levels, it 
becomes possible to infer the presence of an individual oxidation in the pixel. 
In Fig. 3a, we present the temporal evolution of the normalized frequency-domain signal 
distribution in the acquired frames. The red dashed line indicates the mean value of thermal 
noise, which is approximately 2 grayscale levels. Extended Data Fig. 5 demonstrates that the 
number of pixels within this range remains stable implying that the background thermal noise 
is barely affected by the step voltage under the four conditions. The blue dashed line 
represents the upper limit of the confidence level, 4 grayscale levels. In Fig. 3b, we only 
count the pixels whose signal exceeds this limit. The resulting plot shares a similar shape to 
that in Fig. 2e, suggesting the step potentials modulate the number of individual 
electrochemical reactions. 
We have plotted histograms showing distributions of the identified oxidation during the -200 
mV stage from 0 seconds to 200 seconds in Fig. 3c and the 200 mV stage from 600 seconds 
to 800 seconds in Fig. 3d. Both histograms follow Poisson distributions, suggesting that the 
identified oxidations occur randomly and are not dependent on each other. During the -200 
mV stage, the identified oxidation has a mean of 1.9, indicating that less than 2 oxidations 
can be identified per frame. However, the number of identified oxidations significantly 
increases to 33.4 during the 200 mV stage from 600 seconds to 800 seconds in Fig. 3d. In 
addition, the histogram shifts to a Gaussian-like distribution with the increased number of 
identified oxidations. 
We can further analyze redox reactions in individual pixels by comparing their signal with 
that of a blank control pixel. In Fig. 3e, we selected two pixels for analysis: ROI 1 with 
single-molecule redox reactions and ROI 2 as the blank control. The distributions of the 
frequency-domain signal evolution for both areas are illustrated in Fig. 3f. While the signal in 
the blank control exhibited a normal distribution shape, the signal in ROI 1 had a skewed 
distribution. The frequency of the signal exceeding the mean value of the thermal noise, 
which was 2 grayscale levels, increased, and half of the signals reached a high amplitude 
above 4 grayscale levels during the experiment. We can analyze the redox process in the 
frequency-domain signal evolution diagram depicted in Fig. 3g, which has identified at least 
5 redox processes in ROI 1. The signal increased from 2 grayscale levels to the neighborhood 
of 6 grayscale levels, and the majority of redox processes occurred under 0 mV to 400 mV 
oscillation, compared with the blank control signal, which remained below 3.6 grayscale 
levels. Therefore, besides thermal noise, one additional electron caused a change in electron 
density due to the oxidation of MB molecules. 
Stochastic chemical kinetics analysis 
Different from other single-molecule imaging techniques, we can obtain stochastic 
information about single-molecule reactions in which broad scientific community are 
interested, owing to the ability to analyze multiple single-molecule reactions simultaneously 
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at the expense of decreased precision in locating single molecule positions. For example, in 
ensemble analysis, reaction efficiency is described by the reaction rate, whereas for 
individual molecules, the probability of single-molecule reaction and the duration of the 
products determine the stochastic chemical kinetics, both of which can be obtained by 
statistically analyzing multiple independent single-molecule reactions.  
Figs. 4a to 4d compare the mean frequency-domain signals of the pixels in the reaction 
region under four different step potentials. The mean values of these pixels indicate the 
average durations of the electron density variations under different potentials, influenced by 
the oxidation probability of MB molecules. Figs. 4e to 4h show the corresponding grayscale 
distributions. To estimate the probability fluctuations under four conditions, we fit the 
grayscale distributions using binomial distribution (Supplementary Information Section 5). 
As a result, the probabilities of single electrochemical reactions under different conditions 
increase from 0.16 at -200 mV potential oscillation to 0.21 at 0 mV, peak at 200 mV with 
0.34, and then decrease to 0.29 at 400 mV (Fig. 4i). Correspondingly, the maximum expected 
durations of MB molecule oxidation increase from 6.7 s at -200 mV to 8.5 s at 0 mV, peak at 
200 mV with 14.3 s and then decrease to 11.9 s at 400 mV. 
Conclusions and outlooks 
By revisiting SPR theory from a solid-state perspective, we have developed an optical 
imaging scheme to analyze the stochastic aspects of individual electrochemical reactions. 
Two prerequisites give the scheme an ability to visualize individual chemical reactions in a 
relatively large region: the measured electron density background on an electrode surface is 
reduced to the order of 10 μm-2 and the alignment between the surface Fermi level and the 
frontier molecular orbitals enhances the electron transfer between the surface and the single 
molecules. As a demonstration of this technique, we use the scheme to analyze the oxidation 
of single MB molecules.  
Directly visualizing the electronic states of the individual molecules, this single-molecule 
imaging method can be applied to a wide range of molecules, especially small molecules 
difficult to label. Further, it provides unique insights into chemical processes. Compared with 
the scattering-based methods, it not only bypasses the limitations of the diffraction limit but 
also provides electron transfer information during a reaction. It also brings stochastic 
information of single-molecule reactions due to the high-throughput characteristic allowing 
for multiple single-molecule reaction statistics. Because of the compatibility with microscopy 
imaging scheme37, the technique can be developed as a single-molecule SPR microscope 
when the light source noise is carefully depressed. We believe this method offers an 
alternative and complementary single-molecule imaging approach that may prove useful for 
biology, materials, computational science, and other scientific communities. 
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Fig. 1 | Electronic states imaging principle and optical setup. a. When the Fermi level of the 
electrode is aligned with the degenerate molecular orbital level after the adsorption of an 
individual molecule, such as the highest occupied molecule orbital (HOMO) or the lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO), the electron density around the level will change because 
the electron transfer changes the density of states (DOS, the number of different states at a 
particular energy level that electrons are allowed to occupy) within the vicinity of the level. Evac 
is the vacuum energy level, which is identical for an isolated metal surface and an isolated 
molecule. EF

0 is the Fermi level of the molecule and δEF the Fermi level variation modulated by 
a bias potential applied to the surface. b. In momentum space, the collective oscillation of a two-
dimensional electron gas with the wave vector ksp matching the wave vector of a unit evanescent 
wave, kx. Only electrons near the Fermi surface participate in the oscillation. c. The optical setup 
of the prism-based SPR imaging system used to measure the single-molecule electronic states. 
We can obtain two images at the same time: one in the time domain, and the other in the 
frequency domain. The scale bar is 100 µm.  
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Fig. 2 | Time-domain signal and Frequency-domain signal evolution of 10 aM methylene 
blue (MB) oxidation under different potentials. a. The oxidative–reductive mechanism of MB. 
b. Cyclic voltammetry of 1 µM immobilized MB in a buffer. c. Four-step potential oscillations: -
400 mV to 0 mV, -200 mV to 200 mV, 0 mV to 400 mV, and 200 mV to 600 mV. d. The 
synchronized time-domain signal. e. The synchronized frequency-domain signal evolution. 
Because each point of the curve was the one-minute integration of the time-domain signal, the 
frequency-domain signal was advanced by 60 seconds compared to the time-domain signal.  
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Fig. 3 | Identification of individual oxidation of MB molecules. a. The evolution of frequency-
domain signal distribution. The distribution of frequency-domain signal at a specific time can be 
obtained by the cross-sectional view of the figure along the time. For example, Extended Data 
Figs. 5a to 5d depict the distributions of the frequency-domain signals at 0 s, 400 s, 700s and 
1000 s. The red dash line indicates the mean value of thermal noise and the blue dash line the 
upper limit of thermal noise. b. The evolution of the number of pixels the intensity of which 
exceeds the upper limit of thermal noise, 4 grayscale levels. Two stages are selected: 0 s to 200 s 
and 600 s to 800 s. c. The histogram of oxidation pixels per frame during 0 s to 200 s. d. The 
histogram of oxidation pixels per frame during 600 s to 800 s. e. The frequency-domain frame at 
700 s. Two pixels are selected: individual oxidation of a MB molecule is identified in ROI 1 and 
ROI 2 as a blank control pixel. f. The frequency-domain signal distribution of the two selected 
regions during the experiment. g. The evolution of frequency-domain signal of the two selected 
regions during the experiment. 
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Fig. 4 | Reaction probability analysis of individual MB oxidations. a, b, c and d, The average 
frames under the four step potentials. Each frame is the average of 2001 sequential frames, i.e., 0 
s ~ 200 s for a, 300 s ~ 500 s for b, 600 s ~ 800 s for c, and 900 s ~ 1100 s for d. The color bar 
indicates the intensity of the frequency-domain signals, AC grayscale. The scale bar was 100 
µm.  e, f, g, and h, The histograms of the frequency-domain signals under the four conditions 
and the corresponding binomial distribution fitting. i. The reaction probability under the four 
potentials.   
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Methods 

Sample preparation 
12-base single-strand DNA (GCGCGGCGCGCG) modified with a sulfhydryl group at the 3-end 
and a MB group at the 5-end and Tris-(2-carboxyethyl)-phosphine hydrochloride (TCEP), and 
Tris-EDTA buffer were purchased from Sangon Biotech (Shanghai) Co., Ltd. phosphate buffer 
(PB) from J&K Scientific.  

Prior to immobilization of MB-labeled aptamer onto the gold surface, 100 µM aptamer was 
dissolved in Tris-EDTA buffer solution with 1 mM TCEP and incubated in the dark for 2 h to 
reduce the disulfide bonds. Then, the aptamer was diluted to 10 aM and injected into the working 
cell by a pump, allowed to stay for 1-2 h to self-assembly the MB-labeled aptamer on the surface 
of the gold. The resulted surface was thoroughly washed with 10 mM PB to remove the unbound 
aptamer. 

Electrochemical measurement 
Cyclic voltammetry and open circuits recording step potential oscillations are performed using a 
VersaSTAT 3 electrochemical system (Princeton, U.S.A). The sensing surface as the working 
electrode and a Platinum wire as the counter. 

Optical setup 
Our prism coupled phase-sensitive SPRi system combines SPR phenomenon with a polarizer-
compensator-sample-analyzer (PCSA) imaging ellipsometry configuration. It uses a 625 nm 
LED as the light source, a high-speed cool CCD camera (Andor iKon-M)as the detector, and a 
SF10 trapezoidal prism to couple the light and a 48 nm gold-covered sensing surface sensing 
surface. The light is guided by an optical fiber and expanded by a collimating system. After 
passing a polarizer and a 45° compensator, the polarized collimated beam propagates 
perpendicularly to the prism and onto the sensing surface. The incident angle is optimized at 58°, 
in the neighborhood of ellipsometric singularity of the system where the evanescent wave 
appears at the sensing surface to detect the interaction in very shallow depth from the surface and 
the phase of the p-polarized reflection jumps. The reflected light carrying the surface information 
is then imaged by a CCD camera at a frame rate of 10 Hz after passing an analyzer. To achieve 
the best sensitivity, the system works under optimized linear off-null mode38 where the azimuth 
of the polarizer is optimized at 90° and that of the analyzer at 45°. During the measurement, the 
optical signal variation from the potential modulation is recorded by CCD in grayscale. 

The sensing chip is divided into two adjacent electric insulated areas: one as the working cell 
connecting to a signal generator (Agilent 33210A), the other as the reference cell. In the working 
cell, In the working cell, the gold-covered sensing surface is the working electrode and a Pt wire 
is the counter.  

Data analysis 
Power fluctuation depression and amplitude density spectrum analysis. In order to measure 
electron density variations on the order of 10-4 per pixel, we need to depress light power 
fluctuations during the experiment at first. The large field of view of the imaging scheme can 
allow for the simultaneous recording of reflections from both the working cell and the reference 
cell. Throughout an experiment, a sequence of images is captured (Extended Data Fig. 1a), and 
two regions of interest (ROI) are selected: ROI 1 in the working cell and ROI 2 in the reference 
cell. Because the reflections from both regions experience similar fluctuations in light source 
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power during the measurement as shown in Extended Data Fig. 1b, the differential signal 
between the two regions can significantly reduce the effects of these fluctuations. To further 
improve the signal-to-noise ratio, a sinusoidal potential modulation with an amplitude of 200 mV 
AC and different DC components at 1.1 Hz is introduced to the working cell. 

The comparison between the recorded signal in ROI 1 and the differential signal in Extended 
Data Fig. 1c demonstrates a significant improvement in the signal-to-noise ratio. The power 
fluctuations in the recorded signal are measured to be 4 × 10-3, whereas the differential signal 
fluctuates less than 10-3. The modulation signal is barely noticeable in the raw signal but can be 
clearly distinguished in the differential signal. The corresponding amplitude density spectrum in 
Extended Fig. 1d provides a comprehensive noise analysis. Prior to the depression scheme, the 
noise ranges from 10-3 Hz-1/2 within the frequency band from 10 Hz to 1 Hz, and approaches 10-2 
Hz-1/2 within the low-frequency band from 1 Hz to 10-2 Hz. After the differential, the noise is 
near the signal level, 10-4 Hz-1/2, while the integration of the modulated signal at 1.1 Hz for one 
minute amplifies the measured signal to above 10-3 Hz-1/2, providing the technique with an ability 
to analyze single-molecules electronic states. 

Time-domain frame averaging. To improve the signal-to-noise ratio of time-domain frames, 
we take the average frame at the time to eliminate thermal noise. In detail, at t seconds, a 
sequential of 600 frames was recorded. The average of these frames was taken as the frame at t 
seconds. 

Normalization of statistical data. There are 1250 pixels in a frame for our configuration. For a 
given frame at a certain time, the pixels are categorized by their intensities, AC grayscale. Each 
intensity interval is 0.2 grayscale levels. The normalization of pixel counts in Figs. 3a, 4e to 4h 
and Extended Data Fig. 5 is dividing the number of pixels the intensity of which falls into each 
interval by the total number of the pixels, 1250.  

In Figs. 3c and 3d, we count the number of oxidation pixels the intensity of which exceeds the 
upper limit of thermal noise, 4 grayscale levels in 2001 consecutive frames, 0 s ~ 200 s for Fig. 
3c and 600 s to 800 s for Fig. 3d. The frames are categorized by the number of the spotted 
oxidation pixels. The normalization of the number of frames is dividing the number of frames 
enjoying the same number of the oxidation pixels by the number of consecutive frames, 2001. 

For individual pixels, we categorize their intensities. Each intensity interval is 0.2 grayscale 
levels. We get the normalized frequency in Fig. 3f by dividing the frequency of each intensity 
category by the total number of frames, 14400.  

The average frame under the four step potential oscillations. The frames in Figs. 4a to 4d are 
the average frame of 2001 consecutive frames under the four step potential oscillations: 0 s ~ 200 
s for Fig. 4a, 300 s to 500 s for Fig. 4b, 600 s to 800 s for Fig. 4c, and 900 s to 1100 s for Fig. 4d.  

The probability fitting. We use least squares method to fit the binomial distribution in Figs. 4e 
to 4h.  

Data availability 

All data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon 
reasonable request. 

38 Jin, X. et al. in 4th Optics Young Scientist Summit (OYSS 2020)    (2021). 
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | The signal process for captured frames. a. Raw time sequence of captured frames. Two 
regions of interest (ROI) are selected: ROI 1 in the working cell and ROI 2 in the reference cell. b. The raw signals 
of ROI 1 and ROI 2. c. The recorded signal of ROI 1 and the differential signal between ROI 1 and ROI 2 during 60 
seconds in the time domain. d. The amplitude spectrum density of the raw signal of ROI 1 and the differential signal 
in the frequency domain. 
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Extended Data Fig. 2 | Time-domain frames and Frequency-domain frames. a, b, c, and d, Time-domain frames 
at 0 s, 400 s, 700 s, and 1000 s. Each frame was averaged by a sequential of 600 raw frames at the time to eliminate 
thermal noise. Time-domain images provide background information about the surface, such as topography, defects, 
or the solution background. As the step potential increased, scratches and defects became apparent due to the charge 
distribution, as discussed by Xiaonan Shan37. e, f, g, and h, Frequency-domain frames at the corresponding time. 
Each frequency-domain frame was integrated for 1 minute. Only pixels the intensity of which exceed thermal noise, 
4 grayscale levels, were spotted. During the potential oscillation from -400 mV to 0 mV, a single pixel with oxidized 
MB molecules was identified at the start of the experiment. As the step potential increased, the pixel counts 
increased from 9 at 400 s (oscillation from -200 mV to 200 mV) to 32 at 700 s (oscillation from 0 mV to 400 mV). 
However, instead of following a continuous increase, the number of pixels decreased to 20 at 1000 s (oscillation 
from 200 mV to 600 mV) due to a decrease in electron transport efficiency. 
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Extended Data Fig. 3 | Frequency-domain signal distribution of blank control pixels throughout the 
experiment. a. Frequency-domain frame at 700 s. Two pixels are selected as blank controls where no MB 
molecules were immobilized. The scale bar is 100 µm. b. Distribution of Frequency-domain signals of both regions 
during the experiment.  Both regions shared normal distributions because the signals came from thermal noise, the 
intensity of which were less than 4 grayscale levels, suggesting at most one electron were excited by temperature 
during one minute.   
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Extended Data Fig. 4 | Frequency-domain signal distribution at a certain time. a, b, c and d. The histograms of 
frequency-domain signals at 0 s, 400 s, 700 s and 1000 s.  
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Extended Data Fig. 5 | The evolution of the number of pixels the intensity between 1.8 to 2.0 grayscale levels.  
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Electron background estimation 

A two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) is confined on the surface of the 
gold1. In momentum space, these electrons lie within the Fermi circle where 
Re(kz) = 0. For a 2D free electron system, the density of states (DOS) is 
a constant2:  

𝐷 = 𝑚
𝜋ℏ2 (𝑆. 1) 

where m is the electron mass, 0.511 MeV and D is about 4 × 106 eV-1 m-

2
. During the equilibrium of the system at T=0 K, the electron density n2D 

is given by 

𝑛2𝐷 = 𝑘𝐹
2

4𝜋 (𝑆. 2) 

where kF is the Fermi wave vector, for gold 𝑘𝐹 = 1.21 × 104 m-1 and n2D 

=1.17×107 m-2 for gold. 

For 𝑇 > 0 K, the free electrons follow Fermi-Dirac statistics in equilibrium 
by  

𝑓(𝐸) = 1

exp (
𝐸 − 𝐸𝑓

𝑘𝐵𝑇 ) + 1
(𝑆. 3) 

where kB is Boltzmann constant. The electron density n2D is given by 

𝑛2𝐷 = ∫ 𝐷𝑓(𝐸)𝑑𝐸 = 𝑚𝑘𝐵𝑇
𝜋ℏ2 ln (1 + 𝑒

𝐸𝑓
𝑘𝐵𝑇 )

∞

0
(𝑆. 4) 

For T= 298 K, kBT is 25.7 meV and n2D is estimated by 𝑚𝐸𝑓
𝜋ℏ2 ≈ 4 × 105 m-

2 at Ef = 0.1 eV 

Electrons involved in SPR under a potential modulation 

Under a potential modulation,𝛿𝑈, the electrode surface undergoes 
charging/discharging process. The electron density of the surface, 
𝑛𝑠, can be estimated by  

𝑛𝑠 = 𝑐𝛿𝑈
𝑒 (𝑆. 5) 

where c is the interfacial capacitance density (capacitance per unit 
area). For gold electrode, the order of the interfacial capacitance 
density3 ranges from 1F cm-2 to 10 F cm-2 and the corresponding 
electron density is 103 m-2 to 104 m-2 approximately when a 
potential modulation with 100 mV is introduced. Thus, according 
to eqs. (1) and (S.5), the order of the electrons involved in SPR, 
nsp, is estimated by 10 m-2, and the order of the measured electron 
in a pixel, 𝜌, is given by 



3 

𝜌 = 𝐴𝛿𝑛𝑠𝑝 ≈ 103 (𝑆. 6) 

where A is the area which a pixel is covering, 300 m2
 approximately 

(25 　m × 12 　m).  

Measuring electron density variations by phase-sensitive SPR 

Our phase sensitive SPR imaging system combines SPR 
phenomenon with a polarizer-compensator-sample-analyzer (PCSA) 
imaging ellipsometry configuration. The normalized detected signal 
I/I can be given by4 

𝛿𝐼
𝐼

 = 𝛿𝑹𝑠
𝑹𝑠

+ 𝛼1𝛿𝜓 + 𝛼2𝛿𝛥 (𝑆. 7𝑎) 

where 𝑹𝑠 is the reflectance of the surface for s-polarized light, and 
𝛼1  and 𝛼2  are the coefficients for the ellipsometric parameter 
variations, 𝛿𝜓 and 𝛿Δ. Because s-polarized light is insensitive to the 
surface variation, the first term of the right hand of eq. (S.8a) can 
be neglected and eq. (S.8a) can be expressed as 

𝛿𝐼
𝐼

≈ 𝛼1𝛿𝜓 + 𝛼2𝛿𝛥 (𝑆. 7𝑏) 

The explicit expressions of 𝛼1 and 𝛼2 are given by 

𝛼1 =
2[tan 𝜓(̅1 + cos 2𝐴) − sin 2𝐴 sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅)]

[1 − cos 2𝜓 ̅cos 2𝐴 + sin 2𝜓 ̅sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴]

𝛼2 =
− sin 2𝜓̅cos(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴

[1 − cos 2𝜓 ̅cos 2𝐴 + sin 2𝜓 ̅sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴]

(𝑆. 8𝑎) 

where 𝜓 ̅ and Δ̅̅̅̅̅  are unperturbed values of the ellipsometric 
parameters 𝜓  and Δ  and 𝑃   and 𝐴  are the polarizer and analyzer 
azimuths respectively. To detect the subtle electron density change, 
the phase SPR works under the linear off null condition5, where A 
is optimized at 45° and P at 90°. Thus, eq. (S. 9a) can be simplified 
as 

𝛼1 =
2[tan 𝜓̅+ sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅]
1 − sin 2𝜓 ̅sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅

𝛼2 = sin 2𝜓̅cos Δ̅̅̅̅̅
1 − sin 2𝜓 ̅sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅

(𝑆. 8𝑏) 

On the one hand, according to the Drude theory of metals, the 
electron density variations in a pixel, 𝛿𝜌, will exert influence on the 
dielectric constant of gold electrode, 𝜀, by 



4 

𝛿𝜀 = (𝜀 − 1)
𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 9𝑎) 

or 

𝛿𝜀
𝜀

= (1 −
1
𝜀)

𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 9𝑏) 

where 𝛿𝜀 is the dielectric constant variation of gold. According to 
eq. (S.7), the SPR measured electron density variations in a pixel is 
10-4 approximately. Therefore, the ellipsometric phase variation can 
be given by 

𝛿𝜓 (
1
2
sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅𝛿𝜀) (

1
2
sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅(𝜀 1))

𝛿𝜌
𝜌

𝛿Δ = Im(𝜅𝛿𝜀) Im(𝜅(𝜀 1))
𝛿𝜌
𝜌

(𝑆. 10) 

where 𝜅  demonstrates the extent of reflection polarization 
modulation by the tiny variation in the dielectric constant of the 
metal and the explicit expression can be found in our previous work6.  

Frequency-domain signal analysis 

According to eqs. (S. 8b) and (S.11), the maximum detected signal 
Imax in a pixel can be used to measure electron density variations 
by 

𝛿𝐼𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝐾
𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 11) 

where 𝐾 = 𝐼 × [𝛼1(12 sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅(𝜀 1)) 𝛼2Im(𝜅(𝜀 1))] and I is 
the background intensity of the surface, 157 grayscale levels during 
the experiment. 

Our frequency-domain signal IAC can be estimated by 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 = 𝛿𝐼𝑚𝑎𝑥√𝜏𝑓
2 (𝑆. 12𝑎) 

or 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 = 𝐾
𝛿𝜌
𝜌

√𝜏𝑓
2 (𝑆. 12𝑏) 

where 𝜏  is the duration of electron density variations during the 
integration period and f is sampling frequency of CCD, 10 Hz in our 
configuration. According to eq. (S13b), both electron density 
variations and corresponding duration determine frequency-domain 
signals. For typical electron density variations from 10-5 per pixel 
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per minute to 10-2 per pixel per minute, the frequency-domain 
signals change linearly from 0.1 grayscale levels to 100 grayscale 
levels (Supplementary Fig. 1a). For one electron variation in a pixel 
fitted in our configuration, 1/2500 per pixel approximately, the 
frequency-domain signal during one-minute reaches 4 grayscale 
levels. In Supplementary Fig. 1b, the signal approaches to 4 
grayscale levels by square root of the duration time, √𝜏. 

After the modulation, the electron density variations, 𝛿𝜌, can be 
divided into two parts: those from thermal motion of electrons, 𝛿𝜌𝑇 , 
and those from the oxidation of single-molecule oxidation, 𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥, that 
is, 

𝛿𝜌 = 𝛿𝜌𝑇 + 𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 (𝑆. 13) 

Because the oxidation of MB is a two-level system with the two 
basis states: the HOMO level, denoted as |0⟩, and the HOMO-1 level, 
denoted as |1⟩ , in general the electron density variations of the 
system can be expressed as 

𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 = 𝑝0𝛿𝜌0 + 𝑝1 𝛿𝜌1 (𝑆. 14𝑎) 

where 𝛿𝜌0  and 𝛿𝜌1  are the electron density variations of the two 
basis states, 𝑝0 and 𝑝1the probabilities of finding the system in the 
two states, respectively. Since 𝛿𝜌0 = 0, eq. (S.15a) can be simplified 
as 

𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 = 𝑝1𝛿𝜌1 (𝑆. 14𝑏) 

Distribution of frequency-domain signals 

The oxidation of a molecule can be taken as a Bernoulli experiment: 
the molecule is oxidized or not. Therefore, the single-molecule redox 
should follow a binomial distribution (a discrete probability 
distribution which gives the probability of getting a certain number 
of successes in a fixed number of trials, where the outcome of each 
trial is either success or failure) to some extent. However, instead of 
the discrete number of successes, the distribution is categorized by 
the continuous frequency-time signal, which can be interpreted as 
the duration of the electron density variations and the fixed number 
of trials as the integration period. As a result, the distribution of 
the frequency-domain signals under a certain condition describes the 
probability of different durations of the electron density variations 
during the integration period: 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 ~ 𝐵(𝑛𝐴𝐶, 𝑝) (𝑆. 15) 
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where p is the electron density variation probability under the 
certain condition and nAC the corresponding integral for the 
integration time, given by: 

𝑛 𝑘, 0.6 0.2𝑘 𝐼 0.8 0.2𝑘, 𝑆16  

in which, k = 0, 1, 2, …,17. 

According to eq. (S16), the expected frequency signal under the 
condition fulfills: 

0.6 + 0.2 × 𝑛𝐴𝐶𝑝 < 𝐸(𝐼𝐴𝐶) ≤ 0.8 + 0.2 × 𝑛𝐴𝐶𝑝 (𝑆. 17) 

Because the electron density variations from the single-molecule 
oxidation change under different potentials while those from the 
thermal noise remain stable, we take p as an indicator of reaction 
probability and corresponding time for 𝐸(𝐼𝐴𝐶)  as the expected 
oxidation duration under the condition, which can be obtained from 
Supplementary Fig. 1b.  
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Supplementary Figures 

 

Supplementary Fig. 1: Frequency domain signal vs. electron 
density variation and variation duration.  a. Frequency-domain 
signal caused by typical 𝛿𝜌/𝜌 per pixel during one minute; b. Frequency-
domain signal from one electron variation in a pixel vs. the duration time 
of the variation. During the calculation, the refractive index of SF10 
substrate is 1.723 and that of solution is 1.335. The electric constant of 
the gold is taken as -10.562+1.277i and the thickness of the gold film is 
48 nm. 
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We consider optical fibers as detectors for scalar ultralight dark matter (UDM) and propose using
a fiber-based interferometer to search for scalar UDM with particle mass in the range 10−17−10−13

eV/c2
(
10−3 − 10 Hz

)
. Composed of a solid core and a hollow core fiber, the proposed detector

would be sensitive to relative oscillations in the fibers’ refractive indices due to scalar UDM-induced
modulations in the fine-structure constant α. We predict that, implementing detector arrays or
cryogenic cooling, the proposed optical fiber-based scalar UDM search has the potential to reach
new regions of the parameter space. Such a search would be particularly well-suited to probe for a
Solar halo of dark matter with a sensitivity exceeding that of previous DM searches over the particle
mass range 7× 10−17 − 2× 10−14 eV/c2.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) is a substance of unknown composi-
tion that accounts for 85% of the matter in the Universe.
It is the dominant component of matter in galaxies [1],
and its existence is inferred through its gravitational ef-
fects on normal matter. The lack of non-gravitational
observations permits a wide variety of viable DM candi-
dates, along with interactions with Standard Model par-
ticles and fields [2, 3].

We consider a scalar ultralight dark matter (UDM) sce-
nario, where dark matter is entirely composed of scalar
particles with mass mDM . 10 eV/c2 that would act as a
coherently oscillating scalar field around earth due to its
large number density. Through non-gravitational inter-
actions with normal matter, scalar UDM induces an effec-

Laser

Fiber A
(solid core)

Fiber B
(hollow core)

Photodetector

measure optical 
phase difference

FIG. 1. Conceptual model for an optical fiber-based
detector: Relative oscillations in the refractive indices of two
fibers can be detected using an optical-path-length-balanced
Mach-Zehnder interferometer. Scalar UDM affects the refrac-
tive index of the solid core fiber, shifting the optical phase and
resulting in an oscillation in output optical power at the UDM
frequency. While the noise analysis in this paper assumes a
more complex setup (see Fig. 4), which leads to common-
mode rejection of various technical noise, the signal can be
well-modeled by the setup above.

tive oscillation in fundamental constants [4]. Specifically,
we consider oscillation of the fine-structure constant α,
an effect that can be searched for with a wide variety of
detector types [3] including atomic experiments [5–10],
optical cavities [11–13], mechanical systems [14, 15], and
gravitational wave detectors [16–18].

Here we propose a detector that would use optical
fibers to search for scalar UDM-induced oscillations in
α, which would produce a measurable oscillation of op-
tical refractive indices. Such a detector would probe for
UDM by comparing the refractive indices of two different
types of fibers, solid core and hollow core, which would
be differentially affected by oscillations in α.

Due to ease of manufacturing coupled with extremely
low optical loss, optical fibers are low cost and large chan-
nel capacity information transmission devices. These
properties make them ubiquitous in long distance clas-
sical and quantum communication networks. Technical
advances in ultra low loss fibers are being accelerated due
demands in disparate fields such as high-volume online
data transmission or quantum cryptography. In a parallel
development, photonic crystal fibers offer a novel route to
efficiently transmit high power without losses associated
with material non-linearity [19]. When combined with
advances in cryogenics fueled by quantum computing, ex-
isting and near-term fiber technology offers a promising
table-top route to search for dark matter, achieving sensi-
tivities to scalar UDM that exceed the current constraints
over a wide range of sub-Hz frequencies.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
provide a brief background of scalar UDM and the sig-
nal it produces. In Section III, we introduce the con-
cept of an optical fiber-based UDM detector. In Section
IV we present a model for the noise sources that would
limit the detector’s sensitivity and in Section V we use
this noise model to calculate the minimum detectable
coupling strength, which is evaluated considering both
Galactic halo and Solar halo UDM scenarios. Additional
details can be found in the Appendices, including deriva-
tions of expressions in the main text and extended discus-
sion of the noise models used to characterize the prospec-
tive UDM detector.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

11
20

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

8 
M

ay
 2

02
3



2

II. SCALAR UDM

For the range of particle masses considered in this
work, UDM can be considered a coherent and approxi-
mately spatially uniform background field on Earth. This
field is nearly monochromatic, oscillating at the Compton
frequency fDM = mDMc

2/h. Through Doppler broaden-
ing, the velocity dispersion of DM gives the field a finite
coherence time τDM. Over timescales less than τDM the
field can be expressed as a sinusoid,

ϕ(t) ≈ ϕ0 cos (2πfDMt+ θDM) , (1)

whose amplitude ϕ0 is a stochastic quantity described by
a Rayleigh distribution [20]. The field amplitude’s root-

mean-square value ϕrms =
√

2GρDM

πc2fDM
2 is determined by

the local dark matter density ρDM. The values of τDM

and ρDM depend on the DM halo model being considered.
For example, in this work we consider two halo models,
(1) a standard, smooth Galactic halo where ρDM ≈ 0.4
GeV/cm3 [1] and τDM ≈ 106ωDM

−1 [21], as well as (2) a
local UDM halo centered on the Sun, which would have a
greater particle density and coherence time (see Section
V for more details). The unknown phase θDM has a flat
distribution from 0 to 2π [20]. While these temporal and
spatial field properties are general to multiple types of
UDM, the experimental signature of scalar UDM depends
on its specific interactions with Standard Model particles.

We assume scalar UDM couples linearly to the elec-
tromagnetic field tensor Fµν . Such an interaction is de-
scribed by the Lagrangian density term [22]

Lint = deϕ(t)
e2c

16π~α0
FµνF

µν (2)

where e is the elementary electric charge, c is the speed
of light, ~ is the reduced Planck constant, and α0 is the
fine-structure constant (in the absence of scalar UDM).
The strength of the interaction is parameterized with the
dimensionless coupling strength de.

Generally, interactions between scalar UDM fields and
normal matter can be modeled as variations of funda-
mental constants [4], such as the electron mass me or
fine-structure constant α, where the value of a funda-
mental constant at any point in space or time depends
on the local value of the scalar UDM field. In the case of
Eq. 2, scalar UDM causes fractional fluctuations in the
fine-structure constant given by

δα

α0
(t) = deϕ(t). (3)

Oscillations in α produce measurable effects such as mod-
ulation of atomic energy levels [14], material refractive
indices [23], and mechanical strains [24, 25].

Scalar UDM-induced oscillations in the fine-structure
constant lead to a material-dependent oscillation of opti-
cal refractive indices, and the proposed fiber-based detec-
tor would be sensitive to scalar UDM primarily through

its modulation of an optical fiber’s refractive index. The
refractive index of an optical material generally depends
on the fine-structure constant [23, 26]. For small fluctu-
ations in α, the resulting fractional fluctuation in refrac-
tive index is

δn

n0
= εnα

δα

α0
, (4)

where εnα ≡ α0

n0

∂n
∂α

∣∣
α=α0

. While the coefficient εnα may

not be directly measurable, it can be related to a mate-
rial’s optical dispersion as [23, 26]

εnα = −2εnωL
, (5)

where εnωL
≡ ωL

n0

∂n
∂ωL

∣∣
ωL=ω0,L

, ωL is the optical angular

frequency, and ω0,L is the angular frequency of the laser.
Details of the model used to derive Eq. 5 are given in
Appendix A.

III. OPTICAL FIBERS AS DM DETECTORS

Here we propose to search for scalar UDM by compar-
ing the refractive indices of two different types of fibers,
solid core and hollow core fibers, which are differentially
affected by oscillations in the fine-structure constant. In
solid core fibers, the optical mode is contained within sil-
ica (nA ≈ nsilica ≈ 1.5), for which εnωL,silica = 0.013 at
an optical wavelength of 1550 nm (see Appendix A). In
hollow core fibers, the optical mode is mostly contained
within air (or vacuum) (nB ≈ nair ≈ 1 [27]), for which
εnωL,air � εnωL,silica [28, 29].

A simple model for a fiber-based scalar UDM detector
is an optical-path-length-balanced Mach-Zehnder inter-
ferometer, as depicted in Fig. 1, where a solid core fiber
and a hollow core fiber each constitute an interferometer
arm. By balancing the optical path lengths of each fiber,
some common mode noise sources can be suppressed, and
oscillations in the relative optical lengths of the fibers can
be measured interferometrically using a laser with cen-
tral wavelength λ0,L = 1550 nm and average power ∼1
mW. Small fluctuations in α due to scalar UDM result
in a phase difference signal with magnitude

∆ΦDM = ω0,Lτ0εnωL,silica
δα

α0
, (6)

where τ0 = n0L0/c is the time delay. A detailed deriva-
tion of the output phase difference, including the UDM-
induced phase difference given in Eq. 6, is given in Ap-
pendix B.

Appendix B also introduces a modified version of the
interferometric setup (see Fig. 1), which enables the
cancellation of several phase noise sources. As detailed
derivations in Appendix B and C 1 show, the detector
geometry displayed in Fig. 4 has a sensitivity that is
consistent with a balanced interferometer (represented
in Fig. 1), while being immune to laser frequency noise.
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We note that the quantitative results presented below in
Figs. 2 and 3 are for the setup shown in Fig. 4.

Scalar UDM also produces a strain signal [24, 25] that
affects the experiment via a coherent oscillation in the
lengths of the fibers and the laser cavity. Because both
fibers are primarily composed of the same materials, the
strain is common to both interferometer arms and does
not produce a measurable phase difference (also, the ma-
terial dependence of the strain would be a higher-order
effect [30]). However, straining the laser cavity shifts
the laser’s central wavelength, producing an optical path
length imbalance due to differences of optical dispersion
between the fibers. Therefore, while the presence of
scalar UDM would ultimately be inferred from relative
oscillations in the fibers’ refractive indices, it is worth
noting that this signal includes contributions from both
direct modulation of the solid core fiber’s refractive index
as well as the strain in the laser cavity (via optical dis-
persion in the fibers). Incidentally, for the case of scalar
UDM coupling to the electron mass, this effect cancels
the signal produced through direct refractive index mod-
ulation of the fibers (see Appendix A). For this reason,
the detector is only sensitive to oscillations in the fine-
structure constant. We note that a different combina-
tion of fiber-based interferometry and laser stabilization
might enable measurement of a differential length change
effect, or access to the electron mass coupling to UDM.
More importantly, our analysis highlights the importance
of including the effect of the omnipresent UDM signal on
the experimental apparatus beyond the interferometer.

Thermal Noise (300 K) Thermal Noise (300 K bare)

Thermal Noise (50 mK) Thermal Noise (50 mK bare)

Shot Noise (1 mW) Acoustic Noise (NHNM)

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101

10-10

10-8

10-6

10-4

Frequency (Hz)

P
ha
se
no
is
e
(r
ad
/
H
z
)

FIG. 2. Estimated phase noise for the fiber-based de-
tector: Contributions are included from each of the noise
sources detailed in Section IV. Several thermal noise curves
are included, corresponding to fibers with (solid lines) and
without (dashed lines) polymer coatings at temperatures of
300 K and 50 mK.

IV. NOISE

Various noise sources have the potential to overshadow
the DM signal ∆ΦDM. The dominant noise sources to be

considered when designing a fiber-based UDM detector
are thermal noise and acoustic noise in the fibers them-
selves, noise from the laser, and photon shot noise. The
effect of each noise source is quantified by a one-sided
phase noise power spectral density (PSD) S∆Φ(f), and
plotted in Fig. 2.

Thermomechanical noise in the fibers will likely set the
ultimate limit to the detector’s sensitivity. Fiber “ther-
momechanical noise” STM

δφ refers to the optical phase fluc-
tuations δφ that are induced by spontaneous thermal
fluctuations of a fiber’s length due to internal friction
[31]. Fluctuation-dissipation theorem provides an accu-
rate model for thermomechanical noise in fibers, resulting
in a phase noise PSD given by [32]

STM
δφ,i(f) =

(
2πn0,i

λ0,L

)2
2kBTL0,iξi

3πEiAi

1

f
, (7)

where T is the temperature, L0,i is the physical length, ξi
is the mechanical loss tangent, Ei is the Young’s modu-
lus, and Ai is the cross-sectional area of Fiber i. The
resulting differential phase noise in the interferometer
is the sum of contributions from both fibers A and B:
STM

∆Φ = STM
δφ,A + STM

δφ,B. Several experiments have di-
rectly measured thermomechanical noise in single mode
fibers [33, 34], and the thermomechanical noise model de-
scribed by Eq. 7 has been verified down to frequencies
as low as 0.05 Hz [35].

As a method for reducing thermomechanical noise we
propose reducing the thickness of the fibers’ polymer
coatings. Mechanical loss in fibers likely comes primar-
ily from the polymer coatings that protect the silica
cladding, and there is some evidence suggesting that re-
ducing the thickness of these coatings reduces the ther-
momechanical noise floor in optical fibers [34]. We in-
clude thermal noise estimates in Fig. 2 for bare (with-
out coating) fibers as a benchmark approximation for
thinly-coated fibers, noting that while fiber coatings can
be made quite thin [27], bare fibers may be difficult to
manufacture and handle due to fragility. Appendix C 3
has a detailed discussion of mechanical dissipation in op-
tical fibers, including the values of the parameters used
in the thermal noise estimates for Fig. 2.

Another way to reduce thermal noise is to implement
cryogenic cooling. Figure 2 illustrates the impact on ther-
mal noise of lowering the temperature from room tem-
perature (300 K) to cryogenic temperature (50 mK). It
is clear from the figure that the benefit of removing the
coatings diminishes at lower temperature, where the in-
trinsic mechanical loss tangent ξ of fused silica increases
beyond its room-temperature value.

To achieve a thermally-limited detection sensitivity,
steps need to be taken to shield the experiment from
acoustic noise in the fibers. Mechanical vibrations, which
may originate from a variety of sources such as human
activity, natural seismic activity, or local weather, of-
ten pose a challenge for terrestrial experiments at low
frequencies. Vibration-induced strains in optical fibers
can be suppressed by using low vibration sensitivity fiber
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spools [36] and by co-winding the fibers on the same spool
to correlate the acoustic noise between them [33, 34]. The
remaining effects then come from differences in the strain
optic effect between the two fibers. To estimate the ef-
fects of mechanical vibrations, we use the USGS New
High Noise Model (NHNM) for seismic noise [37]. By
co-winding both fibers on a single vibration-insensitive
spool, acoustic noise at the level predicted by the NHNM
can be reduced to a level comparable to that of thermal
noise in this experiment, as can be seen in Fig. 2.

The final noise source included in Fig. 2 is photon
shot noise, which can be limited to a subdominant level
by ensuring sufficient output optical power despite prop-
agation losses in the fibers. Recent advances in hol-
low core fiber technology have yielded hollow core fibers
with a propagation loss of 0.17 dB/km at λ0,L = 1550
nm [39], reaching the level of low-loss solid core fibers
(0.18 dB/km for SMF28 [40]). We find that shot noise
in this experiment can be limited to below the thermal
noise floor at cryogenic temperatures with an input laser
power of PL ∼ 1 mW. The laser shot noise can be further
reduced by employing quantum optical techniques such
as squeezing.

A more detailed discussion of these noise sources can be
found in Appendix C, along with discussion of techniques
to address frequency and intensity noise in the laser. In
addition, Ref. [41] also has a comprehensive review on
the noise performance of optical fibers in interferometric
setups for precision measurements.

V. MINIMUM DETECTABLE COUPLING
STRENGTH

The smallest signal a detector is capable of measur-
ing can be inferred from the modeled noise floor, and
is improved upon by increasing the duration of the
measurement τexp. Here, the minimum detectable sig-
nal strength ∆ΦDM

min is defined as the signal strength
needed to achieve a unity signal to noise ratio. For
measurement times less than the DM coherence time
(τexp . τDM), the signal can be considered coherent

and stochastic, such that ∆ΦDM
min ∝ 3τexp

−1/2 [20]. For
significantly longer measurement times (τexp � τDM),

∆ΦDM
min ∝ (τDMτexp)

−1/4
[42]. Here, we combine both

regimes into a single smooth function (see Appendix D
for more details) to approximate the minimum detectable
signal:

∆ΦDM
min ≈

√
2Snoise

∆Φ

[
3τexp

−1/2 + (τDMτexp)
−1/4

]
. (8)

The utility of a potential UDM experiment is typically
evaluated by its projected minimum detectable coupling
strength de,min, a quantity that depends on the astro-
physical DM model being considered. The minimum de-
tectable coupling strength de,min for the detector can be

related to the signal strength via Eq. 6 as

de,min =
∆ΦDM

min

ω0,Lτ0εnωL,silicaϕrms
. (9)

The minimum detectable coupling strength de,min de-
pends on the local energy density ρDM and coherence
time τDM of the DM; here we consider two different as-
trophysical DM models for these parameters. The spatial
distribution of dark matter across the Milky Way is typi-
cally estimated with the Standard Halo Model, which as-
sumes a gravitationally-stable and spherically-symmetric
density profile that decreases with distance from the cen-
ter of the Galaxy ρDM(r) ∝ r−2 and a Maxwellian veloc-
ity distribution [1].

The most commonly used model for UDM in direct
detection experiments assumes a smooth Galactic halo,
lacking any noticeable substructure, where the DM den-
sity and coherence time at Earth take on values deter-
mined by the average density and velocity dispersion
within the Solar Neighborhood: ρDM ≈ 0.4 GeV/cm3 [1]
and τDM ≈ 106ωDM

−1 [21]. The projected constraints
from optical fibers, using a Galactic halo model for DM,
are plotted in Fig. 3 (left).

We also consider an alternative UDM model, where it
is assumed that UDM forms a local halo centered on the
Sun [43]. It is possible that DM forms gravitationally
bounded objects, which could potentially form a halo
bound to an external gravitational source, such as the
Sun or Earth [43], while maintaining consistency with
the Standard Halo Model on larger scales. In this sce-
nario, the local DM halo could have a greater density
and coherence time at Earth than in the Galactic halo
model, leading to potentially stronger constraints on cou-
pling strength from direct detection experiments. The
halo’s size and density would generally depend on the
mass of the DM particles. Earth halos are well-motivated
at particle energies 10−13 eV . mDMc

2 . 10−7 eV [43],
and several recent experiments have set constraints on
the Earth halo model for DM [13, 17, 44–46]. A fiber-
based detector is aptly suited to search for a local DM
halo that is gravitationally bound to the Sun, as such So-
lar halos are well-motivated in the particle energy range
10−17 eV . mDMc

2 . 10−13 eV [43]. In this range, a
Solar halo could have an energy density up to ∼ 105

times greater than that of a Galactic halo. The pro-
jected constraints from optical fibers, using a Solar halo
model for DM, are plotted in Fig. 3 (right). To re-
calculate de,min for a Solar DM halo, we re-scale ρDM

using Supplementary Figure 2 from Ref. [43] and use

τDM = 108s
(

1Hz
fDM

)3

[47].

The parameter space for scalar UDM is plotted in Fig.
3 for both Galactic (left) and Solar (right) DM halos.
The allowable parameter space is constrained by pre-
vious experiments, including both DM direct detection
experiments and DM-independent equivalence principle
(EP) tests. Experiments designed to test the equiva-
lence principle [38, 48] set constraints on scalar inter-
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FIG. 3. Projected constraints on de from optical fibers, for Galactic (left) and Solar (right) DM halos: Curves
are included for fiber-detectors operating at temperatures of 300 K and 50 mK, with (solid) and without (dashed) polymer
coatings, for a measurement time τexp = 1 year. The fiber lengths are chosen to be L0,A = 10 km and L0,B ≈ 15 km. The
detectors are primarily limited by thermal noise; cryogenic detectors start to become limited by acoustic noise at frequencies
above ∼ 10−1 Hz. Also included are projected constraints from an array of 10 detectors, using bare fiber at room temperature.
The strongest experimental constraints in this mass range come from MICROSCOPE [38], Kennedy et al [12], and atomic clock
comparisons (here included as a rough, combined constraint from Filzinger et al [8] and Sherrill et al [9]).

actions regardless of whether the scalar field composes
DM. The strongest EP-test constraints in this mass range
come from MICROSCOPE [38], which has constrained
de . 10−4 for mDM . 10−13 eV/c2. This constraint does
not depend on the DM energy density ρDM, so it applies
equally to both halo models in Fig. 3. Also included are
constraints from the DM direct detection experiments in
Refs. [8, 9, 12], which depend on the DM halo model
considered.

The potential of fiber-based scalar UDM detectors
operating for τexp = 1 year can be seen in Fig. 3,
where projections for de,min are plotted for various ex-
perimental parameters. Fiber-based detectors operating
at room temperature and 50 mK, with and without poly-
mer coatings, are considered to search for DM in the
particle energy range 10−17 eV . mDMc

2 . 10−13 eV(
10−3 Hz . fDM . 10 Hz

)
. To enable room-temperature

optical fibers to set more competitive constraints on de,
an array of N detectors can be implemented improv-
ing the sensitivity as N−1/2 [49]. The expected con-
straints from an array of 10 independent detectors with
bare fibers are included in green.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have investigated optical fibers as de-
tectors for scalar ultralight dark matter. Dark matter-
induced oscillations in the fine-structure constant α
would produce a potentially measurable oscillation in
fibers’ optical path lengths that could be detected in
a fiber-based interferometer. To estimate the detection

capabilities of optical fibers, we propose an idea for a
detector that could measure oscillations in the relative
refractive indices of two different types of fibers that
are differentially affected by scalar UDM. Accounting for
various noise sources, we calculated the minimum de-
tectable scalar UDM coupling strength considering two
different UDM models (Galactic and Solar halos), find-
ing that cryogenically cooled fiber-based detectors can
achieve sensitivities to scalar UDM that exceed the cur-
rent constraints at sub-Hz frequencies.

In addition to cryogenic cooling, competitive sensitiv-
ities can be achieved by using longer fibers or selecting
(or fabricating) a better choice of optical fiber. The ideal
fiber would likely have a thicker cladding and lower me-
chanical loss to reduce thermomechanical noise, and low
optical loss to reduce shot noise and photothermal heat-
ing effects. Finally, the compactness of optical fibers fa-
cilitates array-based detection, where a network of detec-
tors can be deployed to improve the overall sensitivity as
well as to probe for local substructure in the UDM field.

Optical fibers are a mature technology with a multi-
tude of applications in classical and quantum commu-
nication. Increasingly low tolerance for optical loss is
driving various technological developments, making them
a viable candidate for precision measurements beyond
those relying on low photon number quantum optical ef-
fects. Creative ideas to harness such technology to study
fundamental science are already emerging, such as those
involving optical clock networks[50, 51]. Along with us-
ing fibers as delay lines [13] to look for scalar UDM or as
a waveguide to search for axions [52], our proposed in-
terferometric scheme demonstrates that existing optical
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fiber technology can be repurposed to search for ultra-
light dark matter. Taken together, these developments
present a promising avenue to harness this widely-used
technology in the search for beyond the Standard Model
physics.
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APPENDIX

This Appendix provides additional information on the
proposed detection scheme, including a derivation of the
signal and noise expressions, detail on the modulation of
refractive indices by scalar UDM, and our estimation of
the mechanical properties of optical fibers (necessary for
estimating the thermomechanical noise floor).

Appendix A provides a model for how we expect scalar
UDM to modulate the fibers’ refractive indices. Ap-
pendix B presents a model for the proposed detector and
a derivation for the phase difference, including contribu-
tions from both scalar UDM and various noise sources.
Appendix C contains extra information on the noise
sources we have considered while estimating the sensi-
tivity of a fiber-based detector. Appendix D provides an
analysis for how the minimum detectable signal depends
on the measurement time.

1. Definitions and model assumptions

Assumption 1: We restrict our analysis to low frequen-
cies, defined by fDM � τ0,i

−1; i.e. this derivation holds
when the DM Compton frequency is significantly below
the inverse time delay of both fibers.

Assumption 2: All fluctuations are small:

{
δx

x0
,
δLi
L0,i

,
δni
n0,i

,
δωL

ω0,L

}
� 1.

Definition of ε-coefficients: Consider a quantity w(v)
with steady-state value w0 ≡ w(v0) determined by the
steady-state value of its parameter v0. Assuming small
fluctuations (δv � v0) in v about v0, the fractional fluc-
tuations of w can be expressed to first order as

δw

w0
≈ εwv

δv

v0

where

εwv ≡
v0

w0

∂w

∂v

∣∣∣∣
v=v0

. (10)

Note that while εwv is dimensionless and resembles
the sensitivity coefficients discussed in Ref. [53], the ε-
coefficients used in this work will not generally be inde-
pendent in the choice of units. We use SI units through-
out. We also define the quantities ∆εwv ≡ εwv,A− εwv,B.

Effect Expression

DM-index coupling δni
n0,i

= εnx,i
δx
x0

DM-length coupling δLi
L0,i

= εLx,i
δx
x0

Mechanical vibrations δLi
L0,i

= hacoustic
i

Vibrations (strain-optic) δni
n0,i

= εnL,ih
acoustic
i

Optical dispersion δni
n0,i

= εnωL,i
δωL
ω0,L

Fiber thermal noise δφi = δφthermal
i

Shot noise (at detector) δφi = δφshot
i

TABLE I. Summary of fluctuations included in the the deriva-
tion of ∆ΦA, due to both noise and DM. Each effect is ex-
pressed as a fluctuation in length, refractive index, or simply
optical phase.

Appendix A: DM-coupling to refractive index

The dependence of a dielectric medium’s refractive in-
dex on fundamental constants such as α and me can be
estimated using a Lorentz model, which assumes that
the medium is a collection of resonant atoms responding
harmonically to an applied electric field. The refractive
index depends on the electric susceptibility n2 = χ + 1,
which accounts for multiple electron and phonon modes
by considering the sum over all modes, χ =

∑
k χk. The

susceptibility of each mode takes the following form off-
resonance [23]:

χk = 4π~cα
Nk
Mk

fk
ωk2 − ω2

. (A1)

Here, Nk is the effective number density, Mk is the re-
duced effective mass, fk is the oscillator strength, and
ωk is the resonance frequency. The number density is
inversely proportional to the atomic/molecular volume

[determined by the Bohr radius aB ∝ (αme)
−1

], such

that Nk ∝ (αme)
3
. For electron modes, Mk = me; for

phonon modes, Mk is independent of α, me, and ω [23].
The oscillator strengths fk are also approximately inde-
pendent of α, me, and ω [23]. For both electron and
phonon modes, it can be shown that

χk ∝
(
1− ω2ωk

−2
)−1

. (A2)

Therefore, the dependence on fundamental constants α
and me is entirely accounted for by the resonance fre-
quencies ωk. For phonon modes ωk ∝ me

3/2α2; for elec-
tron modes ωk ∝ meα

2 [23].
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If the laser frequency is assumed to be in a range where
it is reasonable to consider either only phonon modes or
only electron modes (i.e. relationship between ωk and the
fundamental constants is independent of mode number
k), Eq. A2 implies that

x

n

∂n

∂x
= −

(
x

ωk

∂ωk
∂x

)(
ω

n

∂n

∂ω

)
(A3)

where x ∈ {α,me}. Equation A3 allows one to calculate
the response of a material’s refractive index to variations
of fundamental constants using the material’s dispersion,
which can be measured experimentally.

For variations in α,

α

n

∂n

∂α
= −2

(
ω

n

∂n

∂ω

)
, (A4)

regardless of the type of mode. However, the refractive
index’s dependence on me depends on which modes dom-
inate:

me

n

∂n

∂me
=

{
−
(
ω
n
∂n
∂ω

)
electron modes

− 3
2

(
ω
n
∂n
∂ω

)
phonon modes

(A5)

Following Ref. [26], it is assumed that electron modes
dominate the dispersion of fused silica, in which case

εnα,silica = −2εnωL,silica (A6)

εnme,silica = −εnωL,silica. (A7)

From the three-term Sellmeier equation for fused sil-
ica [54], εnωL,silica = 0.013. Since the optical dispersion
and, therefore, DM-coupling to the refractive index of
air, are significantly less than that of silica, it is assumed
that {εnx,air, εnωL,air} = 0.

The DM signal (Eq. B4) is proportional to εnx,silica +
εnωL,silica. Evidently, from Eqs. A6 and A7, the detector
is only sensitive to DM-induced oscillations in α, not me,
since εnme,silica + εnωL,silica = (−εnωL,silica) + εnωL,silica =
0. We note that a more detailed analysis (beyond the
simple Lorentz model used here) of the refractive index
of silica may affect this result.

Appendix B: Derivation of output phase difference
∆ΦA

In this section we derive an expression for the output
phase difference ∆ΦA for the detector displayed in Fig.
4 in terms of fluctuations due to both noise and the dark
matter signal.

This analysis is general to DM-modulation of both
electron mass me and the fine-structure constant α; fun-
damental constants will be generally represented by the
variable x ∈ {me, α}. While it was shown in Appendix
A that for our specific choice of detector configuration
and the model for refractive index, the detector is not
sensitive to oscillation in me, a different material choice

and/or configuration might give access to the dme
cou-

pling. The analysis presented here can be applied to
other material-based interferometer schemes with mini-
mal modifications.

Fiber B

Fiber A
PD A

PD B

PM

DM 
signal

feedback
control

feedback
control

tunable 
laser

FIG. 4. Detector model with FDL-stabilized laser: The
purpose of this detector geometry is to eliminate the effects of
laser phase noise relative to the geometry proposed in Fig. 1.
Fiber B serves as a delay line in an interferometer to stabilize a
tunable laser. Using feedback from the measurement at Pho-
todetector B (PD B), the laser frequency is tuned such that
∆ΦB remains constant. The phase difference ∆ΦA would then
contain the DM signal. The phase difference ∆ΦA depends
linearly on the optical power when the recombining beams
are kept near quadrature bias (∆ΦA mod 2π = π/2). In the
presence of noise and long term instabilities, quadrature bias
can be maintained by including a phase modulator (PM) that
is driven by feedback from Photodetector A (PD A). The DM
signal is then present in the feedback signal supplied to the
phase modulator.

For simplicity, we introduced the detector as a simple
optical-length-balanced interferometer in the main text
(see Fig. 1). In order to cancel the detrimental effects
of a variety of technical noise sources, we now assume a
more complex geometry as shown in Fig. 4. Our detailed
analysis in this and the next section will reveal that sev-
eral technical noise sources can be suppressed via com-
mon mode rejection in this, more complex, configuration.
In essence, the detector geometry displayed in Fig. 4 has
a sensitivity that is consistent with a balanced interfer-
ometer (represented in Fig. 1), while being immune to
laser frequency noise. We note that the quantitative re-
sults presented in Figs. 2 and 3 come from the derivations
presented here, which assume the experimental geometry
of Fig. 4.

1. Fractional fluctuations of fiber refractive index
and length

Fiber i’s refractive index ni (x, ωL) depends on the fun-
damental constant x, the laser frequency ωL due to opti-
cal dispersion, and vibration-induced strains hacoustic

i via
the strain-optic effect:

δni
n0,i

= εnx,i
δx

x0
+ εnωL,i

δωL

ω0,L
+ εnL,ih

acoustic
i . (B1)
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Additionally, the fiber lengths depend on fundamental
constant x, as the length of a solid is proportional to
the Bohr radius, which will be affected by fluctuations in
me or α (aB ∝

(
meα)−1

)
[24, 25]. Since εLx,i = −1 for

both fibers, the differential scheme described in Fig. 1 is
insensitive to this strain signal.

2. Optical phase at fiber output

Consider a simple fiber interferometer as depicted in
Fig. 5. If the phase of light entering a fiber is φL(t),
then the phase of light exiting the fiber will be equal to
the input phase at an earlier time φi(t) = φL(t − τi(t)),
where τi is the time it takes for an optical wavefront to
traverse the entire length of the fiber. In the low fre-
quency limit (Assumption 1) the time delay is simply
related to the fiber’s instantaneous optical path length
τi(t) = ni(t)Li(t)/c, and the output phase is

φi(t) = φL(t)− ωL(t)ni(t)Li(t)/c.

Including small fluctuations of the optical frequency, fiber
index, and fiber length, the output optical phase can be

written as

φi ≈ φL − ω0,Lτ0,i

(
1 +

δni
n0,i

+
δLi
L0,i

+
δωL

ω0,L

)
.

We have omitted from our notation the explicit time de-
pendence of each variable (t), since the analysis considers
the quasi-static (low frequency) regime.

FIG. 5. Illustration of fiber interferometer, with rele-
vant phases marked: The inferred output phase difference
∆Φi(t) = φL(t) − φi(t) + δφshot

i is determined by measuring
the output optical power.

Accounting for both noise and DM-induced effects (Ta-
ble I), the optical phase at the output of Fiber i is

φi = φL︸︷︷︸
input
laser
phase

−ω0,Lτ0,i

 1︸︷︷︸
DC term

+ εnx,i
δx

x0︸ ︷︷ ︸
DM-index
coupling

+ εnωL,i
δωL

ω0,L︸ ︷︷ ︸
optical

dispersion

+ εLx,i
δx

x0︸ ︷︷ ︸
DM-length
coupling

+ (1 + εnL,i)h
acoustic
i︸ ︷︷ ︸

mechanical
vibrations

+
δωL

ω0,L︸︷︷︸
laser frequency

fluctuations

+ δφthermal
i︸ ︷︷ ︸

fiber thermal
fluctuations

(B2)

3. Laser stabilized to Fiber B

For this analysis, the schematic in Fig. 4 is assumed
(see Appendix C 1), where Fiber B acts as a delay line
for stabilizing the laser. The inferred phase difference
at Photodetector B is ∆ΦB = φL − φB + δφshot

B , where
φshot

B is the apparent phase imparted by shot noise. Sta-
bilization can be achieved by tuning the laser’s frequency

using feedback based on the optical power measured by
Photodetector B. For example, the laser’s frequency can
be tuned such that ∆ΦB mod 2π = π/2, maintaining
quadrature bias between the recombining beams before
Photodetector B. At quadrature bias, where the output
optical power depends linearly on the phase difference
ΦB, it can be shown (using Eq. B2) that the laser fre-
quency fluctuations will be

δωL

ω0,L
= (1 + εnωL,B)

−1

(
π
2 + δφthermal

B − δφshot
B

ω0,Lτ0,B
− (1 + εnL,B)hacoustic

B − (εnx,B − 1)
δx

x0

)
. (B3)

4. Detector output phase difference ∆ΦA

The experimental observable in this experiment is the
differential phase ∆ΦA between the output of Fiber A
and the interferometer’s short arm, which is inferred from

the measured optical power at Photodetector A. Here it is
assumed that quadrature bias is maintained between the
recombining beams before Photodetector A, which can
be accomplished with a phase modulator that is driven
by feedback from the power measured at Photodetector
A. The DM signal would then be present in the feedback
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signal supplied to the modulator.
The phase difference ∆ΦA can be calculated using Eqs.

B2 and B3. Ignoring zero-frequency terms, ∆ΦA is the
sum of individual contributions from DM effects and each
noise source

∆ΦA = ∆ΦDM
A + ∆Φthermal

A + ∆Φacoustic
A + ∆Φshot

A .

Noting that εnx ∼ εnωL ≈ 10−2 and ignoring higher-order
terms, it can be shown that

∆ΦDM
A ≈ ω0,Lτ0 (∆εnx + ∆εnωL)

δx

x0
(B4)

∆Φacoustic
A ≈ ω0,Lτ0

[
(1 + εnL,A)hacoustic

A

− (1 + ∆εnωL + εnL,B)hacoustic
B

] (B5)

∆Φthermal
A ≈ −δφthermal

A + δφthermal
B (B6)

∆Φshot
A ≈ δφshot

A − δφshot
B , (B7)

where we have assumed both fibers to have equal op-
tical path lengths τ0,i ≡ τ0 for simplicity.

Appendix C: Noise analysis

In this section we discuss the potential sources of noise
that would act to obscure the DM-induced phase differ-
ence. The effect of each noise source is quantified by
a one-sided phase noise power spectral density (PSD)
S∆Φ,A(f).

1. Laser noise

Interferometric experiments are subject to noise
from the driving laser, due to random fluctuations
in the optical phase/frequency and intensity. Laser
phase/frequency noise is eliminated in a perfectly bal-
anced interferometer. However, when each arm is com-
posed of different types of fiber with different levels of
optical dispersion, an interferometer cannot remain bal-
anced for all optical frequencies and laser frequency noise
is non-negligible. For the sensitivity of a balanced in-
terferometer to reach the thermal noise floor at 50 mK,
laser frequency noise needs to be limited to roughly

∼ 10−1 (Hz/f)
1/2

Hz·Hz−1/2; this would require an ul-
trastable laser [55].

Alternatively, laser frequency noise can be mitigated
by stabilizing the frequency-tunable laser to one of the
fibers, which acts as a delay line in a Mach-Zehnder inter-
ferometer. As a result, the laser’s frequency noise PSD
takes the form of the fiber delay line’s (FDL)1 phase noise

1 Ultra-stable lasers have been demonstrated using FDL-
stabilization. For example, a linewidth of 200 mHz has been
achieved with a 5 km FDL at room temperature [35].

PSD:2 Sδν,L = (2πτ0)
−2
Sδφ,FDL [56]. This procedure ef-

fectively eliminates laser frequency noise from the anal-
ysis, replacing it with phase noise from Fiber B (which
would have been present to the same level in a balanced
interferometer).

For the detector depicted in Fig. 4, the “observable” is
the phase difference ∆ΦA between the recombining opti-
cal paths before Photodetector A, which would still be af-
fected by DM-induced modulation of the fiber refractive
indices. At low frequencies

(
fDM � τ0

−1
)
, this is simply

∆ΦA = 2πnALA/λL (prior to receiving corrections from
the phase modulator). Because the laser is stabilized to
Fiber B, the laser wavelength is proportional to the op-
tical path length of Fiber B: λL ∝ nBLB. Therefore, the
detector’s function is to compare the optical path lengths
of Fibers A and B, as ∆ΦA is proportional to the ratio
nALA/nBLB. The balanced interferometer displayed in
Fig. 1 is still a reasonable conceptual model for the de-
tector, and it can be seen from the derivation for ∆ΦA

in Appendix B the magnitude of the DM signal ∆ΦDM

is unchanged in Eq. 6.

In addition to laser frequency noise, random fluctua-
tions of the laser’s optical intensity would limit the sen-
sitivity of a detector like that depicted in Fig. 4. Experi-
ments for measuring thermal noise in fibers have success-
fully minimized laser intensity noise to below the ther-
mal noise floor with methods such as heterodyne detec-
tion [34] or with the use of differential amplifiers [33].
Assuming these methods are implemented, laser inten-
sity noise is neglected in this analysis.

We note that the resulting appearance of the detec-
tor in Fig. 4 is similar to that of the DAMNED exper-
iment [13] for scalar UDM, where an ultrastable laser
drives an unbalanced fiber interferometer. There are,
however, some key differences. While the detector we
propose is sensitive to DM-induced refractive index mod-
ulation at sub-Hz frequencies, the DAMNED experiment
is primarily sensitive to the DM-induced strain at kHz
frequencies where their optical cavity has acoustic reso-
nances. Schematically, the only major difference is the
use of an optical fiber for stabilizing the laser instead of
an ultrastable optical cavity. However, this distinction
is important for suppressing acoustic noise at low fre-
quencies (explained in Section C 4) to reach the fibers’
thermal noise floor. By achieving a thermally-limited
measurement scheme, the sensitivity of the detector can
then be enhanced through cryogenic cooling. In fact, op-
erating at low temperatures will likely be necessary to set
novel constraints on scalar UDM at sub-Hz frequencies,
as demonstrated by the results in Fig. 3.

2 This relationship holds for low frequencies, as the bandwidth of
the control loop is limited by the time delay in the FDL [56]:
f � τ0−1 ≈ 20 kHz.
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2. Photon shot noise and optical power

The phase difference ∆Φ between the arms of an in-
terferometer is inferred by measuring the output optical
power P after the junction where the arms recombine.
Assuming that the recombining beams have equal opti-
cal power and are maintained at quadrature bias,3 the
PSDs of the phase difference and output optical power
fluctuations ∆P are related by S∆Φ = S∆P / 〈P 〉2, where
〈P 〉 is the average output optical power.

Small fluctuations in the measured optical power due
to shot noise are indistinguishable from small phase fluc-
tuations in an interferometer, thereby limiting the sensi-
tivity of our setup. The one-sided PSD of the fluctuations
in measured optical power due to shot noise is [57]

Sshot
∆P =

2hc

λ0,L
〈P 〉 . (C1)

Assuming that the optical power imminent on each pho-
todetector is equal,

〈P 〉 =
PL

2 + 10γBLB + 10γALA
, (C2)

where γi is the optical loss of Fiber i and PL is the optical
power of the laser. The total contribution of shot noise
to the differential phase noise of the detector is thus

Sshot
∆Φ,A =

4hc

λ0,LPL

(
2 + 10γBLB + 10γALA

)
, (C3)

which is simply double the shot noise at each detector.
The effects of shot noise can be reduced by increasing

the optical power. Figure 2 shows that a detector with
bare fibers, operating at T = 50 mK, achieves a noise
floor (combined thermomechanical and acoustic noise)

of & 10−7rad/
√

Hz. Reducing the total shot noise in

this experiment to the subdominant level of
√
Sshot

∆Φ,A .

10−7rad/
√

Hz requires an average optical power on each
photodetector of 〈P 〉 & 50µW.

Recent advances in hollow core fiber technology have
yielded hollow core fibers with a propagation loss of
0.17 dB/km (γ = 1.7 × 10−5 m−1) at λ0,L = 1550
nm [39], reaching the level of low-loss solid core fibers
(0.18 dB/km for SMF28 [40]), and we use these numbers
for our shot noise estimates. In Fig. 2, the total shot
noise is plotted for a detector with a 10 km solid core
and ∼ 15 km hollow core fiber, assuming a laser power
of PL = 1 mW. To account for optical loss, the optical
power being diverted into the solid and hollow core fibers
is taken to be 0.25 mW and 0.42 mW, respectively, and
the power reaching each photodetector, 〈P 〉 = 0.16 mW.

3 At quadrature bias, the average phase difference between recom-
bining beams at an interferometer’s output is 〈∆Φ〉 mod 2π =
π/2.

3. Thermal noise in fibers

The detector’s noise floor in the 10−3 − 101 Hz fre-
quency range will likely be dominated by thermal noise
in the optical fibers, which will induce optical phase fluc-
tuations δφ at the fiber outputs. Thermal noise in fibers
includes contributions from two effects, which are re-
ferred to as “thermomechanical” noise STM

δφ (discussed in

the main text) and “thermoconductive” noise STC
δφ [31].

Thermoconductive noise results from spontaneous local
temperature fluctuations within an optical fiber [58, 59]
that affect the fiber’s length and refractive index via
thermal expansion and the thermo-optic effect, respec-
tively [31]. We have estimated STC

δφ in solid core fibers us-

ing the parameters (for SMF28) and Eq. 1 from Ref. [34].
Thermoconductive noise in hollow core fibers will likely
be lower than that of solid core fibers at lower frequencies
(. 1 kHz), especially in HCFs that are evacuated [60].

Assuming the thermal noise for each fiber is uncorre-
lated,

Sthermal
∆Φ,A =

∑
i

STM
δφ,i + STC

δφ,i. (C4)

Thermoconductive noise is approximately frequency-
independent at lower frequencies (. 1 kHz), and scales
with temperature and fiber length as STC

δφ ∝ T 2L [61].

Thermomechanical noise, scaling as STM
δφ ∝ TL/f , is ex-

pected to dominate the experiment given lower frequen-
cies and temperatures considered here. This can be seen
in the thermal noise curves in Fig. 2, which inherit the
1/f frequency scaling from thermomechanical noise, ex-
cept for the 300 K bare case, where thermoconductive
noise dominates above ∼ 10−2 Hz.

Key parameters for evaluating fiber thermomechani-
cal noise using Eq. 7 are summarized in Table II. While
the physical properties ξ and E have not been measured
specifically for SMF28 fibers, the estimates found in Ta-
ble II have been shown to reliably predict thermome-
chanical noise in SMF28 fibers [34] via Eq. 7. Below we
provide details for the evaluation of E, and the choice of
ξ for various scenarios considered in this work.

Young’s modulus evaluation: The Young’s modulus
(E) is approximated for a fiber by a weighted average
of the Young’s moduli of each material over the cross-
sectional area [64]:

E ≈ AcoatEcoat +AcladEclad

A
. (C5)

The values Eclad = 66.1 GPa for a silica fiber and
Ecoat = 3.3 GPa for the polymer coating (assuming
acrylate) are used, based on measurements at kHz fre-
quencies [64]. The Young’s moduli are assumed to be
frequency-independent. The values for E in Table II are
calculated from Eq. C5 with the following cross-sectional
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Quantity Variable [Units] Solid Core Hollow Core
refractive index n0 [-] 1.47 [40] 1
optical loss γ [m−1] 1.8× 10−5 [40] 2.8× 10−5 [62]
optical dispersion εnωL [-] 0.013 [54] 0
stress-optic effect εnL [-] −0.17 [63] 0
mechanical loss tangent ξ [-] 10−2 [34, 64] 10−2*
diameter of coating dcoat [µm] 242 [40] 302*
diameter of cladding dclad [µm] 125 [40] 185 [27]
diameter of photonic crystal region dpc [µm] 0 70 [27]
total cross-sectional area A [µm2] 4.6× 104 6.8× 104

Young’s modulus E [GPa] 20 25

TABLE II. Parameters used for room temperature optical fibers with coatings. The solid core fiber is assumed to be SMF28 [40],
and the hollow core fiber is assumed to be nested antiresonant nodeless fiber (NANF) [62]. We also discuss how the parameters
are affected by removing the fiber coatings and operating at cryogenic temperatures. *The loss tangent and coating thickness
for hollow core fiber is assumed equal to those of SMF28.

areas

A ≈ π

4

(
dcoat

2 − dpc
2
)

Acoat =
π

4

(
dcoat

2 − dclad
2
)

Aclad ≈
π

4

(
dclad

2 − dpc
2
)
,

which approximate the hollow and photonic crystal re-
gions to be empty space.

Bare fiber parameters: While fused silica optical fibers
with a polymer-coating have a loss tangent ξ ≈ 10−2 [34,
64], bulk fused silica can potentially achieve ξ ≈ 10−8

at room temperature [65]. In addition, mechanical dis-
sipation in the violin modes (transverse oscillations) of
bare fibers at room temperature is typically around ξ ≈
10−7 − 10−6 [66–68]. Noting that mechanical loss in a
spooled optical fiber will likely differ from that of bulk
silica or violin modes in silica suspensions under tension,
a value of ξ = 10−6 is assumed for bare fibers at room
temperature. By setting dcoat = dclad the fibers’ cross-
sectional areas and effective Young’s moduli are recalcu-
lated, with all other parameters in Table II unchanged.

Low-temperature parameters: Measurements of the
temperature dependence of the Young’s modulus of fused
silica [69] and the refractive index of fused silica fibers [70]
suggest that n0 and Eclad can be assumed constant with
respect to temperature without appreciably affecting the
estimates in Fig. 2. We assume ξ = 10−3 for cryogenic
(50 mK) bare fibers, based on measurements in Ref. [71].

At low temperatures (∼ 200 K), the acrylate coatings
transition from a rubbery state to a stiffer, glassy state
with a Young’s modulus Ecoat ≈ 40 GPa [72], and the
effective Young’s modulus has been adjusted for coated
fibers at 50 mK accordingly with Eq. C5. However,
due to the absence of data on mechanical dissipation in
optical fibers at low temperatures, we assume ξ = 10−2

for coated fibers at all temperatures.

4. Acoustic noise in fibers

Mechanical vibrations alter the optical path lengths of
fibers, resulting in phase noise. Here we estimate the
amplitude of mechanical vibrations, which we will gener-
ically refer to as “acoustic noise,” and discuss techniques
to potentially reduce the resulting phase noise to a sub-
dominant level.

To estimate the effects of mechanical vibrations, we use
the USGS New High Noise Model (NHNM) for seismic
noise, which can be found in Table 4 in Ref. [37]. The
NHNM provides an estimate of seismic acceleration noise
Sseismic
aa for a hypothetical, relatively noisy location on

Earth. For the frequency range considered in this work
(∼ 10−3−101 Hz), the NHNM roughly predicts an upper
bound of

Sseismic
aa . 10−9

(m

s2

)2

Hz−1, (C6)

which we extrapolate to frequencies above 10 Hz by as-

suming white acceleration noise ∼ 10−9
(

m
s2

)2
Hz−1. We

will assume this seismic noise accounts for all of the vi-
brations the fibers will experience: Sacoustic

aa ≈ Sseismic
aa

Vibration-induced strains in optical fibers can be sup-
pressed by using low vibration sensitivity fiber spools, a
technology designed to reduce frequency noise in fiber de-
lay line (FDL)-stabilized lasers [36]. This technique has
been shown to produce ultrastable lasers at room temper-
ature, reaching the thermomechanical noise floor in km-
scale fibers at sub-Hz frequencies [35]. Such vibration-
insensitive fiber spools have achieved sensitivities Γa ≡
hacoustic/aacoustic . 10−11

(
m/s2

)−1
to both horizontal

and vertical accelerations [73]. Thus, we expect acoustic
noise to induce a strain noise in each fiber on the order
of

Sacoustic
hh = |Γa|2 Sacoustic

aa . 10−31 Hz−1. (C7)

In solid core fiber, this will lead to a change in the
refractive index via the strain-optic effect

δn

n0
= εnLh

acoustic. (C8)
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From the analysis in Ref. [63], which considers a linear
strain along a single mode fiber, it can be shown that
εnL,solid ≈ −0.17.

Accounting for the strain-optic effect εnL,i and differ-
ences in optical dispersion ∆εnωL

, it can be shown that
the output phase difference due to strains hacoustic

i in both
fibers is (see Appendix B)

∆Φacoustic
A ≈ ω0,Lτ0

[
(1 + εnL,A)hacoustic

A

− (1 + ∆εnωL + εnL,B)hacoustic
B

]
, (C9)

The strain-optic effect has a larger impact on the
acoustic phase noise than the optical dispersion effect(∣∣∆εnL∣∣ > ∣∣∆εnωL

∣∣).
If the individual fiber strains are correlated and of

equal magnitude hacoustic
A = hacoustic

B ,

Sacoustic
∆Φ,A = |ω0,Lτ0 (∆εnωL

+ ∆εnL)|2 Sacoustic
hh . (C10)

This can be accomplished by co-winding the fibers on
a spool or cylinder, a technique that has been used to
observe the thermal noise floor in fiber-based interfer-
ometers [33, 34]. By co-winding both fibers on a single

spool with Γa . 10−11
(
m/s2

)−1
, acoustic noise at the

level predicted by the NHNM can be reduced to a level
comparable to that of thermal noise in this experiment,
as can be seen in Fig. 2. If desired, further suppression of
vibration-induced phase noise can also be achieved using
the feedforward method [74, 75].

Appendix D: Minimum detectable signal vs
measurement time

The purpose of this appendix is to motivate Eq.
8, which describes how the minimum detectable sig-
nal ∆ΦDM

min scales with the measurement time τexp.
There are two separate regimes for dark matter detec-
tion, the “stochastic” (τexp . τDM) and “deterministic”
(τexp � τDM) regimes [20]. As discussed in Ref. [42],

∆ΦDM
min ∝ τexp

−1/2 for a coherent signal and ∆ΦDM
min ∝

τexp
−1/4 for measurement durations greatly exceeding

the DM coherence time. Here we provide a complemen-
tary analysis using a discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
formalism and join both regimes with a single expression
for the DM-induced phase difference.

We consider the case where the measurement is con-
taminated by noise ∆Φnoise. Performing a measurement
of duration τexp with a sampling rate of fs, a peri-

odogram Snoise
∆Φ,k can be obtained from the DFT ∆Φ̃noise

k as

Snoise
∆Φ,k = 2|∆Φ̃noise

k |2/Nfs, where N ≡ fsτexp. Here, the
subscript k refers to the bin number. Assuming Gaus-
sian noise, the periodogram’s standard deviation can be
approximated by its mean [76], which for a broadband
noise source can be estimated simply by sampling the

PSD:
〈
Snoise

∆Φ,k

〉
≈ Snoise

∆Φ (kfs/N). This expression is valid

in the large N limit.

Here we define the minimum detectable signal strength
∆ΦDM

min as the signal amplitude required for the signal
power to equal the variance in the noise floor, i.e.

SDM
∆Φ,k = Snoise

∆Φ (kfs/N). (D1)

In the following sections we explore the relationship be-
tween ∆ΦDM

min and the expected noise floor Snoise
∆Φ (kfs/N)

for the stochastic and deterministic regimes.

1. Minimum detectable signal for τexp . τDM

For measurement times less than the DM coherence
time the signal is approximately coherent ∆ΦDM ≈
∆ΦDM

0 cos (2πfDMt+ θDM). For a coherent signal, the
signal power is entirely contained within a single fre-
quency bin,

SDM
∆Φ,k =

1

2

(
∆ΦDM

0

)2
τexp. (D2)

From Eq. D1, the minimum detectable signal would be

∆ΦDM
min ≈

√
2Snoise

∆Φ τ
−1/2
exp .

This analysis so far assumed a deterministic signal am-
plitude ∆ΦDM

0 . However, due to interference of UDM
field components of differing frequency and phase, the
field’s amplitude fluctuates over timescales roughly equal
to τDM. The field amplitude within a chunk of time τDM,
ϕ0, is a stochastic quantity with a Rayleigh distribution,

∝τexp
-1/2

∝τexp
-1/4
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FIG. 6. Dependence of de,min on τexp: We approximate
the minimum detectable signal strength’s dependence on the
total measurement time with Eq. 8 (Eq. D5), which accounts
for both measurement regimes: τexp . τDM (where ∆ΦDM

min ∝
τexp

−1/2) and τexp � τDM (where ∆ΦDM
min ∝ τexp

−1/4). Here,
de,min is calculated using Eq. D3 (dashed pink line), Eq. D4
(dashed yellow line), and Eq. D5 (red curve), assuming a noise
floor limited purely by the thermomechanical noise of room
temperature, coated fibers. It can be seen that the combined
expression from Eq. D5 converges to the ∝ τexp

−1/2 and
∝ τexp−1/4 limits at low and high frequencies, respectively.
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where ∼ 63% of all realizations are less than ϕrms, re-
sulting in a reduced signal [20]. Therefore, a DM signal
in the stochastic regime would need an amplitude ∼ 3
times larger than an otherwise identical signal with de-
terministic amplitude to have the same probability of de-
tection [20]. Accounting for the stochastic nature of the
UDM field, the minimum detectable signal is

∆ΦDM
min ≈ 3

√
2Snoise

∆Φ τ−1/2
exp (D3)

2. Minimum detectable signal for τexp � τDM

For measurement times exceeding the DM coher-
ence time, the signal power would be spread across
∼ τexp/τDM frequency bins. However, the measurement
could be split into M = τexp/τDM shorter measurements
of duration τDM. This procedure is known as Bartlett’s
method (described in Ref. [76]), where the total pe-
riodogram would be the average of the M short-time
periodograms, resulting in an M -fold reduction in the
variance in the noise floor Snoise

∆Φ → Snoise
∆Φ /

√
M . Each

individual data segment is duration τDM, so SDM
∆Φ,k ≈(

∆ΦDM
0

)2
τDM/2. The minimum detectable signal am-

plitude is then

∆ΦDM
min ≈

√
2Snoise

∆Φ (τDMτexp)−1/4 (D4)

3. Combined expression for ∆ΦDM
min

For measurement times less than the DM coherence
time, the minimum detectable signal scales as ∝ τexp

−1/2

(Eq. D3). For measurement times greatly exceeding
the DM coherence time, the minimum detectable signal
scales as ∝ τexp

−1/4 (Eq. D4). This relationship be-
tween ∆ΦDM

min and τexp is a broken power law, which we
simplify with a “smoothly joined broken power law” [77]
by simply adding contributions from both regimes as

∆ΦDM
min ≈

√
2Snoise

∆Φ

[
3τ−1/2

exp + (τDMτexp)−1/4
]
. (D5)

This function reproduces the behavior of Eqs. D3 and
D4 in the limits τexp � τDM and τexp � τDM, respec-
tively, while resulting in a larger ∆ΦDM

min in the τexp ≈ τDM

regime, as shown in Fig. 6. This effect is desirable, as
there would be some carry over of stochastic effects in
this regime.
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Generalizing to new calorimeter geometries with
Geometry-Aware Autoregressive Models (GAAMs)
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Abstract: Generation of simulated detector response to collision products is crucial to
data analysis in particle physics, but computationally very expensive. One subdetector,
the calorimeter, dominates the computational time due to the high granularity of its cells
and complexity of the interaction. Generative models can provide more rapid sample
production, but currently require significant effort to optimize performance for specific
detector geometries, often requiring many networks to describe the varying cell sizes and
arrangements, which do not generalize to other geometries. We develop a geometry-aware
autoregressive model, which learns how the calorimeter response varies with geometry, and is
capable of generating simulated responses to unseen geometries without additional training.
The geometry-aware model outperforms a baseline, unaware model by 50% in metrics such
as the Wasserstein distance between generated and true distributions of key quantities
which summarize the simulated response. A single geometry-aware model could replace the
hundreds of generative models currently designed for calorimeter simulation by physicists
analyzing data collected at the Large Hadron Collider. For the study of future detectors,
such a foundational model will be a crucial tool, dramatically reducing the large upfront
investment usually needed to develop generative calorimeter models.
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1 Introduction

Collision of particles at high-energy, such as those at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
provide clues about the fundamental nature of matter and its interactions. A crucial tool
in experimental design and data analysis is the production of vast samples of high-fidelity
simulations of the detectors which observe those collisions. Samples of simulated collisions
allow for characterization of the expected response of future detectors as well as simulation-
based-inference in data analysis, which often require billions of samples. The highest-fidelity
simulations, via Geant4 [1–3], are produced by detailed time-evolution of individual particles
and the microphysics of their interactions with detector elements, which can produce showers
of additional particles. The exponentially increasing number of particles results in large
computational expense, limiting the production of samples of simulated collisions. Efficiency
of sample generation will become increasingly vital as the LHC enters an era of high-intensity
beams which will produce higher volumes of data. However, the full time evolution of the
shower is not observed or recorded, and strategies which directly generate the final cell
responses can be significantly cheaper. Deep generative models (DGM) are a promising
approach to automatically learning such a response function.

Many experiments, including those at the LHC, have already invested resources in
developing DGMs designed to produce shower images for their own calorimeters [4–7].
However, the calorimeter geometries (i.e., the shape, position, and size of cells and their
relative arrangements) not only differ greatly between experiments but can also vary widely
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(a) (48, 48) (b) (12, 12) (c) (48, 24) (d) Boundary Region

Figure 1: Simulated calorimeter response to a 65 GeV photon for four distinct calorimeter
cell segmentations. Shown is the energy deposited per cell, for various segmentations in
(η, φ). The Boundary Region is (24, 48) for η < 0 and (12, 48) for η > 0.

from region to region within the same detector. As a result, experiments have to spend
significant human resources developing DGM architectures for their specific calorimeter
geometries. For example, the ATLAS experiment developed hundreds of generative networks
to span different regions of their calorimeter [5]. Further, the geometry-specific generative
model architectures developed by each experiment vary considerably. While there has recently
been significant innovation aimed at improving the accuracy of shower simulations using
DGMs for fixed calorimeter geometries [8–13], the key challenge remains the development of
models capable of generating samples for varying calorimeter geometries, which is essential
to scale these proof-of-concept demonstrations to a deployed product. This learning task has
no analogy in natural images, where pixel sizes are uniform, and no off-the-shelf machine
learning solutions are available. This problem requires a novel approach.

This paper addresses this crucial computational challenge, presenting a generative model
which learns to interpolate across a training set with varying calorimeter geometries and
is capable of zero-shot generalization to new geometries on which it has not been trained.
This is achieved by training an autoregressive model that is aware of the properties of the
calorimeter cell, adjusting the energy deposition based on the size and position of that cell.
Such a model could reflect a generalized understanding of calorimeter response, to be shared
across experiments with distinct geometries. This would enable individual experiments
to fine-tune the model to their specific calorimeter, requiring small training samples and
fewer computing resources to rapidly generate the samples of simulated collisions needed for
data analysis. In addition, such a model would allow to rapidly characterize the scientific
potential of future detectors. Such general-purpose, pre-trained models are often called
‘foundation models’.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 discusses related work, Sec. 3
describes the dataset used for training and evaluation, Sec. 4 details the ML methods
compared, and Sec. 5 discusses the results, including success with interpolation and failure
with extrapolation on novel geometries. The paper ends with a conclusion and future outlook
in Sec. 6.
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2 Context and Related Work

The ATLAS electromagnetic calorimeter has a complex geometry, and the simulation of its
response is a computational bottleneck, motivating physicists to develop faster simulations.
Early versions approximated the calorimeter response with parameterized response func-
tions [14]. There has been significant innovation in developing DGMs for particle physics
calorimeters using fixed output geometries, including with Generative Adversarial Networks
(GAN) [8, 9], Variational Auto-Encoders (VAE) [10], Normalizing Flows (NF) [11, 12], and
most recently diffusion models [13].

Conditional generative models have been explored, such as an early effort by the ATLAS
collaboration [4], which attempts to condition a GAN on the entire calorimeter geometry
at once. This ambitious effort faces the challenge of the enormous number of possible
three-dimensional geometries, which requires generating a vast training dataset in Geant4,
and presents difficulties in conditioning the GAN. On the other hand, training hundreds of
GANs [5] for small sections of the calorimeter with fixed geometries raises questions about
the sustainability of validating and maintaining so many models. Experiments like CMS
and LHCb have also studied DGMs for their calorimeters [6, 7].

Instead of conditioning a DGM on all possible unique geometries, it is more natural to
condition it on the properties of individual calorimeter cells. In this way, the model can be
expected to interpolate between different cell sizes and positions that it has encountered
in training, and learn from multiple cells in the same image. An autoregressive algorithm,
which generates cells sequentially, provides an efficient solution by conditioning the model
solely on the properties of the cell being generated and its neighbors. This cell-by-cell
approach enables the model to learn more efficiently how the properties of each cell affect
its energy distribution. Recently, Sparse Autoregressive Models were studied for simulating
sparse calorimeter images of a fixed geometry, in which the model learns the sparsity of the
model with a tractable likelihood [15]. This model serves as the inspiration for our work.
The details of the construction of the model are described in Sec. 4.

3 Dataset

Samples of simulated electromagnetic calorimeter response are generated using Geant4 [1–3],
in an ATLAS-like configuration modified from that used to generate earlier datasets [16].
The detector transverse segmentation (coordinates η and φ) was modified, to significantly
increase the granularity of the calorimeter, up to 16 fold, and approximate the granularity of
potential future detectors. Several different configurations were used to generate responses
from a wide set of hypothetical geometries. These configurations were inspired by the most
challenging geometry configurations seen in the ATLAS electromagnetic calorimeter [17, 18].

The calorimeter comprises three longitudinal layers referred to as ‘inner,’ ‘middle,’ and
‘outer’ layers and denoted by z = 1, 2, 3, each with area 48 × 48 cm2. These layers are
segmented into various rectangular cells using a grid in (nη, nφ), the number of cells along
the η and φ directions, respectively; see Table 3. In one particular configuration, the middle
layer is configured with two different cell sizes to represent a boundary between detector
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regions and presenting a difficult challenge for any generative model. In this non-uniform1

(36, 48)* geometry, the right half of the image is segmented into a (12, 48) grid and the left
half into (24, 48) cells in (nη, nφ). The outermost layer had a consistent shape of (24, 24).

A sample of 10,000 simulated photons with energy of 65 GeV are directed at the center
of the calorimeter. The photon interaction with the material generates a shower of electrons
and photons which deposit energy in each layer. The middle layer receives the largest
fraction of the photon energy, while the outer receives the least. The simulated response to
a photon for four example calorimeter geometries are shown in Fig. 1, demonstrating the
dramatic impact of the geometry.

Layer Calorimeter Segmentation

Inner
(48,4), (48,12), (48,24), (48,48),

(192,4), (192,12), (192,24), (192,48)

Middle (12,12), (48, 24), (48,48), (36,48)*

Outer (24,24)

Table 1: Segmentation of each layer of the simulated calorimeters used in training, indicated
by (nη, nφ), the number of cells in η and φ, respectively. Several configurations are used,
including one (marked with a *) in which the cell division is not uniform. See text for
details.

In addition, a second set of configurations is prepared and photon events simulated, but
which is held out of the training set in order to test the generalization to new geometries.
Configurations with a middle layer segmentation of (24, 24) or (24, 12) are generated to test
the ability of the model to interpolate. Configurations with a middle layer segmentation of
(48, 6)* or (48, 12)* are generated to test the ability of the model to extrapolate beyond its
training range.

4 Generative Models

Generative models, both conditioned on the geometry and unconditioned, are developed.
Both are described below.

4.1 Geometry-Aware Autoregressive Model (GAAM)

The GAAM is a framework based on autoregressive models (ARM) that can efficiently
learn to generate 3D calorimeter images. It comprises three ARMs, each generating an
individual 2D layer of the calorimeter (see Figure 2). Each ARM is constructed with Masked
Autoencoder for Distribution Estimation (MADE) [19]. Unlike traditional autoregressive
models that sequentially generate output cells depending on preceding cells, MADE generates
all desired parameters in a single pass through the regular autoencoder. This enables parallel
computation on GPUs for faster training.

1All non-uniform geometries are marked with a *.
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(a) GAAM (b) Spiral order

Figure 2: (a) The ARM architecture in GAAM takes a starting value x0 and cell size
(∆η, ∆φ) as inputs, which are aggregated to the MADE network. The parameters θi represent
the categorical distribution model that has been learned, and the output calorimeter cell
energies are sampled from this distribution. (b) The two-dimensional calorimeter layer
matrix is flattened along a spiral path.

To generate the inner calorimeter layer, an ARM is employed consisting of one masked
fully-connected layer and one 1D convolutional layer. For the middle and outer calorimeter
layers, ARMs are used comprising five masked fully-connected layers and one 1D convolutional
layer. Each of them uses GELU [20] activation functions. The output of the model is discrete
values of energy, and each generated cell energy deposit is represented as a categorical
distribution. A softmax layer is applied to generate these discrete outputs into N + 1

categories, where N is the closest integer greater than the maximum cell energy in the
training data.

In addition to the previous energy deposits, the ARM takes into account the cell sizes
(∆η, ∆φ) in the η and φ dimensions, respectively, as conditioning features. This enables the
model to dynamically generate the energy distribution to accommodate different geometries
(Figure 2a). By learning to generate cell-by-cell, the model gains insight into how the spatial
properties of each cell impact the energy deposition. For instance, the model should learn
to deposit more energy per cell for a less granular geometry with bigger cells compared to
a finer geometry with smaller cells, as well as take into account where the cell is in the
image. Consequently, the model learns from multiple cells within each image, enhancing
the learning efficiency. During the generation, each ARM receives a starting value, the true
energy of a central cell. The generation process is initiated from this cell since the majority
of the energy tends to be deposited near the center, providing a reliable starting point for
the ARMs.

4.2 Baseline: Unconditional ARM

As a comparison to the geometry-aware approach described above, a similar model is trained
without conditioning it to the properties of the calorimeter cells. This will serve as a baseline
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to understand the improvement that comes purely from being able to condition the model
on cell properties.

4.3 Preprocessing

The energy of the central cell is sampled from a known prior distribution. The networks also
receive two matrices describing the size of the cells to be generated. The trained GAAM
then generates the energy deposits in the remaining cells by sampling from the learned
categorical distribution.

Since an ARM requires an ordering of the calorimeter cells, the two-dimensional cell
matrix is flattened using a spiral counter-clockwise pattern (Figure 2b) so that cells remain
close after flattening. The ordering starts from a central cell, where most energy is deposited,
and moves outwards. Furthermore, the energy deposit value is discretized by rounding it
to the nearest integer. Given the significant variation in energy depositions across cells
spanning several orders of magnitude, applying a power transformation, x̂ = x1/p, with
p = 2 during preprocessing is found to improve the training.

The dataset is divided into training, validation, and test sets, with a ratio of 0.7:0.1:0.2,
respectively. Training the models is carried out in PyTorch [21] for up to 200 epochs, using
the Adam optimizer [22]. The negative log likelihood serves as the loss function. The
training is performed on two NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPUs.

5 Results

Performance of the conditional GAAM as well as the baseline unconditional model are
presented both qualitatively as well as quantitatively, for geometries with uniform or non-
uniform cell segmentation, and for geometries within the training sample as well as unseen
geometries.

Qualitative analysis is via visualizations and inspection of generated samples. Quan-
titative analysis is performed by measuring the distance between histograms of true and
generated samples in quantities which are important in a typical data analysis: energy
weighted means, shower widths, and distances between shower means across layers. The
energy weighted means, η̄ and φ̄ are computed over all cells in an image:

η̄ =

∑
i ηiEi∑
iEi

, φ̄ =

∑
i φiEi∑
iEi

(5.1)

where Ei is the energy deposited in the ith cell. The shower widths, ση and σφ are calculated
as:

ση =

√∑
iEi(ηi − η̄)2

(M−1)
M

∑
iEi

, σφ =

√∑
iEi(φi − φ̄)2

(M−1)
M

∑
iEi

(5.2)

where M is the number of cells with non-zero energy. The inter-layer distance between mean
energy-weighted shower locations in the inner and middle calorimeter layers are computed
as:

Cη = η̄inner − η̄middle, Cφ = φ̄inner − φ̄middle (5.3)

Distances between histograms are measured using the Wasserstein distance [23, 24].
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(a) GAAM - Inner layer - (192, 12) (b) GAAM - Middle layer - (36, 48)*

(c) GAAM - Outer layer - (24, 24) (d) Unaware - Middle layer - (36, 48)*

Figure 3: Average generated calorimeter images from GAAM in (a) inner (b) middle or (c)
outer layers, or (d) from the geometry-unaware model middle layer, each compared the true
images from Geant4.

5.1 Performance in uniform segmentation

Qualitative comparison of the generated images from the GAAM and the geometry-unaware
model are shown in Fig. 3 in each layer, for several example segmentations, and compared
to the truth generated by Geant4. The GAAM reproduces the features of the true images,
while the geometry-unaware model fails to do so.

Quantitative comparison are made between histograms of energy-weighted means (Fig. 4),
shower widths (Fig. 5), and inter-layer distances (Fig. 6). The Wasserstein distances between
the distributions are given in Table 2. In each case, the GAAM outperforms the geometry-
unaware model2, and achieves a small inter-layer distance. The inner layer is particularly
challenging for GAAM due to its high granularity.

5.2 Performance in non-uniform segmentation

A major challenge for implementing generative models is the non-uniform nature of the
detector segmentation, which becomes more coarse or irregular in some regions. Performance
under non-uniform cell divisions is studied in the configuration where the middle layer has
segmentation (36, 48)*, but non-uniform cell sizes along η. Demonstration of the GAAM’s
ability to learn to generate data with larger energy deposition in larger cells is shown in
Fig 3b. The slight off-set of the peak to the right in the η distribution in Fig. 4b is a feature
of boundary regions of calorimeters and therefore expected for the geometry (36, 48)* of the
middle layer.

2The outer layer has only a single geometry so no comparisons are made to a geometry-unaware model.
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(a) Inner layer - (192, 12) (b) Middle layer - (36, 48)*

(c) Middle layer - (48, 48) (d) Outer layer - (24, 24)

Figure 4: Distribution of the energy weighted means, η̄ and φ̄, in samples generated by
the GAAM, the unconditional model and Geant4 (True), for several calorimeter layers with
varying segmentation in (η, φ). The GAAM outperforms the unconditional baseline model
consistently.

(a) Inner layer - (192, 12) (b) Middle layer - (36, 48)*

(c) Middle layer - (48, 48) (d) Outer layer - (24, 24)

Figure 5: Distribution of the shower widths, ση and σφ, in samples generated by the
GAAM, the unconditional model and Geant4 (True), for several calorimeter layers with
varying segmentation in (η, φ). The GAAM outperforms the unconditional baseline model
consistently.

Such a task has never been attempted before with generative models, due to the
challenges it poses, as illustrated by the failure of the geometry-unaware model to accurately
simulate the calorimeter response in this scenario; see Figure 3d.
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(a) Inner (48, 12) & middle (12, 12) layer (b) Inner (192, 48) & middle (36, 48)* layer

Figure 6: Distribution of the inter-layer distance of energy weighted means, Cη and Cφ, in
samples generated by the GAAM and Geant4 (True), for several calorimeter layers with
varying segmentation in (η, φ). The GAAM reproduces the truth reasonably well.

Layer; segmentation Quantity Wasserstein distance
GAAM (Conditional) Baseline (Unconditional)

Inner; (192, 12)

η̄ 2.01 × 10−2 1.49 × 10−2

φ̄ 3.69 × 10−3 5.99 × 10−3

ση 2.63 × 10−2 1.81 × 10−1

σφ 1.21 × 10−2 2.81 × 10−2

Middle; (48,48)

η̄ 5.95 × 10−4 6.98 × 10−3

φ̄ 4.05 × 10−4 2.61 × 10−3

ση 4.35 × 10−3 1.25 × 10−2

σφ 7.07 × 10−3 1.00 × 10−2

Middle; (36,48)

η̄ 1.25 × 10−2 2.45 × 10−2

φ̄ 4.54 × 10−4 5.58 × 10−4

ση 1.18 × 10−3 1.00 × 10−2

σφ 1.24 × 10−3 5.60 × 10−3

Outer; (24,24)

η̄ 8.31 × 10−4 N/A
φ̄ 1.12 × 10−3 N/A
ση 9.08 × 10−4 N/A
σφ 9.71 × 10−4 N/A

Table 2: Quantitative evaluation of performance of the two generative models, the condi-
tional GAAM and the unconditional baseline model in generating simulated calorimeter
response to a photon. Shown is the Wasserstein distance between histograms of quantities
important in data analysis, displayed in Figs. 4-6. The testing geometry appears in the
training set for these models.

5.3 Performance in unseen geometries

A crucial target of geometry-aware models is the ability to learn the dependence of the
energy deposition on the nature of the geometry and thus be able to generate simulated
response for calorimeters whose geometry do not appear in its training set. To explore

– 9 –



Layer; segmentation Quantity Wasserstein distance
GAAM (Conditional) Baseline (Unconditional)

Middle; (24,24)

η̄ 2.90 × 10−4 7.74 × 10−3

φ̄ 6.21 × 10−4 1.06 × 10−3

ση 8.98 × 10−3 1.63 × 10−2

σφ 4.22 × 10−3 7.39 × 10−3

Middle; (24,12)

η̄ 4.77 × 10−4 7.74 × 10−3

φ̄ 1.02 × 10−3 1.06 × 10−3

ση 8.98 × 10−3 1.63 × 10−2

σφ 4.22 × 10−3 7.39 × 10−3

Table 3: Quantitative evaluation of performance of the two generative models, the condi-
tional GAAM and the unconditional baseline model in generating simulated calorimeter
response to a photon. Shown is the Wasserstein distance between histograms of quantities
important in data analysis, displayed in Fig. 8. The testing geometry does not appear in
the training set for these models, but requires interpolation.

(a) Middle layer - (24, 24) (b) Middle layer - (24, 12)

Figure 7: Average generated calorimeter images from GAAM for two geometries, (a) (24,
24) and (b) (24, 12), which do not appear in the training set and require interpolation. Each
are compared to the Geant4 truth.

this ability of the GAAM, we evaluate its performance on unseen geometries which require
interpolation within the training set, as well as those which require extrapolation out of the
training set.

Figure 7 shows the average generated and true images for two unseen geometries which
are bracketed by examples in the training set. Qualitatively, the GAAM has succeeded at
interpolation. A quantitative comparison is provided by examining the important physical
quantities defined above; see Figs. 8 and 9 for histograms and Table 3 for Wasserstein
distances. The GAAM is able to reasonably interpolate to unseen geometries, although it
struggles to produce very narrow shower widths.

Extrapolation beyond the training examples given is much more challenging. We present
two extrapolation geometries of the middle layer: (48, 6)* and (48, 12)*, which include cell
sizes outside the range of the training data. The (48, 6)* geometry is composed of two
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(a) Middle layer - (24, 24) (b) Middle layer - (24, 12)

Figure 8: Distribution of the energy weighted means, η̄ and φ̄, in samples generated by
the GAAM, the unconditional model and Geant4 (True), for several calorimeter layers with
unseen varying segmentation in (η, φ), geometries which do not appear in the training
set and require interpolation. The GAAM outperforms the unconditional baseline model
consistently.

(a) Middle layer - (24, 24) (b) Middle layer - (24, 12)

Figure 9: Distribution of the shower widths, ση and σφ, in samples generated by the
GAAM, the unconditional model and Geant4 (True), for several calorimeter layers with
unseen varying segmentation in (η, φ), geometries which do not appear in the training set
and require interpolation. The GAAM outperforms the unconditional baseline model but it
also struggles to produce narrow distributions.

(a) Middle layer - (48, 6)* (b) Middle layer - (48, 12)*

Figure 10: Average generated calorimeter images from GAAM for two (η, φ) segmenta-
tions, (a) (48, 6)* and (b) (48, 12)*, which do not appear in the training set and require
extrapolation. Each is compared to the Geant4 truth.

different cell sizes in the η-dimension, similar to the feature of boundary regions. The first
32 cells from the left are half the size of the smallest cells seen in training, and the other 16
cells are of 4 times as large as the cells on the left. In the φ-dimension, the cell are uniformly
segmented, but the cell sizes are twice as large as the largest cells seen in training. The (48,
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12)* geometry has a similar cell segmentation but with cells half the size in the φ-dimension.
In contrast to interpolation, samples for unseen geometries which require extrapolation show
significant differences between the generated and true images (Figure 10), with the GAAM
failing to place the maximum energy at the centre of the image consistently. Quantitative
comparisons, not shown, confirm what is clear in the visualizations.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

The Geometry-Aware Autoregressive Model is capable of learning how calorimeter cell
response varies with the detector geometry, allowing it to rapidly generate simulated
responses to a wide array of detector geometries, including those which do not appear in
the training set. This capacity for generalization eliminates the need to train and validate
hundreds of models to describe the response of a typical calorimeter. By conditioning the
model on the properties of individual cells rather than the complete geometry [4], the GAAM
has the capacity to scale to many geometry configurations.

Further work is needed to improve the overall fidelity of the simulation, particularly
for the high dimensional inner calorimeter layer. Additionally, one may compare such a
geometry-aware approach with a geometry-agnostic approach to shower simulation with
point-cloud models [25–28] to determine the suitability of each approach on a range of
detector geometries.

This study is also the first step towards building ‘foundational models’ in HEP, general
purpose machine learning models trained on large and diverse data, intended to be fine-tuned
to individual tasks. The GAAM demonstrates the feasibility of general purpose generative
models for calorimeter simulation. These would act as foundational models, trained on
various calorimeters and geometries, and then shared between experiments. The experiments
would only need to fine-tune the model to their specific calorimeter, requiring far less training
data, computing resources and human resources compared to developing a generative model
from scratch for their specific calorimeter.
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Test of new physics effects in B̄ → (D(∗), π)`−ν̄` decays with heavy and light leptons
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We study the B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays based on the up-to-date available inputs from experiments
and the lattice. First, we review the standard model (SM) predictions of the different observables
associated with these decay channels. In the analyses, we consider new physics (NP) effects in
the channels with the heavy (τ), as well as the light leptons (µ, e). We have extracted |Vcb| along
with the new Wilson coefficients (WCs) from the available data on light leptons; the extracted
value of |Vcb| is (39.9 ± 0.7) × 10−3. The extracted WCs are zero consistent, but some could be

of order 10−2. Also, we have done the simultaneous analysis of the data in B̄ → D(∗)(µ−, e−)ν̄

alongside the inputs on R(D(∗)) = Γ(B̄→D(∗)τ−ν̄τ )

Γ(B̄→D(∗)`−ν̄`)
and the D∗ longitudinal polarisation fraction

FD
∗

L in different NP scenarios and extracted |Vcb| which is consistent with the number mentioned

above. Also, the simultaneous explanation of R(D(∗)) and FD
∗

L is not possible in the one-operator
scenarios. However, the two operator scenarios with OτS2

= (q̄RbL)(τ̄RντL) as one of the operators
could explain all these three measurements. Finally, we have given predictions of all the related
observables in B̄ → D(∗)(τ−, µ−, e−)ν̄ decays in the NP scenarios, which could be tested in future
experiments. We have repeated this exercise for B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays with the light lepton and
extracted |Vub| and the new WCs. Finally, using all these available data for the light and heavy
leptons, we have given bounds on the couplings of the relevant SM effective field theory (SMEFT)
operators and the probable NP scale Λ.

I. INTRODUCTION

For the last couple of years, special attention has been given to the flavour-changing neutral current (FCNC)
and charged current (FCCC) semileptonic B and Bs decays. In this paper, we will focus on B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` and
B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays, which are the FCCC semileptonic decays of B meson. Here, we can identify ` as the light
leptons like e and µ or the heavy lepton τ . The processes with the light leptons were assumed to be insensitive to
any new physics effects, and the data on these modes are used to extract the CKM elements |Vcb| and |Vub| from
the B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` and B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays, respectively, for the updated analyses, see [1–12] and the references
therein. Right now, alongside the experimental data on the differential rates [13–22], we have very precise inputs
from the lattice on the respective form factors at zero and and non-zero recoils [23–29]. With this wealth of data, it
is possible to extract |Vcb| and |Vub| and the possible new physics effects in b → c`−ν̄` and b → u`−ν̄` decays along
with the respective parameters parametrising the form factors of the decays as mentioned above. In this paper, we
have analysed all the available data and the lattice inputs on these modes, extracted the respective CKM elements,
and constrained the model-independent new physics (NP) information alongside the shape of the form factors.

For the same decay modes we can define the ratio of the decays rates R(D(∗)) = Γ(B̄→D(∗)τ−ν̄τ )
Γ(B̄→D(∗)`−ν̄`)

. These observables

are potentially sensitive to lepton flavor universality violating (LFUV) new physics effects in these decays. At the
moment, measurements are available on R(D) and R(D∗). The measured value of R(D) is given by [30, 31]

R(D) = 0.356± 0.029 (1)

which is the average of the measurements in the refs. [32–36]. There is disagreement between the measurement and
the SM prediction R(D)SM = 0.298 ± 0.004 [31] which is an arithmetic average of the estimates obtained in the
refs. [7, 30, 37–40]. On the other hand, the measured value of R(D∗) is given by

R(D∗) = 0.291± 0.014, (2)

which has been obtained from an average of the estimates in [32–36, 41]. Very recently, LHCb has announced their
new result on R(D∗) [42], which, when combined with their earlier measurement [43], the average will be

R(D∗) = 0.257± 0.012± 0.018. (3)
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2

On combining this result with the average given in eq. 2, HFLAV has obtained the new average [31]

R(D∗) = 0.284± 0.013. (4)

The SM predictions for the R(D∗)SM = 0.254 ± 0.005, the arithmetic average of the predictions obtained in the
refs. [1, 2, 31, 38–40, 44]. Apart from [44], the rest of the analyses are based on the data from Belle [14, 15], and one
input on the form factor from the lattice at zero recoil has been considered [25]. As a recent update, the Fermilab-MILC
collaboration estimated the form factors for B̄ → D∗`−ν̄` decays at the non-zero recoils utilising which they have
obtained R(D∗)SM = 0.265± 0.013. This estimate does not include the input from the experimental measurements.
It is completely based on the lattice inputs and consistent with the measurement presented in eq. 4. Note that the
SM prediction (only lattice) and the measurement have large errors. In the case of R(D), the measurement has a
large error compared to the corresponding SM estimate. We have to wait for more precise inputs from the lattice and
more precise data from the experimental measurements. It is important to note that the data on B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄`
with light lepton are useful to constrain the shape of the form factors on top of the lattice data. However, doing the
fits in the presence of NP contributions in these modes will be more appropriate. Therefore, the present data could
be useful to constrain the new physics contributions in b→ c`−ν̄` and b→ cτ−ν̄τ decays alongside the extraction of
|Vcb| which is our main focus in this paper. In principle, the NP contributions in b → c`−ν̄` and b → cτ−ν̄τ could
be different or they could be of similar nature, we have explored both these possibilities and constrained the new
model-independent Wilson coefficients.

In addition to the R(D) and R(D∗), measurements are available on the τ polarization asymmetry PD
∗

τ [41] and
the D∗ longitudinal polarization fraction FL(D∗) [45]. The respective estimates are the following

PD
∗

τ = −0.38± 0.51(stat)+0.21
−0.16(sys), FD

∗

L = 0.60± 0.08(stat)± 0.04(sys). (5)

Note that the measurement for the τ polarization has an error of more than 100%, and the measurement of FD
∗

L is
not a published article. The SM predictions can be seen from [2], which were based on the Belle 2017 and/or 2019
results, and by then, available inputs on the respective form factors in B → D∗ decays at zero recoil. In this paper we
will update those numbers. Also, we will update the SM predictions of the relevant observables in B̄ → D`−ν̄` decays,
for the older results one could see the ref. [46]. We haven’t considered Pτ (D∗) as input in our analysis. However, we
have checked that the predictions are not exceeding the experimental limits. In a few fits, we have included FL(D∗)
to check the impact of this measurement.

The Effective field theory (EFT) is an important framework to deal with phenomenon that are spread over a
multitude of energy or length scales, such as the electroweak scale determining flavor-changing transitions of quarks
and the scale of strong interactions related to the formation of hadrons. Hence, the low energy data could be
useful to constrain the scale of the new physics. In the framework of the SM Effective Field Theory (SMEFT), the
renormalizable dimension-4 SM Lagrangian is extended by higher dimensional operators suppressed by powers of the
new physics scale Λ [47].

Leff = LSM +
∑
i

1

Λdi−4
CiOi (6)

where Λ is the cutoff scale of the EFT, Oi are a set of dimension di operators that are invariant under the SU(3)c ×
SU(2)L×U(1)Y gauge group and Ci are their respective Wilson coefficients (WC). New physics at higher energy scales
is encoded in the Wilson coefficients of higher dimensional operators. The WCs of the low energy effective operators
could be obtained by matching the SMEFT to these operators and following an appropriate renormalization group
evolution equations (RGE) [48, 49]. In this analysis, we have obtained the constraints on the ratio Ci

Λ2 from the

available data on the exclusive B̄ → (D,D∗, π)`−ν̄` decays. These decays can be described by writing down the most
general dimension-6 operators, which we will discuss in the next section.

II. FRAMEWORK

Assuming the neutrinos to be left-handed, the most general effective Hamiltonian with all possible four-fermion
operators relevant for b→ c(u)l−ν̄l is given as [50]

Hb→q`
−ν̄`

eff =
4GF√

2
Vqb[(1 + ClV1

)OlV1
+ ClV2

OlV2
+ ClS1

OlS1
+ ClS2

OlS2
+ ClTOlT ] (7)
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where the four-Fermi operators are given by,

OlV1
= (q̄Lγ

µbL)(l̄LγµνlL),

OlV2
= (q̄Rγ

µbR)(l̄LγµνlL),

OlS1
= (q̄LbR)(l̄RνlL),

OlS2
= (q̄RbL)(l̄RνlL),

OlT = (q̄Rσ
µνbL)(l̄RσµννlL), (8)

with q = u or c. In the Standard Model, the WC C`i = 0, hence the WCs defined in eq. 7 are associated only with the
new operators beyond the SM. We will constrain these WCs from the available data. Using the available experimental
data on the B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄`, R(D(∗)), B̄ → π`−ν̄` (` = µ, e) and the available lattice inputs, we can extract these
WCs. In this analysis, we have considered only the real WCs.

In the SMEFT, the operators which will be relevant for the b→ c(u)`−ν̄` transitions are given by [49]

Q
(3)
`q = (¯̀

iγµτ
I`j)(q̄kγ

µτ Iql), Qφud = i(φ̃†Dµφ)(ūiγ
µdj),

Q`edq = (¯̀a
i ej)(d̄kq

a
l ), Q

(1)
`equ = (¯̀a

i ej)εab(q̄
b
kul),

Q
(3)
`equ = (¯̀a

i σ
µνej)εab(q̄

b
kσµνul), Q

(3)
φq = (φ†i

↔
Dµφ)(q̄iτ

Iγµqj) (9)

In the above equation, `, q and φ represent lepton, quark and Higgs SU(2)L doublets, while the right-handed isospin
singlets are denoted by e, u and d.

By matching these Standard Model gauge invariant dimension-six operators at the electroweak scale onto the low-
energy B physics Hamiltonian by integrating out the top quark, Z and W bosons and the Higgs boson, the Wilson
coefficients (WCs) are obtained [49]. These WCs are then evolved from the electroweak scale µW to the scale µb
relevant to B physics measurements by the appropriate RGE equations. As a result, the WCs of the operators defined
in eq. 7 are obtained as a linear combination of the Wilson coefficients of the corresponding operators of the SMEFT
basis. Thus, the low-energy experiments in flavour physics can be used to constrain these coefficients of the SMEFT
operator basis.

Following the method discussed above, a tree-level matching of the SMEFT operators (eq. 9) to the effective operator
basis defined in eqs. 7 and 8 will result in the following WCs at the scale mb for b→ c`−ν̄` decays [49]

CV1
=
v2

Λ2

Vcs
Vcb

(C̃
(3)ll23
`q − C̃(3)23

φq ), CV2
= − v2

2Λ2Vcb
C̃23
φud,

CS1 =
v2

2Λ2

Vcs
Vcb

C̃∗ll32
`edq , CS2 =

v2

2Λ2

Vtb
Vcb

C̃
∗(1)ll32
`equ ,

CT =
v2

2Λ2

Vtb
Vcb

C̃
∗(3)ll32
`equ (10)

and that for b→ u`−ν̄ transitions,

CV1
=
v2

Λ2

Vud
Vub

(C̃
(3)ll13
`q − C̃(3)13

φq ), CV2 = − v2

2Λ2Vub
C̃23
φud,

CS1
=

v2

2Λ2

Vud
Vub

C̃∗ll31
`edq , CS2

=
v2

2Λ2

Vtb
Vub

C̃
∗(1)ll32
`equ ,

CT =
v2

2Λ2

Vtb
Vub

C̃
∗(3)ll32
`equ (11)

From hereon, we will denote (C̃
(3)ll23
`q − C̃(3)23

φq ) = C̃
(3)
lq since we can only constrain the difference from the fits.

Here, v is the Higgs vacuum expectation value, and Λ is the new physics scale. In eqs. 10 and 11, we have neglected
the sub-dominant CKM elements. Here, the C̃s are the WCs or the couplings of the respective SMEFT operators at
the electroweak scale µEW . We will use the available experimental results on the B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄`, B̄ → π`−ν̄` and

R(D(∗)) alongside the lattice inputs mentioned in the introduction to fit the ratios C̃/Λ2 given in the above equations.
The result will help us to pinpoint the scale of new physics Λ for particular choices of the couplings or vice versa. We
will discuss this in detail in the following sections.
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Constants Values

GF 1.166 × 10−5 GeV−2

χT1− (0) (for g and f+) 5.131 × 10−4 GeV−2

χT1+ (0) (for f and F1) 3.894 × 10−4 GeV−2

χL0− (0) (for F2) 1.9421 × 10−2 GeV−2

χL0+ (0) (for f0) 6.204 × 10−3 GeV−2

TABLE I: Various inputs used in this analysis [51].

Form factor involved B
(∗)
c pole masses (GeV)

f+ and g 6.32847, 6.91947, 7.030

f and F1 6.73847, 6.750, 7.145, 7.150

F2 6.27447, 6.8712, 7.250

f0 6.70347, 7.122

TABLE II: Pole masses used in the B → D(∗) modes.

A. B̄ → D(π)`−ν̄`

Using the above effective Hamiltonian, the differential decay rate in the presence of new physics for B̄ → Dl−ν̄
transitions can be written as [50] (both for heavy and light leptons):

dΓ(B̄ → Dl−ν̄l)

dq2
=
G2
F η

2
EW|Vcb|2

192π3m3
B

q2
√
λD(q2)

(
1− m2

l

q2

)2

×
{
|1 + ClV1

+ ClV2
|2
[(

1 +
m2
l

2q2

)
Hs 2
V,0 +

3

2

m2
l

q2
Hs 2
V,t

]
+

3

2
|ClS1

+ ClS2
|2Hs 2

S + 8|ClT |2
(

1 +
2m2

l

q2

)
Hs 2
T + 3Re[(1 + ClV1

+ ClV2
)(Cl∗S1

+ Cl∗S2
)]

ml√
q2
Hs
SH

s
V,t − 12Re[(1 + ClV1

+ ClV2
)Cl∗T ]

ml√
q2
Hs
TH

s
V,0

}
,

(12)

where λD(q2) = ((mB −mD)2 − q2)((mB +mD)2 − q2) and

Hs
V,0(q2) =

√
λD(q2)

q2
f+(q2), Hs

V,t(q
2) =

m2
B −m2

D√
q2

f0(q2)

Hs
S(q2) =

m2
B −m2

D

mb −mc
f0(q2), Hs

T (q2) = −
√
λD(q2)

mB +mD
fT (q2) (13)

The form factors are expanded in the BGL method of parametrization as [52]

Fi(z) =
1

Pi(z)φi(z)

N∑
j=0

aijz
j , (14)

where z is related to the recoil variable w as

z =

√
w + 1−

√
2

√
w + 1 +

√
2
. (15)

w is related to the momentum transferred to the dilepton system (q2) as q2 = m2
B +m2

f − 2mBmfw.
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The functions Pi(z), called the Blaschke factors, are given by

Pi(z) =
∏
p

z − zp
1− zzp

, (16)

which are used to eliminate the poles at z = zp where,

zp =

√
(mB +mf )2 −m2

P −
√

4mBmf√
(mB +mf )2 −m2

P +
√

4mBmf

. (17)

Here mP denotes the pole masses, details in [51]. The outer functions φi(z) can be any analytic function of q2 and
are chosen to be [53]

φf+ =
8r2

mB

√
8nI

3πχ̃T1−(0)

(1 + z)2(1− z)1/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

5 ,

φf0
= r(1− r2)

√
8nI

πχ̃L1−(0)

(1− z2)(1− z)1/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

4 , (18)

where r = mD/mB .
If we write the double-differential decay distribution as [54]

d2Γl
dq2dcosθ

= al(q
2) + bl(q

2) cos θ + cl(q
2) cos2 θ, (19)

where θ is the polar angle of the lepton momentum in the rest frame of the lν̄ pair with respect to the z axis which
is defined by the D-momentum in the rest frame of B̄, the lepton forward-backward asymmetry is defined as

AFB(q2) =

∫ 1

0
d2Γ

dq2dcosθl
dcosθl −

∫ 0

−1
d2Γ

dq2dcosθl
dcosθl

dΓ/dq2
=

bl(q
2)

dΓ/dq2
(20)

and the lepton polarization asymmetry is defined as

ADλl(q
2) = −PD` =

dΓλl=−1/2/dq2 − dΓλl=+1/2/dq2

dΓ/dq2
. (21)

Note that the our definition for the lepton polarization asymmetry has a sign difference with respect to the one used
by Belle (eq. 5).

The rate for the B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays are similar to the one given in eq. 12 with the inputs for the D meson
replaced by that for the pions. To get the shape of the decay rate, we need to determine the shape of the form
factors for B̄ → π`−ν̄`. For the form factors, we use the simplified series expansion in z as given in ref. [55] by
Bharucha-Straub-Zwicky (BSZ):

fi(q
2) =

1

1− q2/m2
R,i

N∑
k=0

aik [z(q2; t0)− z(0; t0)]k, (22)

where z is defined as before in eqs. 15 and 17, respectively. In eq 22, mR,i denotes the mass of the sub-threshold
resonances compatible with the quantum numbers of the respective form factors and aiks are the coefficients of
expansion, the details are given in ref [55]. Another commonly used approach for the parametrizations of the B → π
form factors in the literature is provided by Bourrely-Caprini-Lellouch (BCL) [56]. A comparative study of these
two approaches in the extractions of |Vub| from B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays has been undertaken in ref. [4]. The results are
extremely consistent with each other in both approaches. For interested readers, a more detailed discussion on this
topic could also be seen from our earlier paper [12].
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Observables Only Lattice Lattice [23, 24, 28] + Lattice [23, 24, 28] + Lattice [23, 24, 28] +

[23, 24, 28] Expt [13, 15, 16] LCSR (q2 = 0)[57] LCSR (q2 = 0) [57]

+ Expt [13, 15, 16]

R(D) 0.304 ± 0.003 0.299 ± 0.003 0.304 ± 0.003 0.300 ± 0.003

R(D∗) 0.271 ± 0.031 0.252 ± 0.001 0.265 ± 0.016 0.251 ± 0.001

F B̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

L 0.422 ± 0.011 0.454 ± 0.003 0.436 ± 0.007 0.455 ± 0.003

AD
∗

λτ = −PD
∗

τ 0.526 ± 0.011 0.505 ± 0.004 0.517 ± 0.007 0.505 ± 0.004

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

FB -0.082 ± 0.012 -0.053 ± 0.005 -0.073 ± 0.009 -0.052 ± 0.004

ADλτ = −PDτ -0.324 ± 0.003 -0.323 ± 0.003 -0.324 ± 0.003 -0.323 ± 0.003

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

FB 0.3596 ± 0.0004 0.3600 ± 0.0003 0.3596 ± 0.0004 0.3600 ± 0.0003

AD
∗

λµ = −PD
∗

µ 0.9889 ± 0.0037 0.9852 ± 0.0002 0.9874 ± 0.0020 0.9853 ± 0.0002

F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L 0.463 ± 0.036 0.531 ± 0.003 0.495 ± 0.019 0.531 ± 0.003

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB -0.247 ± 0.029 -0.208 ± 0.003 -0.237 ± 0.012 -0.209 ± 0.003

ADλµ = −PDµ 0.9618 ± 0.0002 0.9615 ± 0.0002 0.9618 ± 0.0002 0.9615 ± 0.0002

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

FB 0.0137 ± 0.0001 0.0138 ± 0.0001 0.0137 ± 0.0001 0.0138 ± 0.0001

F B̄→D
∗e−ν̄

L 0.463 ± 0.036 0.531 ± 0.003 0.495 ± 0.020 0.531 ± 0.003

AB̄→D
∗e−ν̄

FB -0.250 ± 0.029 -0.213 ± 0.003 -0.241 ± 0.012 -0.214 ± 0.003

TABLE III: Predictions of the observables in the B → D(∗) channel in different scenarios. Here, the experimental
data is in the B̄ → D(µ, e)ν̄ and B̄ → D∗(µ, e)ν̄ decays.

B. B̄ → D∗l−ν̄

The decay distribution for the four body decay B̄ → D∗(→ Dπ)l−ν̄l can be completely described in terms of four
kinematic variables: the lepton invariant mass squared (q2) and the three angles [54]

d4Γ

dq2dcosθldcosθV dφ
=

9

32π
I(q2, θl, θV , φ) (23)

where,

I(q2, θl, θV , φ) = Is1sin
2θV + Ic1cos

2θV + (Is2sin
2θV + Ic2cos

2θV )cos2θl + I3sin
2θV sin

2θlcos2φ

+ I4sin2θV sin2θlcosφ+ I5sin2θV sinθlcosφ+ (Is6sin
2θV + Ic6cos

2θV )cosθl

+ I7sin2θV sinθlsinφ+ I8sin2θV sin2θlsinφ+ I9sin
2θV sin

2θlsin2φ (24)

The angular coefficients (I’s) are written in terms of the helicity amplitudes Hλ as well as their linear combinations
[54] which are in turn expressed as functions of the form factors (f, g, F1, F2) in the BGL basis and the Wilson
coefficients. The outer functions with r = mD∗/mB are expresssed as [53]

φf =
4r

m2
B

√
nI

6πχT1+(0)

(1 + z)(1− z)3/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

4 ,

φg = 16r2
√

nI
3πχ̃T1−(0)

(1 + z)2(1− z)−1/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

4 ,

φF1
=

4r

m3
B

√
nI

6πχT1+(0)

(1 + z)(1− z)5/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

5 ,

φF2
= 8
√

2r2
√

nI
πχ̃L1+(0)

(1 + z)2(1− z)−1/2

[(1 + r)(1− z) + 2
√
r(1 + z)]

4 (25)



7

Scenario From the simultaneous fit to all unknowns BGL coefficients are nuisance parameters

Fit Parameters Predictions Fit Parameters Predictions

CV2

CV2 = 0.004± 0.015

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.300± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.001

CV2 = 0.017± 0.017

|Vcb| = (40.3± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.299± 0.005,

R(D∗) = 0.250± 0.002

CT
CT = (0.1± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.300± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.001

CT = (0.4± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (40.2± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.297± 0.005,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.002

CS1

CS1 = (−0.002± 0.048)

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.299± 0.022,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.002

CS1 = (−0.005± 0.048)

|Vcb| = (40.2± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.295± 0.023,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.002

CS2

CS2 = −0.0002± 0.0480

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.300± 0.022,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.002

CS2 = 0.002± 0.048

|Vcb| = (40.2± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.298± 0.022,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.002

TABLE IV: The simultaneous fit of |Vcb| and the new WCs. The inputs are the “Lattice + LCSR(q2 = 0) + data on
B̄ → D(µ, e)ν̄ and B̄ → D∗(µ, e)ν̄ decays”. The fit results for the BGL coefficients are given in a separate file. The

predictions of R(D) and R(D∗) using the fit results in different scenarios are also shown.

In table I, we give the values of the susceptibilities χ relevant to the different form factors. The pole masses used
in B → D(∗) channel are given in table II.

For this mode, the various observables are defined as follows [54] :

AFB(q2) =
3

8

(Ic6 + 2Is6)

dΓ/dq2
, (26a)

AD
∗

λl
(q2) = −PD

∗

` =
dΓλl=−1/2/dq2 − dΓλl=+1/2/dq2

dΓ/dq2
, (26b)

FD
∗

L (q2) =
3Ic1 − Ic2

3Ic1 + 6Is1 − Ic2 − 2Is2
. (26c)

As defined before, AFB(q2) and AD
∗

λl
(q2) are the forward backward asymmetry and the τ polarization asymmetry,

respectively. In addition, in this channel we have the longitudinal polarization fraction of D∗ which is defined by FD
∗

L .

III. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

A. Inputs

In ref. [13], the Belle collaboration had analyzed the B̄ → Dl−ν̄ decay. They provided measurements for the
differential decay width in the recoil variable w in 10 w-bins for both the charged and neutral B decays with electrons
and muons in the final state. In 2018, it presented the results for the differential distributions in w, cosθl, cosθv and
χ in 10 bins for the B̄ → D∗l−ν̄ decay mode [15]. For R(D(∗)), we consider the averages as performed by HFLAV
[30, 31], the averages are obtained with and without the input on the very recent measurements on R(D∗) given in
eq. 3. As mentioned in the introduction, in a few fits we have included the experimental data on FD

∗

L as input. In
addition to these experimental results, we consider the inputs for the hadronic form factors available from various
sources. For the B → D form factors, we take lattice inputs from the Fermilab-MILC collaboration [23] and the
HPQCD collaboration [24]. In [23], the form factors f+ and f0 are given at three values of the recoil variable w = 1,
1.08 and 1.16, whereas in [24], the fit results for the form factor parameters following BCL expansion are provided,
using which we created synthetic data-points for f+ and f0 at w = 1, 1.06 and 1.12 as their results are directly
calculated for w <∼ 1.12. The lattice inputs for the form factors of B → D∗ mode are taken from the Fermilab-MILC
collaboration [28] where the values of the form factors g, f, F1 and F2 are provided at non-zero values of the recoil
parameter, namely w = 1.03, 1.10 and 1.17 respectively. The lattice predictions are more reliable for the high-q2 or
low-w values. In a couple of fits, we have also included the input on the form factors at q2 = 0 GeV2 obtained from
the Light Cone Sum Rule (LCSR) approach [57].
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Scenario From the simultaneous fit to all unknowns BGL coefficients are nuisance parameters

Fit Parameters Predictions Fit Parameters Predictions

CV2

CV2 = 0.004± 0.015

|Vcb| = (40.0± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.301± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.252± 0.001

CV2 = 0.002± 0.015

|Vcb| = (40.0± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.301± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.252± 0.001

CT
CT = (−0.3± 4.9)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.301± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.252± 0.001

CT = (−0.2± 4.9)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (40.0± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.300± 0.003,

R(D∗) = 0.252± 0.001

CS1

CS1 = 0.06± 0.03

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.327± 0.012,

R(D∗) = 0.253± 0.001

CS1 = 0.06± 0.03

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.326± 0.012,

R(D∗) = 0.253± 0.001

CS2

CS2 = 0.05± 0.03

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.323± 0.013,

R(D∗) = 0.250± 0.001

CS2 = 0.05± 0.03

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.323± 0.013,

R(D∗) = 0.251± 0.001

TABLE V: The simultaneous fit of |Vcb| and the new WCs. The inputs are “Lattice + LCSR(q2 = 0) + data on
B̄ → D(µ, e)ν̄ and B̄ → D∗(µ, e)ν̄ decays + R(D(∗))”. These fits assume similar NP in τ , µ and e final states. Also,

we have presented the values obtained on R(D(∗)) from the fit.

Data on the differential B̄ → πl−ν̄ decay rates is available from BaBar (2011) [17], Belle (2011) [18], BaBar
(2012) [21], Belle (2013) [22]. The lattice collaborations RBC/UKQCD [27] and JLQCD [29] provide synthetic data
points for f+,0(q2) with full covariance matrices (both systematic and statistical) at three q2 points which we have
directly used in our analysis. On the other hand, the Fermilab/MILC collaboration [26, 27] provides the fit results for
the BCL coefficients of the z-expansions of the respective form factors. We use their fit results to generate correlated
synthetic data points at the same q2 values as RBC/UKQCD, with an extra point for f+ at q2 = 20.5 GeV2. In
addition to the lattice inputs, we have used the inputs on the form factors f+(q2 = 0) = f0(q2 = 0) obtained by LCSR
approaches [3] though the results are insensitive to this input.

Our first objective is to predict the observables R(D), R(D∗), AD
(∗)

λ`
, AD

(∗)

FB and FD
∗

L in the SM for B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄,

B̄ → D(∗)µ−ν̄ and B̄ → D(∗)e−ν̄ decays. We have done these analyses in scenarios with and without the inputs from
the experimental measurements on the decay rates in small q2 or angular bins for the light leptons like muons or
electrons. Also, we have checked the impact of lattice and LCSR inputs. It is natural to expect that the experimental
data could introduce bias in the SM predictions since the fit usually assumes no NP presence. In table III, we have
predicted these observables in four different analyses depending on the inputs used. The predictions of R(D) are

consistent in all four scenarios, so are the AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

FB and ADλτ , due to the lattice’s precise inputs. Whether or not the
experimental data are used, the predictions are very much consistent with each other. Also, we note that the input
from the LCSR has a negligible impact. As expected, the predictions of R(D∗) using only the lattice inputs have
large errors and are consistent with the experimental measurements [30, 31]. The error is reduced due to the use of
the available inputs on the form factors at q2 = 0 from LCSR, and the corresponding prediction is consistent with the
measured value. The inputs from the available experiments considerably reduce the prediction error, and the value is
inconsistent with the respective measurements given in eq. 2 or eq. 4.

It is to be noted that the number presented in table III are the most up-to-date predictions obtained in the SM.
Also, from the results of this table, the predictions can be obtained on the following observables

∆A
D(∗),`i`j
FB = AB̄→D

(∗)`iν
FB −AB̄→D

(∗)`jν
FB

∆F
D∗,`i`j
L = F B̄→D

∗`iν
L − F B̄→D

∗`jν
L . (27)

We have predicted these observables in the SM using the results of the fit to lattice (only), which are given below

∆AD
∗,µτ

FB = −0.165± 0.020, ∆AD
∗,µe

FB = 0.004± 0.001, ∆AD
∗,eτ

FB = −0.168± 0.020, (28)

∆AD,µτFB = −0.3459± 0.0004, ∆AD,µeFB = 0.0137± 0.0001, ∆AD,eτFB = −0.3596± 0.0004, (29)

∆FD
∗,µτ

L = 0.041± 0.028, ∆FD
∗,µe

L = (0.01± 0.27)× 10−3, ∆FD
∗,eτ

L = 0.041± 0.028. (30)
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Scenario R(D(∗)) from Fall 2022 HFLAV average [30] R(D(∗)) from Winter 2023 HFLAV average [31]

Fit Parameters Predictions Fit Parameters Predictions

CV1

CτV1
= 0.08± 0.02

CµV1
= unconstrained

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.351± 0.012,

R(D∗) = 0.291± 0.010

FD
∗

L = 0.454± 0.003

CτV1
= 0.08± 0.02

CµV1
= unconstrained

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.346± 0.011,

R(D∗) = 0.287± 0.009

FD
∗

L = 0.454± 0.003

CV2

CτV2
= −0.07± 0.03

CµV2
= 0.003± 0.015

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.258± 0.017,

R(D∗) = 0.284± 0.015

FD
∗

L = 0.459± 0.004

CτV2
= −0.06± 0.03

CµV2
= 0.003± 0.015

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.263± 0.016,

R(D∗) = 0.279± 0.014

FD
∗

L = 0.459± 0.004

CT

CτT = −0.05± 0.01

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.287± 0.004,

R(D∗) = 0.299± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.440± 0.005

CτT = −0.05± 0.01

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.288± 0.004,

R(D∗) = 0.292± 0.012

FD
∗

L = 0.442± 0.005

CS1

CτS1
= 0.159± 0.040

CµS1
= −0.002± 0.049

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.391± 0.025,

R(D∗) = 0.254± 0.002

FD
∗

L = 0.464± 0.004

CτS1
= 0.160± 0.040

CµS1
= −0.002± 0.049

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.392± 0.025,

R(D∗) = 0.254± 0.002

FD
∗

L = 0.464± 0.004

CS2

CτS2
= −1.345± 0.043

CµS2
= −0.001± 0.048

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.337± 0.024,

R(D∗) = 0.304± 0.003

FD
∗

L = 0.553± 0.005

CτS2
= −1.337± 0.044

CµS2
= −0.002± 0.048

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.333± 0.024,

R(D∗) = 0.303± 0.003

FD
∗

L = 0.552± 0.005

TABLE VI: The simultaneous fit of |Vcb| and the new WCs. The inputs are “Lattice + LCSR(q2 = 0) + data on
B̄ → D(µ, e)ν̄ and B̄ → D∗(µ, e)ν̄ decays + R(D(∗)) + FD

∗

L ”. These fit assumes different NP in τ and µ/e final

states. Also, we have presented the values of R(D(∗)) and FD
∗

L obtained from the fit.

Note that ∆AD
∗,µe

FB and ∆FD
∗,µe

L are in agreement with the corresponding measured values [16].
In the following we will point out a few other interesting observations from table III:

• For the B̄ → D∗τ−ν̄τ decays, the predicted values of F B̄→D
∗τ−ν̄τ

L , AD
∗

λτ
and AB̄→D

∗τ−ν̄τ
FB in the fit with the

experimental data are deviated from those obtained in the fit with only the lattice at 2.8σ, 1.8σ and 2.2σ,
respectively. A similar pattern holds even when we include the LCSR inputs. We need more precise data from
the lattice for a robust conclusion.

• Similarly for the B̄ → D∗µ−ν̄ decays, we can note deviations in the predictions of F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L , AD
∗

λµ
and

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB between the fits with or with the experimental data at 1.9σ, 0.9σ and 1.3σ, respectively. This trend

continues for the observables F B̄→D
∗e−ν̄

L and AD
∗

λe
.

• We do not see such deviations in the observables in B̄ → Dµ−ν̄ and B̄ → De−ν̄ decays.

• We have estimated ∆AD
∗,µe

FB in the fits with or without the experimental data and noticed that the predictions of

∆AD
∗

FB between these two types of fits differ at 1.04σ.In this regard, one could also see the analysis of [5], based

on 2018 Belle data. From the results of table III, we have done similar checks for ∆AD
(∗),µτ

FB and ∆AD
(∗),eτ

FB , also

for the ∆F
D∗,`i`j
L , no significant deviations has been observed.

Following the observations made from the results of table III, we decide to include new physics contributions in the
rates of B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays for light leptons and repeat the fit with the experimental data mentioned in table
III. To understand the impact of the different inputs, we divide our analyses in a couple of scenarios which are the
following:

• We have extracted the new WCs directly from a fit to the data in B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄`, with ` = µ and e, alongside
the other theory inputs from the lattice and LCSR. The analyses are divided based on whether or not R(D(∗))
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g)

FIG. 1: The predicted angular and q2 distributions of the rates in B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays obtained in the scenarios
without NP and with CS1

and CS2
, which have been compared with the measured one.

are included in the fit. For example, the results shown in tables IV are obtained from the fits without the inputs
from R(D(∗)). Note that in this fit, we have obtained zero consistent fit values of the new WCs. None of the
NP scenarios gives a non-zero NP contribution. The allowed value of CT is very small, however, the allowed
values of CV2

, CS1
and CS2

have large errors and the allowed values could be ≈ 0.05. In all the four scenarios,
the predicted values of R(D) and R(D∗) are consistent with those shown in table III. However, in the scenarios
with CS1

and CS2
, the predicted value of R(D) has large errors and the allowed value is <∼ 0.322 which is close

to the lower limit of the measured value at 1-σ confidence interval (CI).

• In addition, we have done a couple of other fits including the inputs from R(D(∗)) with or without FD
∗

L shown
in tables V and VI, respectively.

• For the cases mentioned in the second item, we assume similar or different NP contributions in B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄`
and B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄ decays. The results are shown in table V for similar types of NP. We have not included FD

∗

L
in this fit. We have checked that including this input will not change the results. In the other scenario, we have
assumed different types of NP contributions in the decays to light and heavy leptons, respectively. In this case,
we have presented our results, including FD

∗

L and R(D(∗)) in the fits. The corresponding results are shown in

table VI. Also, in this case, we have checked that the inclusion of FD
∗

L marginally changes the fit results, and
the allowed ranges of the fit parameters are consistent.

• The results in tables IV and V are obtained following two different methods. We have extracted the BGL
coefficients alongside the new WCs and |Vcb| in one method. In the other method, the BGL coefficients are
obtained from a fit only to the lattice and are kept as nuisance parameters in the fits to the experimental
data. Note that in both methods, the extracted values of the WCs and |Vcb| are the same in the fits with the
experimental inputs on R(D(∗)) as seen from table V. Also, in the fits without any inputs from R(D(∗)), the
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WC Fit Parameters Predictions WC Fit Parameters Predictions

CV1 ,

CV2

CτV1
= 0.08± 0.02

CτV2
= 0.009± 0.035

CµV2
= −0.001± 0.015

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.354± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.285± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.453± 0.004

CV2 ,

CS1

CτV2
= −0.07± 0.03

CτS1
= 0.17± 0.04

CµV2
= −0.001± 0.015

CµS1
= −0.002± 0.049

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.357± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.285± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.469± 0.004

CV1 ,

CS1

CτV1
= 0.06± 0.03

CτS1
= 0.04± 0.07

CµS1
= −0.002± 0.049

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.359± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.283± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.456± 0.005

CV2 ,

CS2

CτV2
= 0.05± 0.04

CτS2
= −1.39± 0.06

CµV2
= −0.0005± 0.0154

CµS2
= 0.001± 0.048

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.358± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.283± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.558± 0.008

CV1 ,

CS2

CτV1
= −0.04± 0.03

CτS2
= −1.37± 0.04

CµS2
= 0.001± 0.048

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.358± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.283± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.561± 0.008

CV2 ,

CT

CτV2
= 0.11± 0.06

CτT = −0.09± 0.02

CµV2
= 0.002± 0.015

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.345± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.284± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.421± 0.014

CV1 ,

CT

CτV1
= 0.09± 0.03

CτT = 0.01± 0.03

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.357± 0.027

R(D∗) = 0.284± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.455± 0.003

CS1 ,

CT

CτS1
= 0.12± 0.05

CτT = −0.03± 0.01

CµS1
= −0.002± 0.049

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.360± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.282± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.454± 0.007

CS2 ,

CS1

CτS2
= −0.48± 0.14

CτS1
= 0.57± 0.12

CµS2
= 0.01± 0.13

CµS1
= −0.02± 0.13

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.351± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.289± 0.012

FD
∗

L = 0.530± 0.020

CS2 ,

CT

CτS2
= −1.37± 0.05

CτT = 0.03± 0.02

CµS2
= 0.001± 0.048

CµT = (0.2± 5.0)× 10−4

|Vcb| = (39.8± 0.7)× 10−3

R(D) = 0.358± 0.029

R(D∗) = 0.283± 0.013

FD
∗

L = 0.564± 0.008

TABLE VII: Predictions of R(D), R(D∗) and FD
∗

L in the two operator scenarios considering different new physics in
τ(µ) channels

results in both methods are not identical but agree. Hence, for the rest of the fits with the inputs on R(D(∗)),
we have considered the BGL coefficients as nuisance parameters which will correctly reproduce the respective
SM values without any experimental biases.

• As seen from table VI, we have done the analyses using both the HFLAV 2022 and 2023 averages on R(D(∗))
and compared the results. As mentioned in the introduction, the 2023 average on R(D∗) includes the most
recent measurement of LHCb, which is yet to be published.

• In all the fits, we have extracted |Vcb| alongside the new WCs. Therefore, it will be difficult to extract simul-
taneously both |Vcb| and CV1 , which is clear from the expressions of the decay rate distributions. Also, note
that the extracted values of |Vcb| in the fit with R(D(∗)) (tables V and VI ) are very much consistent with those
obtained in the fits without R(D(∗)) (table IV). Also, the extracted values of |Vcb| are consistent with the one
obtained from the fit without NP.

A few additional observations from the analyses discussed above and the results presented in tables V:
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Obs SM CV1 CV2 CT CS1 CS2 CS1 , CS2

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

λτ 0.526(11) 0.506(4) 0.505(4) 0.47(1) 0.478(9) 0.24(1) 0.30(6)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

FB -0.082(12) -0.052(4) -0.031(10) 0.02(2) -0.037(5) 0.053(5) 0.04(2)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

λτ -0.324(3) -0.323(3) -0.323(3) -0.350(7) -0.48(3) -0.39(4) -0.42(5)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

FB 0.3596(4) 0.3600(2) 0.3599(2) 0.341(5) 0.336(7) -0.2724(7) 0.347(8)

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

λµ
0.9889(37) 0.9850(2) 0.9850(2) 0.9850(2) 0.985(2) 0.985(2) 0.986(8)

F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L 0.463(36) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(3)

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB -0.247(29) -0.207(3) -0.208(3) -0.207(3) -0.208(3) -0.207(3) -0.208(4)

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

λµ
0.9618(2) 0.9615(2) 0.9615(2) 0.9615(2) 0.96(2) 0.96(2) 0.96(2)

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

FB 0.01369(10) 0.01381(8) 0.01379(8) 0.01380(9) 0.014(3) 0.014(3) 0.014(3)

TABLE VIII: Predictions of various observables integrated over the whole q2 bins in the different NP scenarios in
the B̄ → D(∗)lν̄ channel.

Scenario Simultaneous fit with Fit results with

|Vub| |Vub| = (3.64± 0.07)× 10−3 [58]

CV1 N.A. CµV1
= −0.01± 0.03

CV2 N.A. CµV2
= −0.01± 0.03

CT
CµT = 0.13± 0.13

|Vub| = (3.42± 0.30)× 10−3
CµT = −0.06± 0.13

CS1

CµS1
= (−0.02± 0.16)

|Vub| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3
CµS1

= −0.02± 0.10

CS2

CµS2
= −0.02± 0.16

|Vcb| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3
CµS2

= −0.02± 0.10

TABLE IX: The extractions of new physics WCs from a fit to the data on rates in B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays and the
relevant inputs on the respective form factors. In one fit, |Vub| has been extracted simultaneously with the WCs. In

another fit, the value |Vub| = (3.64± 0.07)× 10−3 from CKMfitter [58] has been used as input.

• The fits include the inputs from R(D(∗)). The results of table V shows that in the case of identical NP WCs for
light and heavy lepton final states, only non-zero solutions are allowed for the four-fermi operators with (S±P )
quark current. The fitted values of CS1

and CS2
have relatively small errors, and the predicted values of R(D)

can accommodate the respective measured value. However, we do not see the shift in the respective values of
R(D∗) from those presented in table IV. In the other two cases, the solutions are zero consistent, though the
data allows large values of CV2

.

• In the case of CV2 and CT , the predicted values of R(D(∗)) are consistent with the SM, and no deviations are
observed.

• In the scenarios with scalar and pseudoscalar operators, we have also predicted the angular and the q2-
distributions of the rates of B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` (` = light leptons) decays in small bins, which are presented
in figure 1. The predicted distributions have been compared with the measured values and with the respective
predictions obtained from the results of the fits without NP contributions. We do not observe any deviations
with respect to SM predictions for the light leptons, which is not surprising since the scalar and pseudoscalar
contributions are proportional to the mass of the respective leptons.

From the results of table VI, we have the following important observations:
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Scenario Simultaneous fit with the CKM elements Fits with
|Vub| = (3.64± 0.07)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (41.1± 0.7)× 10−3

Fit Parameters ( c̃
Λ2 ) Fit Parameters ( c̃

Λ2 )

CV1

|Vub| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

C̃
(3)b→c
τq /Λ2 = (0.48± 0.12)× 10−7

C̃
(3)b→c
τq /Λ2 = (0.18± 0.16)× 10−7

C̃
(3)b→c
µq /Λ2 = (−0.33± 0.11)× 10−7

C̃
(3)b→u
µq /Λ2 = (−0.06± 0.2)× 10−8

CV2

|Vub| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (40.0± 0.7)× 10−3

C̃b→cφud /Λ
2 = (−0.03± 0.20)× 10−7

C̃b→cφud /Λ
2 = (−0.09± 0.21)× 10−7

C̃b→uφud /Λ
2 = (0.01± 0.04)× 10−7

CS1

|Vub| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

C̃∗b→cτedq /Λ
2 = (2.01± 0.56)× 10−7

C̃∗b→cµedq /Λ
2 = (−0.03± 0.66)× 10−7

C̃∗b→uµedq /Λ
2 = (−0.02± 0.20)× 10−7

C̃∗b→cτedq /Λ
2 = (2.03± 0.57)× 10−7

C̃∗b→cµedq /Λ
2 = (−0.08± 0.60)× 10−7

C̃∗b→uµedq /Λ
2 = (−0.02± 0.13)× 10−7

CS2

|Vub| = (3.60± 0.11)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (39.9± 0.7)× 10−3

C̃
∗(1)b→c
τequ /Λ2 = (−1.76± 0.07)× 10−6

C̃
∗(1)b→c
µequ /Λ2 = (−0.05± 0.63)× 10−7

C̃
∗(1)b→u
µequ /Λ2 = (−0.02± 0.21)× 10−7

C̃
∗(1)b→c
τequ /Λ2 = (−1.81± 0.06)× 10−6

C̃
∗(1)b→c
µequ /Λ2 = (−0.09± 0.58)× 10−7

C̃
∗(1)b→u
µequ /Λ2 = (−0.02± 0.12)× 10−7

CT

|Vub| = (3.37± 0.37)× 10−3

|Vcb| = (40.0± 0.7)× 10−3

C̃
∗(3)b→c
τequ /Λ2 = (−0.60± 0.17)× 10−7

C̃
∗(3)b→c
µequ /Λ2 = (0.19± 6.55)× 10−10

C̃
∗(3)b→u
µequ /Λ2 = (0.17± 0.14)× 10−7

C̃
∗(3)b→c
τequ /Λ2 = (4.48± 0.19)× 10−7

C̃
∗(3)b→c
µequ /Λ2 = (0.46± 6.77)× 10−10

C̃
∗(3)b→u
µequ /Λ2 = (−0.07± 0.16)× 10−7

TABLE X: Values of SMEFT coefficients in various scenarios. The fixed values of |Vub| and |Vcb| are taken from [58].

• Table VI presents the fit results considering different new WCs in the heavy and light lepton channels, respec-
tively. In this analysis, we have included the measured value of FD

∗

L alongside other inputs mentioned above.

Note that in all the cases, non-zero values of the WCs are allowed in B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄ decays. However, for the
decays with the light leptons, the allowed values of the WCs are zero consistent. Here, Cτi represents the WC
in the decays with a τ in the final state, while Cµi represents that in the decays with a muon in the final states.

• It is to be noted that only the one operator scenario OV1 can explain both the measured values of R(D) and
R(D∗) simultaneously, but not FD

∗

L . The rest of the one-operator scenarios can only partially explain one
observation. For example the one operator scenarios OV2 and OT could explain the observation on R(D∗) but
not the R(D). None of these scenarios can accommodate the measured value of FD

∗

L . Similarly, the scenario
with OS1 or OS2 can accommodate the observation in R(D) but not the R(D∗). Also, amongst all the one
operator scenarios, only OS2 can accommodate the measured value of FD

∗

L . In addition, note that the required
value of CτS2

has a magnitude of order one and negative.

• As we have noted, none of the one operator scenarios can accommodate all the three measurements in B → D∗

decays. Hence, an obvious extension will be to look for the two operator scenarios which might accommodate
all the three measured values. The results of the fits with two operator scenarios are shown in table VII. Note
that all the two operator scenarios can explain the measured values of both R(D) and R(D∗). However, only
the scenarios with OS2

as one of the operators could explain R(D(∗)) and FD
∗

L . To conclude it further, we have
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to wait for more precise data on D∗ polarization.

• Note that apart from the scenario [OS1
,OS2

], in the rest of the two operator scenarios withOS2
, we have obtained

a branching fraction B(Bc → τντ ) ≈ 80% which is a relatively high value. Regarding the allowed ranges of
B(Bc → τντ ) the reader could see the refs. [59, 60]. In the scenario [OS1

,OS2
], the B(Bc → τντ ) = 0.58± 0.23

and the scenarios without OS2
have B(Bc → τντ ) <∼ 10%. Hence, if a future measurement does not allow a very

large value of this branching fraction, then the only two operator scenario [OS1
,OS2

] will be allowed by all the
data.

We have also done a fit where we have considered |Vcb| = (41.1± 0.7)× 10−3 as input which has been taken from
the CKMfitter [58]. This |Vcb| value has been obtained from fitting the Wolfenstein parameters from measurements
of the modes other than b→ c`−ν̄` semileptonic decays. This fit, in particular, is required to extract the new physics
contribution CV1

, which is otherwise challenging to fit. The constraints obtained on CτV1
and CµV1

are given by

CτV1
= 0.04± 0.02, CµV1

= −0.03± 0.02. (31)

Note that in this scenario, we need non-zero solutions for both the WCs allowed by the available data.
In table VIII, apart from R(D(∗)) and FD

∗

L , we have predicted all the q2 integrated observables listed in table III
in the NP scenarios given in table VI. The BGL coefficients and the WCs are obtained from the fit results of table
VI. These results should also be compared with the predictions obtained from a fit to data without any NP presented
in table III. The future measurements of these observables can be compared with the respective predicted values, the
outcome of which for the τ final states could be helpful to pinpoint the types of NP interactions. For example, we
can see that the forward-backward asymmetry in B → D∗ decays has significant deviations only for the scenarios CV2

or CT or CS1 . On the other hand, for the forward-backward asymmetry in B → D, the deviations will be observed
for CS1 or CS2 or CT . Similarly, in the one operator scenario OS2 we observe significant deviations in τ polarization
in B → D∗. On the other hand, significant deviation in τ polarization asymmetry has been observed in the one
operator scenario OS1 in B → D decays. Also, we have presented the results for the two operator scenario [OS1 ,OS2 ]
and significant deviations are noted for both the τ polarization asymmetries and the forward-backward asymmetry in
B → D∗. The predictions of these q2 integrated observables in the other two operator scenarios are presented in the
appendix in tables XIII, XIV, XV and XVI, respectively. The pattern of these results could be compared with those
given in table III for a test of NP sensitivities. Also, we have predicted the corresponding observables in B̄ → D(∗)µ−ν̄
decays using the fit results given in table VI. The predicted values should be compared with the SM predictions and
those obtained in table III without NP. Note that the fitted values of the corresponding WCs do not allow significant
deviations of these observables in B̄ → D(∗)µ−ν̄ decays. In the appendix, we have presented the expressions for
R(D(∗)) and FD

∗

L in the presence of the NP which could be useful for different phenomenological analysis.
The predictions in small q2 bins are also obtained which are presented in tables XI, XII for the one operator

scenarios. The respective predictions in the two operator scenarios are given in tables XIII, XIV for B → D, and
in tables XV and XVI for B → D∗ decays, respectively. In all the tables we have presented the corresponding SM
predictions which are based on the form factors obtained from the lattice inputs. From the table one can read the
q2-bin wise NP sensitivities of differetnt observables in B̄ → D(∗)τ−ν̄ decays.

Before we explain the fit of the SMEFT WCs, and the scale Λ, we would like to focus on B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays. Like
B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays, we have extracted |Vub| alongside the new WCs from the available inputs on B̄ → π`−ν̄`
decays. Also, we have simultaneously extracted the BSZ coefficients, which we have presented in a separate file. The
fit results are shown in table IX. Here, we have followed two different approaches. We have extracted |Vub| alongside
the new WCs and BSZ coefficients in one method. In the other method, we have considered |Vub| = (3.64±0.07)×10−3

[58] as input which has been obtained from the Wolfenstein parameters obtained from a fitting to the available inputs
other than the measured value of |Vub|. In the simultaneous fit, we can not extract CµV1

and CµV2
. However, the rest of

the WCs can be extracted. Note that in such fits, the extracted values of CµS1
and CµS2

are consistent with zero. While

the fitted value of CµT is marginally consistent with zero, in this case, the extracted value of |Vub| is lower than the one
obtained in the fit without any NP. In all these three cases, large values of WCs are allowed. In the other method,
we can extract CµV1

and CµV2
on top of the other one operator scenarios. Also, in this method with a fixed |Vub|,

in all the one-operator scenarios, the extracted values of the new WCs are consistent with zero and could be large.
The extracted values of CµV1

and CµV2
could be smaller than those in CµT,S1,S2

. The SM predictions of the associated

observables can be seen from the ref. [61]. In this reference, the fit did not include any new physics contribution in
b → u`−ν̄ decays. Here, we have predicted the relevant observables in small q2 bins, which are presented in table
XVII in the appendix.

Finally, we have extracted the ratio C̃/Λ2, defined in the SMEFT, from the data on B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` and B̄ → π`−ν̄`
both from theory and experiments. Here, C̃s are the couplings of the different dimension-6 operators defined in eq. 9,
and Λ is the scale of the new physics. The corresponding WCs at the scale mb are defined in eqs. 10 and 11,
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respectively, for b → c and b → u transitions. We divide this part of the analysis into two broad categories. In one
of them, we have fitted the ratio C̃/Λ2 along with |Vub| and |Vcb| and in another, for the fixed values of these CKM
elements directly. The results are shown in table X. As mentioned earlier, we can not simultaneously extract the CKM
elements and C̃3

µq. However, in the fit for fixed values of the CKM elements, we could simultaneously extract C̃3
τq and

C̃3
µq, respectively. The general trend shows that the couplings associated with the b → u decays with light leptons

are more tightly constrained than similar couplings in b → c decays. Also, within their allowed ranges, apart from

C̃
∗(3)b→u
µequ in the rest of the couplings C̃b→u < C̃b→c, the coupling C̃

∗(3)b→u
µequ >> C̃

∗(3)b→c
µequ . Also, we notice that the

couplings associated with the τ are one order of magnitude larger than the similar couplings with the µs. However,

C̃
∗(3)b→c
µequ <∼ 10−3 × C̃∗(3)b→c

τequ .

IV. SUMMARY

This paper considers NP effects in the B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays with the heavy (τ) and light (µ, e) leptons. The
analyses include the most up-to-date results from the experiments and the lattice. For example, inputs from the
lattice include the B → D∗ form factors at non-zero recoils. Also, amongst the data, the most updated results on
R(D(∗)) and dΓ(B̄ → D∗(µ−, e−)ν̄)/dq2 are included in the fits. We review the standard model (SM) predictions of

the different observables, like R(D(∗)), AD
(∗)

FB , PD
(∗)

` , and FD
∗

L related to these decay channels with τ , µ and e. Our

predictions of the R(D(∗)) based on the lattice and LCSR inputs are given as

R(D) = 0.304± 0.003, R(D∗) = 0.265± 0.016.

For all the different lepton final states, we have noticed that the predicted values of F B̄→D
∗`−ν̄

L and AB̄→D
∗`−ν̄

FB between
the fits with or without the experimental data deviate from each other. For the decays to τ , it is >∼ 2σ while for the

µ and e it is <∼ 2σ. Also, we have predicted in the SM the differences ∆AD
(∗)

FB and ∆FD
∗

L between the tauons, muons
and electrons in different pairs.

From the available data on B̄ → D(∗)(µ−, e−)ν̄ decays and the available lattice inputs we have simultaneously
extracted |Vcb|, the new WCs and the form factors. In all the different NP scenarios, the extracted values of |Vcb| =
(39.9 ± 0.7) × 10−3, which is consistent with the fit without NP. In this case, the fitted values of the new WCs are
consistent with zero but could be considerable. Only in the scenarios with the WC CS1

or CS2
, we have noted an

enhancement in the predictions of R(D) (but not in R(D∗)) from that of SM but not large enough to explain the 1-σ
lower limit of the corresponding data.

Also, we have analysed the most up-to-date data on R(D(∗)) with or without FD
∗

L alongside the inputs on Γ(B̄ →
D(∗)(µ−, e−)ν̄) decays. In this study, we divide our analyses based on whether there are similar types or different
types of NP in the decays with τ and µ or e in the final state. In both types of fits, the extracted values of |Vcb| do
not shift from the one mentioned above. For similar types of NP, only the one operator scenarios OS1

or OS2
could

explain the observed data in R(D) but not R(D∗). Also, amongst these two only the contribution from OS2
shows an

enhancement in the value of FD
∗

L . In the case of different types of NP in the heavy and light leptons, the one operator

scenario OτV1
can accommodate the observations in R(D(∗)). However, it can not explain FD

∗

L . On the other hand,

the scenario OS2
can explain R(D) and FD

∗

L but not R(D∗). The scenarios OV2,T can explain only R(D∗) and the
OS1

can explain only R(D), not the other two observations. However, all the two operator scenarios with OS2
as one

of the operators could explain all the measured values. Note that apart from the scenario [OS1
,OS2

], in all the other
two operator scenarios with one of the operator OS2

, the branching fractions B(Bc → τν) ≈ 80%. However, in the
scenario [OS1 ,OS2 ] the fit result predicts B(Bc → τν) = 0.58± 0.23.

In addition to B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` decays, we have also studied the available data on B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays in the presence
of NP. The CKM element |Vub| has been extracted alongside the new WCs. We have noticed that the extracted new
WCs have large errors and are consistent with zero, but large values are allowed by the data. Finally, in the SM and
the NP scenarios, we have predicted various observables associated with the above decay modes for the light leptons.

Using all these available data for the light and heavy leptons in B̄ → D(D∗)`−ν̄` and B̄ → π`−ν̄` decays, we have
given bounds on the couplings of the relevant SMEFT operators and the probable NP scale Λ. We have noticed that
in the τ channel for the order one magnitude of the couplings (C̃τ ), the NP scale Λ ≈ 1 TeV, while for muon channel

for a coupling strength C̃µ ≈ 1, we need Λ ≈ 5 TeV. Therefore, based on the current data, for a fixed value of Λ,
C̃τ ≈ 10× C̃µ which is as per the expectation.
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V. APPENDIX

The expressions of R(D), R(D∗) and FD
∗

L in the presence of NP are given in the equations 32, 33, and 34,
respectively.

R(D) =(0.304± 0.003)× (1 + 1.35Cτ2
S1

+ CS1
(2.70CτS2

+ 1.72CτV1
+ 1.72CτV2

+ 1.72) + 1.35Cτ2
S2

+

0.83CτTC
τ
V1

+ CτS2
(1.72CτV1

+ 1.72CτV2
+ 1.72) + 0.83CτTC

τ
V2

+ (0.49CτT + 0.83)CτT + Cτ2
V1

+

2.00CτV1
CτV2

+ 2.00CτV1
+ Cτ2

V2
+ 2.00CτV2

).

(32)

R(D∗) =(0.271± 0.031)× (1 + 0.04Cτ2
S1

+ CτS1
(−0.07CτS2

+ 0.10CτV1
− 0.10CτV2

+ 0.10) + 0.04Cτ2
S2

+

CτS2
(−0.10CτV1

+ 0.10CτV2
− 0.10)− 2.99CτTC

τ
V1

+ 4.84CτTC
τ
V2

+ CτT (10.64CτT − 2.99) + Cτ2
S2
−

1.79CτV1
CτV2

+ 2.CτV1
+ Cτ2

V2
− 1.79CτV2

).

(33)

FD
∗

L =(0.422± 0.011)× (27.71 + 2.37Cτ2
S1

+ CτS1
(−4.74CτS2

+ 6.66CτV1
− 6.66CτV2

+ 6.66) + 2.37Cτ2
S2
− 71.20CτTC

τ
V1

+

CτS2
(−6.66CτV1

+ 6.66CτV2
− 6.66) + 71.20CτTC

τ
V2

+ CτT (73.82CτT − 71.20) + 27.71Cτ2
V1
− 55.43CτV1

CτV2
+

55.43CτV1
+ 27.71Cτ2

V2
− 55.43CτV2

)/(27.72 + Cτ2
S1

+ CτS1
(−2.CτS2

+ 2.81CτV1
− 2.81CτV2

+ 2.81) + Cτ2
S2

+

CτS2
(−2.81CτV1

+ 2.81CτV2
− 2.81)− 82.99CτTC

τ
V1

+ 134.10CτTC
τ
V2

+ CτT (295.06CτT − 82.99) + 27.72Cτ2
V1
−

49.67CτV1
CτV2

+ 55.45CτV1
+ 27.72Cτ2

V2
− 49.67CτV2

).

(34)

One can obtain the SM predictions by setting the new WCs Ci = 0. We have obtained the results for the SM following
the fit results of the form factors obtained from only the use of lattice. We have also provided the corresponding
errors. We have not quoted the errors associated with the terms of the new WCs. Depending on different models,
these expressions are useful in phenomenological analyses to constrain the new physics contributions in the Cis. The
numerical factors in front of each of the coefficients also depend on the fitted values of the BGL coefficients.

The predictions of the different observables related to B̄ → D(∗)(τ−, µ−, e−)ν̄ and B̄ → πµ−ν̄ decays in the SM and
different NP scenarios in small q2-bins are presented in this section. In the one operator scenarios, the predictions are
presented in tables XI and XII for B → D and B → D∗ decays, respectively. These predictions are obtained using
the fit results of tables VI and VII, respectively.
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Obs q2 bins SM value CV1 CV2 CT CS1 CS2

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} -0.09(2) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5)

{2, 4} -0.23(2) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5)

{4, 6} -0.29(1) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4)

{6, 8} -0.29(1) -0.268(5) -0.268(6) -0.267(5) -0.268(5) -0.268(5)

{8, 10} -0.237(9) -0.224(5) -0.224(6) -0.224(5) -0.224(5) -0.224(5)

{10, 10.68} -0.132(5) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4)

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.931(3) 0.9278(5) 0.9278(5) 0.9278(8) 0.928(4) 0.928(4)

{2, 4} 0.9907(2) 0.9903(1) 0.9903(1) 0.9903(2) 0.990(3) 0.990(3)

{4, 6} 0.99568(9) 0.99556(6) 0.99555(6) 0.9956(1) 0.996(2) 0.995(2)

{6, 8} 0.99750(4) 0.99746(3) 0.99746(3) 0.99747(9) 0.998(1) 0.997(1)

{8, 10} 0.99842(1) 0.99841(1) 0.99841(1) 0.99841(8) 0.9984(5) 0.9984(5)

{10, 10.68} 0.998842(3) 0.998841(3) 0.998841(3) 0.99884(8) 0.9988(1) 0.9988(1)

F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L {0.01, 2} 0.81(2) 0.844(5) 0.844(5) 0.843(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5)

{2, 4} 0.60(2) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5)

{4, 6} 0.47(1) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3)

{6, 8} 0.399(7) 0.416(3) 0.417(3) 0.416(3) 0.417(3) 0.416(3)

{8, 10} 0.356(3) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2)

{10, 10.68} 0.3372(9) 0.3389(7) 0.3390(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3390(7) 0.3389(7)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

FB {3.157, 5} 0.09(1) 0.125(4) 0.145(8) 0.17(1) 0.141(5) 0.213(3)

{5, 7} -0.03(1) -0.007(4) 0.02(1) 0.06(2) 0.011(6) 0.107(4)

{7, 9} -0.111(9) -0.093(5) -0.07(1) -0.02(2) -0.077(6) 0.018(5)

{9, 10.68} -0.105(6) -0.096(4) -0.079(8) -0.03(2) -0.087(4) -0.024(4)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

λ`
{3.157, 5} 0.16(1) 0.149(7) 0.144(7) 0.172(8) 0.11(1) -0.15(1)

{5, 7} 0.387(7) 0.378(5) 0.375(5) 0.364(7) 0.34(1) 0.05(1)

{7, 9} 0.568(4) 0.564(3) 0.563(3) 0.52(1) 0.537(8) 0.29(1)

{9, 10.68} 0.685(1) 0.684(1) 0.684(1) 0.62(2) 0.672(4) 0.547(8)

F B̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

L {3.157, 5} 0.60(1) 0.634(4) 0.642(5) 0.59(1) 0.646(5) 0.728(5)

{5, 7} 0.499(10) 0.522(4) 0.529(5) 0.495(9) 0.535(5) 0.634(6)

{7, 9} 0.411(6) 0.424(3) 0.429(4) 0.416(5) 0.434(4) 0.524(6)

{9, 10.68} 0.357(2) 0.361(2) 0.363(2) 0.372(3) 0.366(2) 0.413(3)

TABLE XII: Predictions of various observables in the SM and different 1-operator scenarios for the B̄ → D∗lν̄
channel.
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[23] J. A. Bailey et al. (MILC), B→D`ν form factors at nonzero recoil and —Vcb— from 2+1-flavor lattice QCD, Phys. Rev.
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Obs q2 bins CV1 , CV2 CV1 , CS1 CV1 , CS2 CV1 , CT CV2 , CS1

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} 0.03325(5) 0.033(2) 0.033(2) 0.03325(6) 0.033(2)

{2, 4} 0.00649(1) 0.006(3) 0.007(3) 0.00649(4) 0.006(3)

{4, 6} 0.00423(1) 0.004(3) 0.004(3) 0.00423(5) 0.004(3)

{6, 8} 0.00350(1) 0.003(4) 0.004(4) 0.00350(5) 0.003(4)

{8, 10} 0.00348(1) 0.003(5) 0.004(5) 0.00348(6) 0.003(5)

{10, 11.628} 0.00458(2) 0.004(7) 0.005(7) 0.0046(1) 0.004(7)

{0.01,11.628} 0.01381(8) 0.014(3) 0.014(3) 0.01382(9) 0.014(3)

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.9106(1) 0.91(1) 0.91(1) 0.9106(1) 0.91(1)

{2, 4} 0.98166(5) 0.98(1) 0.98(1) 0.98166(6) 0.98(1)

{4, 6} 0.98723(5) 0.99(2) 0.99(2) 0.98722(6) 0.99(2)

{6, 8} 0.98827(6) 0.99(2) 0.99(2) 0.98827(8) 0.99(2)

{8, 10} 0.98582(9) 0.99(3) 0.99(4) 0.9858(1) 0.99(3)

{10, 11.628} 0.9706(2) 0.97(9) 0.97(9) 0.9706(2) 0.97(9)

{0.01,11.628} 0.9615(2) 0.96(2) 0.96(2) 0.9615(2) 0.96(2)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

FB {3.157, 5} 0.44316(8) 0.442(3) -0.20(5) 0.445(3) 0.434(3)

{5, 7} 0.39405(8) 0.393(3) -0.36(2) 0.397(7) 0.382(4)

{7, 9} 0.3494(2) 0.347(7) -0.328(10) 0.35(1) 0.327(7)

{9, 11.628} 0.2849(5) 0.28(2) -0.19(1) 0.29(1) 0.24(1)

{3.157,11.628} 0.3601(2) 0.356(9) -0.268(5) 0.364(9) 0.331(8)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

λ`
{3.157, 5} -0.314(2) -0.33(4) 0.37(5) -0.31(1) -0.42(2)

{5, 7} -0.254(2) -0.28(6) 0.02(9) -0.25(1) -0.41(3)

{7, 9} -0.277(3) -0.32(8) -0.44(7) -0.27(1) -0.47(4)

{9, 11.628} -0.496(3) -0.54(8) -0.81(3) -0.49(1) -0.69(3)

{3.157,11.628} -0.323(3) -0.36(7) -0.48(6) -0.32(1) -0.50(4)

TABLE XIII: Predictions of various observables in different 2-operator scenarios in the B̄ → Dlν̄ channel. The rows
with the q2-bins written in bold font represent the predictions for the q2 integrated observables.
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Obs q2 bins CV2 , CS2 CV2 , CT CS1 , CT CS2 , CT CS1 , CS2

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} 0.033(2) 0.03325(6) 0.033(2) 0.033(2) 0.033(2)

{2, 4} 0.007(3) 0.00649(4) 0.006(3) 0.007(3) 0.006(3)

{4, 6} 0.004(3) 0.00423(5) 0.004(3) 0.004(3) 0.004(3)

{6, 8} 0.004(4) 0.00350(5) 0.003(4) 0.004(4) 0.003(4)

{8, 10} 0.004(5) 0.00348(6) 0.003(5) 0.004(5) 0.003(5)

{10, 11.628} 0.005(7) 0.0046(1) 0.004(7) 0.005(7) 0.004(8)

{0.01,11.628} 0.014(3) 0.01381(9) 0.014(3) 0.014(3) 0.014(3)

AB̄→Dµ
−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.91(1) 0.9106(1) 0.91(1) 0.91(1) 0.91(1)

{2, 4} 0.98(1) 0.98165(6) 0.98(1) 0.98(1) 0.98(1)

{4, 6} 0.99(2) 0.98722(6) 0.99(2) 0.99(2) 0.99(2)

{6, 8} 0.99(2) 0.98827(8) 0.99(2) 0.99(2) 0.99(2)

{8, 10} 0.99(4) 0.9858(1) 0.99(3) 0.99(4) 0.99(4)

{10, 11.628} 0.97(10) 0.9706(2) 0.97(9) 0.97(9) 0.97(9)

{0.01,11.628} 0.96(2) 0.9615(2) 0.96(2) 0.96(2) 0.96(2)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

FB {3.157, 5} -0.12(3) 0.430(3) 0.432(3) -0.15(3) 0.439(3)

{5, 7} -0.33(1) 0.370(6) 0.376(5) -0.35(1) 0.389(3)

{7, 9} -0.340(3) 0.311(9) 0.320(7) -0.349(9) 0.340(6)

{9, 11.628} -0.211(8) 0.24(1) 0.24(1) -0.22(1) 0.26(1)

{3.157,11.628} -0.2725(4) 0.326(8) 0.328(8) -0.284(8) 0.347(8)

AB̄→Dτ
−ν̄

λ`
{3.157, 5} 0.43(2) -0.36(1) -0.41(2) 0.40(2) -0.37(3)

{5, 7} 0.16(5) -0.30(1) -0.38(3) 0.12(5) -0.34(4)

{7, 9} -0.32(5) -0.33(1) -0.43(4) -0.35(5) -0.39(5)

{9, 11.628} -0.76(2) -0.540(10) -0.65(4) -0.77(2) -0.61(5)

{3.157,11.628} -0.38(4) -0.37(1) -0.47(4) -0.40(4) -0.42(5)

TABLE XIV: Predictions of various observables in different 2-operator scenarios in the B̄ → Dlν̄ channel. The rows
with the q2-bins written in bold font represent the predictions for the q2 integrated observables.
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Obs q2 bins CV1 , CV2 CV1 , CS1 CV1 , CS2 CV1 , CT CV2 , CS1

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5)

{2, 4} -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5)

{4, 6} -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4)

{6, 8} -0.268(6) -0.268(5) -0.268(5) -0.268(5) -0.268(6)

{8, 10} -0.224(6) -0.224(5) -0.224(5) -0.224(5) -0.224(6)

{10, 10.68} -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4)

{0.01,10.68} -0.207(3) -0.208(3) -0.207(3) -0.208(3) -0.207(3)

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.9278(5) 0.928(4) 0.928(4) 0.9278(9) 0.928(4)

{2, 4} 0.9903(1) 0.990(3) 0.990(3) 0.9903(2) 0.990(3)

{4, 6} 0.99556(6) 0.996(2) 0.996(2) 0.9956(1) 0.996(2)

{6, 8} 0.99746(3) 0.998(1) 0.997(1) 0.99747(9) 0.998(1)

{8, 10} 0.99841(1) 0.9984(5) 0.9984(5) 0.99841(8) 0.9984(5)

{10, 10.68} 0.998841(3) 0.9988(1) 0.9988(1) 0.99884(8) 0.9988(1)

{0.01,10.68} 0.9850(2) 0.985(2) 0.985(2) 0.9850(2) 0.985(2)

F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L {0.01, 2} 0.844(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5)

{2, 4} 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5)

{4, 6} 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3)

{6, 8} 0.416(3) 0.416(3) 0.416(3) 0.416(3) 0.416(3)

{8, 10} 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2)

{10, 10.68} 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7)

{0.01,10.68} 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

FB {3.157, 5} 0.123(10) 0.129(8) 0.217(4) 0.11(3) 0.159(8)

{5, 7} -0.01(1) -0.003(9) 0.113(6) -0.02(4) 0.03(1)

{7, 9} -0.10(1) -0.090(8) 0.025(7) -0.11(4) -0.05(1)

{9, 10.68} -0.098(9) -0.094(5) -0.019(5) -0.11(4) -0.069(8)

{3.157,10.68} -0.05(1) -0.049(8) 0.060(6) -0.07(4) -0.015(9)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

λ`
{3.157, 5} 0.149(7) 0.14(2) -0.17(2) 0.14(2) 0.11(1)

{5, 7} 0.378(5) 0.37(2) 0.03(2) 0.379(6) 0.34(1)

{7, 9} 0.564(3) 0.56(1) 0.27(2) 0.57(2) 0.535(8)

{9, 10.68} 0.684(1) 0.682(5) 0.53(1) 0.70(3) 0.672(3)

{3.157,10.68} 0.507(4) 0.50(1) 0.21(2) 0.51(1) 0.476(8)

F B̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

L {3.157, 5} 0.633(5) 0.636(6) 0.736(6) 0.64(1) 0.654(5)

{5, 7} 0.521(5) 0.524(7) 0.643(8) 0.526(9) 0.542(5)

{7, 9} 0.423(4) 0.426(5) 0.533(8) 0.424(3) 0.439(4)

{9, 10.68} 0.361(2) 0.362(2) 0.419(5) 0.358(9) 0.368(2)

{3.157,10.68} 0.453(4) 0.456(5) 0.561(8) 0.455(3) 0.469(4)

TABLE XV: Predictions of various observables in different 2-operator scenarios for the B̄ → D∗lν̄ channel. The
rows with the q2-bins written in bold font represent the predictions for the q2 integrated observables.
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Obs q2 bins CV2 , CS2 CV2 , CT CS1 , CT CS2 , CT CS1 , CS2

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(5) -0.062(8)

{2, 4} -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(5) -0.198(6)

{4, 6} -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(4) -0.256(5)

{6, 8} -0.268(6) -0.267(6) -0.268(5) -0.268(5) -0.268(6)

{8, 10} -0.224(6) -0.224(6) -0.224(5) -0.224(5) -0.224(5)

{10, 10.68} -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4) -0.126(4)

{0.01,10.68} -0.207(3) -0.207(3) -0.207(3) -0.207(3) -0.208(4)

AB̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.928(4) 0.9279(8) 0.928(4) 0.928(4) 0.93(2)

{2, 4} 0.990(3) 0.9903(2) 0.990(3) 0.990(3) 0.99(1)

{4, 6} 0.996(2) 0.9956(1) 0.996(2) 0.996(2) 0.997(7)

{6, 8} 0.997(1) 0.99747(9) 0.998(1) 0.997(1) 0.998(4)

{8, 10} 0.9984(5) 0.99841(8) 0.9984(5) 0.9984(5) 0.999(1)

{10, 10.68} 0.9988(1) 0.99884(8) 0.9988(1) 0.9988(1) 0.9989(2)

{0.01,10.68} 0.985(2) 0.9850(2) 0.985(2) 0.985(2) 0.986(8)

F B̄→D
∗µ−ν̄

L {0.01, 2} 0.844(5) 0.843(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5) 0.844(5)

{2, 4} 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5) 0.633(5)

{4, 6} 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3) 0.501(3)

{6, 8} 0.416(3) 0.417(3) 0.416(3) 0.416(3) 0.416(3)

{8, 10} 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2) 0.363(2)

{10, 10.68} 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7) 0.3389(7)

{0.01,10.68} 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(2) 0.532(3)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

FB {3.157, 5} 0.206(6) 0.19(1) 0.17(1) 0.19(2) 0.20(1)

{5, 7} 0.100(7) 0.08(2) 0.05(2) 0.08(2) 0.09(2)

{7, 9} 0.010(8) 0.010(20) -0.03(2) -0.02(3) -0.002(20)

{9, 10.68} -0.032(7) 0.003(19) -0.04(2) -0.07(4) -0.04(1)

{3.157,10.68} 0.047(7) 0.04(2) 0.007(18) 0.02(3) 0.04(2)

AB̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

λ`
{3.157, 5} -0.17(2) 0.19(1) 0.14(2) -0.19(3) -0.09(6)

{5, 7} 0.03(2) 0.34(2) 0.34(1) 0.02(3) 0.12(6)

{7, 9} 0.27(2) 0.47(3) 0.52(1) 0.28(2) 0.36(6)

{9, 10.68} 0.53(2) 0.55(4) 0.63(2) 0.558(10) 0.58(3)

{3.157,11.628} 0.21(2) 0.43(3) 0.46(1) 0.21(2) 0.30(6)

F B̄→D
∗τ−ν̄

L {3.157, 5} 0.731(6) 0.53(4) 0.62(2) 0.746(9) 0.71(2)

{5, 7} 0.639(7) 0.45(2) 0.51(1) 0.65(1) 0.61(2)

{7, 9} 0.531(8) 0.40(1) 0.426(6) 0.535(8) 0.50(2)

{9, 10.68} 0.418(5) 0.378(4) 0.373(3) 0.411(5) 0.40(1)

{3.157,10.68} 0.558(8) 0.42(1) 0.454(7) 0.564(8) 0.53(2)

TABLE XVI: Predictions of various observables in different 2-operator scenarios for the B̄ → D∗lν̄ channel. The
rows with the q2-bins written in bold font represent the predictions for the q2 integrated observables.
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Obs q2 bins SM value CV1
CV2

CT CS1
CS2

AB̄→πµ
−ν̄

FB {0.01, 2} 0.0317±0.0002 0.0315±0.0001 0.0315±0.0001 0.0449±0.0123 0.0307±0.0081 0.0307±0.0081

{2, 4} 0.00588±0.00004 0.00585±0.00003 0.00585±0.00003 0.02049±0.01324 0.00497±0.00892 0.00497±0.00892

{4, 6} 0.00351±0.00004 0.00348±0.00003 0.00348±0.00003 0.01832±0.01323 0.00259±0.00912 0.00259±0.00912

{6, 8} 0.00254±0.00004 0.00252±0.00003 0.00252±0.00003 0.01752±0.01319 0.00160±0.00930 0.00160±0.00930

{8, 10} 0.00201±0.00003 0.00199±0.00003 0.00199±0.00003 0.01719±0.01317 0.00106±0.00952 0.00106±0.00952

{10, 12} 0.00169±0.00003 0.00167±0.00003 0.00167±0.00003 0.01713±0.013176 0.00071±0.00978 0.00071±0.00978

{12, 14} 0.00147±0.00003 0.00146±0.00003 0.00146±0.00003 0.01727±0.01325 0.00047±0.01011 0.00047±0.01011

{14, 16} 0.00133±0.00003 0.00132±0.00003 0.00132±0.00003 0.01761±0.01343 0.00029±0.01054 0.00029±0.01054

{16, 18} 0.00124±0.00003 0.00123±0.00003 0.00123±0.00003 0.01822±0.01376 0.00014±0.01112 0.00014±0.01112

{18, 20} 0.00118±0.00003 0.00118±0.00003 0.00118±0.00003 0.01921±0.01435 0.000009±0.011934 0.000009±0.011934

{20, 22} 0.00118±0.00003 0.001178±0.00003 0.001178±0.00003 0.02086±0.01539 -0.00011±0.01316 -0.00011±0.01316

{22, 24} 0.00125±0.00003 0.00125±0.00003 0.00125±0.00003 0.02386±0.01740 -0.00025±0.01524 -0.00025±0.01524

{24, 26.4} 0.00154±0.00004 0.00154±0.00004 0.00154±0.00004 0.03172±0.02283 -0.00046±0.02040 -0.00046±0.02040

AB̄→πµ
−ν̄

λ`
{0.01, 2} 0.9151±0.0006 0.9157±0.0003 0.9157±0.0003 0.8901±0.0320 0.9188±0.0313 0.9188±0.0313

{2, 4} 0.9842±0.0002 0.9843±0.0001 0.9843±0.0001 0.9386±0.0670 0.9876±0.0306 0.9876±0.0306

{4, 6} 0.9905±0.0002 0.9906±0.0001 0.9906±0.0001 0.9272±0.0992 0.9938±0.0278 0.9938±0.0278

{6, 8} 0.9930±0.0002 0.9931±0.0001 0.9931±0.0001 0.9126±0.1301 0.9963±0.0247 0.9963±0.0247

{8, 10} 0.9944±0.0001 0.9945±0.0001 0.9945±0.0001 0.8973±0.1599 0.9975±0.0216 0.9975±0.0216

{10, 12} 0.9952±0.0001 0.9953±0.0001 0.9953±0.0001 0.8820±0.1884 0.9983±0.0182 0.9983±0.0182

{12, 14} 0.9958±0.0001 0.9958±0.0001 0.9958±0.0001 0.8669±0.2157 0.9988±0.0147 0.9988±0.0147

{14, 16} 0.9961±0.0001 0.9961±0.0001 0.9961±0.0001 0.8521±0.2415 0.9991±0.0107 0.9991±0.0107

{16, 18} 0.9962±0.0001 0.9963±0.0001 0.9963±0.0001 0.8377±0.2660 0.9993±0.0061 0.9993±0.0061

{18, 20} 0.9962±0.0002 0.9962±0.0002 0.9962±0.0002 0.8236±0.2891 0.9994±0.0004 0.9994±0.0004

{20, 22} 0.9960±0.0002 0.9960±0.0002 0.9960±0.0002 0.8096±0.3109 0.9994±0.0077 0.9994±0.0077

{22, 24} 0.9952±0.0002 0.9952±0.0002 0.9952±0.0002 0.7953±0.3320 0.9993±0.0212 0.9993±0.0212

{24, 26.4} 0.9922±0.0004 0.9922±0.0004 0.9922±0.0004 0.7783±0.3529 0.9988±0.0601 0.9988±0.0601

TABLE XVII: Predictions of various observables in the SM and different new physics scenarios for the B̄ → πlν̄
channel using the fit results of the left column of table IX for the scenarios with OT , OS1 , OS2 and the right column

for the scenarios with OV1
, OV2
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[54] D. Bečirević, M. Fedele, I. Nǐsandžić, and A. Tayduganov, Lepton Flavor Universality tests through angular observables

of B → D(∗)`ν decay modes, (2019), arXiv:1907.02257 [hep-ph].
[55] A. Bharucha, D. M. Straub, and R. Zwicky, B → V `+`− in the Standard Model from light-cone sum rules, JHEP 08, 098,

arXiv:1503.05534 [hep-ph].
[56] C. Bourrely, I. Caprini, and L. Lellouch, Model-independent description of B —> pi l nu decays and a determination of

—V(ub)—, Phys. Rev. D 79, 013008 (2009), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 82, 099902 (2010)], arXiv:0807.2722 [hep-ph].
[57] N. Gubernari, A. Kokulu, and D. van Dyk, B → P and B → V Form Factors from B-Meson Light-Cone Sum Rules

beyond Leading Twist, JHEP 01, 150, arXiv:1811.00983 [hep-ph].
[58] Ckmfitter global fit results as of summer 19, http://ckmfitter.in2p3.fr/www/results/plots_spring21/num/ckmEval_

results_spring21.html.
[59] R. Alonso, B. Grinstein, and J. Martin Camalich, Lifetime of B−c Constrains Explanations for Anomalies in B → D(∗)τν,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 081802 (2017), arXiv:1611.06676 [hep-ph].
[60] M. Blanke, A. Crivellin, S. de Boer, T. Kitahara, M. Moscati, U. Nierste, and I. Nǐsandžić, Impact of polarization
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We investigate the survival probability of unstable states, the time-dependence of an initial state, in
coupled channels. First, we extend the formulation of the survival probability from single channel to
coupled channels (two channels). We derive an exact general expression of the two-channel survival
probability using uniformization, a methodwhichmakes the coupled-channel Smatrix single-valued,
and the Mittag-Leffler expansion, i.e. a pole expansion. Second, we calculate the time dependence of
the two-channel survival probability by employing the derived expression. It is the minimal distance
between the pole and the physical region in the complex energy plane, not the imaginary part of
the pole energy, which determines not only the energy spectrum of the Green’s function but also the
survival probability. The survival probability of the “threshold-cusp” caused by a pole on the unusual
complex-energy Riemann sheet is shown to decay, not grow in time though the imaginary part of the
pole energy is positive. We also show that the decay of the “threshold-cusp” is non-exponential. Thus,
the “threshold-cusp” is shown to be a new type of unstable mode, which is found only in coupled
channels.

Recently, many peaks have been observed in various processes at the threshold of hadronic channels, which are
potential candidates of exotic hadrons [1–8]. These peaks are supposed to be caused by the poles of the coupled-
channel S matrix located on the (unusual) complex-energy Riemann sheets different from those onwhich the poles of
usual resonances are located, or in their neighborhood [9]. In particular, the imaginary parts of the complex energy
of these poles on the unusual sheets are positive, while those of usual resonances are negative [9]. Naively, the states
associated with these poles on the unusual sheets grow in time in contrast to the resonant states’ decay as follows.
Consider the two-channel scattering with the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for definiteness. Time-evolution
of the wave function is given as

i
∂

∂t
Ψ(1, 2; t) = HΨ(1, 2; t), (1)

where 1 and 2 symbolically represent the coordinates of channels 1 and 2, respectively. For the eigenstate Φ(1, 2) of
the Hamiltonian with eigenenergy E, time-evolution of Ψ is

Ψ(1, 2; t) = Φ(1, 2)e−iEt. (2)

The complex eigenenergy of the time-independent Schrödinger equation gives the pole of the S matrix and vice versa.
Then, the probability of the state Ψ(1, 2; t) is

|Ψ(1, 2; t)|2 = |Φ(1, 2)|2e2ImEt (3)

which grows (decays) in time if ImE > 0 (ImE < 0). Of course, this argument is too naive, and the time dependence
of the unstable state has to be treated in a more legitimate manner.
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There has been a history of study concerning the time-dependence of unstable states [10–23],which is called survival
probability [12, 13]. Theoretically, it has been shown that the law of resonance decay deviates from the exponential
behavior at short and long times. The time-dependence is expected to be quadratic at short times [14, 16] and inverse
power at long times [12, 14]. Possible implications of quadratic short-time behavior in the Zeno effects and the proton
decay have been discussed in Ref. [16–18]. Experimentally, in nuclear and particle physics, there have been attempts
to observe deviations from purely exponential behavior, but they have been unsuccessful (see Ref. [19] and references
therein). The non-exponential behavior at large times was found in an experiment measuring the luminescence
decays of dissolved organic materials after pulsed laser excitation [20]. It should be noted, however, that the study of
the time-dependence of the unstable state has been limited to the problems of one open channel, single-channel as
far as we know, while the time dependence of the unstable state associated with the “threshold-cusp” is a problem
in coupled channels.

The purpose of the present letter is two-fold. The first is to extend the formulation of the survival probability in
single channels to the one in coupled channels (two channels). We derive an exact general expression of the two-
channel survival probability from the Mittag-Leffler expansion [24, 25], i.e. a pole expansion, of the Green’s function
in the uniformization variable [26, 27], in terms of which the Green’s function is represented single-valued. This is
based on the method developed and applied to the study of unstable states in coupled channels in Refs. [9, 28–31].
The second is to examine the time dependence of the two-channel survival probability, particularly for the “threshold-
cusp” by employing the derived expression. We show that the survival probability for the “threshold-cusp” decays,
not grow in time against the above naive argument. In general, and in particular, for the “threshold-cusp” it is the
minimal distance between the pole and the physical region in the complex energy plane, not the imaginary part of the
pole energy, which determines not only the energy spectrum of the Green’s function but also the time dependence.
We also show that the decay of the “threshold-cusp” is non-exponential in contrast to the exponential decay of the
resonance.

Consider an unstable state, |ψ(t)〉, time-evolving under the Hamiltonain, H as, |ψ(t)〉 = e−iHt |ψ(0)〉. Following
Refs. [22, 23], we define the “survival amplitude", A(t), of the state |ψ(0)〉 by

A(t) = 〈ψ(0)|e−iHt|ψ(0)〉 = 1
2πi

∫
C

de〈ψ(0)| 1
e− H

|ψ(0)〉e−iet = ∑
B
| 〈ψ(0)|φB〉 |2e−ieBt +Acut(t), (4)

where

Acut(t) =
1

2πi

[∫ 0

∞
de〈ψ(0)| 1

e− H + i0
|ψ(0)〉e−iet +

∫ ∞

0
de〈ψ(0)| 1

e− H − i0
|ψ(0)〉e−iet

]
= − 1

2πi

∫ ∞

0
de [G(e + i0)− G(e− i0)] e−iet. (5)

e is the dimensionless energy with e = 0 taken as the lowest threshold and e = 1 as the other threshold in the
two-channel case. {|φB〉} and {eB} are the bound states and their eigenenergies, respectively. The sum is taken over
all bound states. C is the contour from infinity to the lowest eigenenergy along the real axis below the cut and back
to infinity above the cut. G(e) is the Green’s function of the Hamiltonian. The probability that |ψ(t)〉 is in its initial
state, which we will call the survival probability, P(t), is then given by P(t) = |A(t)|2.
The Green’s function, G(e), can be expanded by a Mittag-Leffler expansion [24, 25] in the uniformization variable

[26, 27], symbolically written as u for the moment, as

G(e) = ∑
n

rnGn, Gn =
1

u− un
. (6)

The residues, rn, satisfy the condition, ∑n rn = 0. Then, the cut contribution,Acut, can be expressed by a sum of pole
terms as [23, 28]

Acut(t) = ∑
n

rnAn, An = − 1
2πi

∫ ∞

0
de [Gn(e + i0)− Gn(e− i0)] e−iet. (7)

Before proceeding to the two-channel survival probability, we briefly review the single-channel survival probability
for comparison.
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For the single-channel case, dimensionless momentum, k = e1/2, plays a role of the uniformization variable. We
can define the minimal distance between the pole and the physical domain on the e-plane, de

n, based on the distance
on the uniformized k-plane, dk

n, as,

de
n =

∣∣∣∣ de
dk

∣∣∣∣
k=kn

× dk
n = 2|knIm kn|, (8)

where kn is the position of the pole of the Green’s function on the k-plane. Pole energy en is given by en = k2
n. For

resonance poles sufficiently distant from the threshold, the distance, de
n, coincides with the imaginary part of the pole

energy, i.e., de
n ≈ |Im en| = Γn/2, where en = εn − iΓn/2.

The pole contribution of the Green’s function, Gn, is given as

Gn =
1

k− kn
=

e1/2 + e1/2
n

e− en
, (9)

and the survival probability, An, as

An = − 1
iπ

∫ ∞

0
de
√

e
e− en

e−iet = − 1
iπ

[√
π

it
− iπ
√

en e−ienterfc(i
√

ient)
]
≡ I(t, en). (10)

erfc(z) is the complementary error function. (Note that
√

tI(t, en) is a function of ten implying a time-scale of |en|−1.)

Consider the contributions from a typical resonance pole (en = εn − iΓn/2, Γn/εn � 1) and its counterpart,
anti-resonance pole, (e∗n = εn + iΓn/2).

In the vicinity of the resonance pole energy, Gn can be approximated as

Gn =
1

k− kn
≈ 2e1/2

n
e− en

=
re

n
e− en

, (11)

where re
n = 2e1/2

n . |Gn|2 is then given by the Breit-Wigner form [32],

|Gn|2 ≈
∣∣∣∣ re

n
e− en

∣∣∣∣2 =
|re

n|2
(e− εn)2 + Γ2

n/4
. (12)

The width of the resonance peak in the spectrum is Γn ≈ 2de
n.

The survival amplitude can also be approximated for a resonance and an anti-resonance as,

I(t, en) ≈ −
re

n
2πi

∫ ∞

−∞
de

1
e− en

e−iet = −θ(t)re
ne−ient, (13)

I(t, e∗n) ≈ −
re∗

n
2πi

∫ ∞

−∞
de

1
e− e∗n

e−iet = θ(−t)re∗
n e−ie∗nt. (14)

where θ(t) is theHeaviside step function. The survival probability for the resonance and anti-resonance contributions
are, therefore,

|I(t, en)|2 ≈ θ(t)|re
n|2e−Γnt, |I(t, e∗n)|2 ≈ θ(−t)|re

n|2eΓnt, (15)

respectively. When contributions from other poles are negligible, one expects an exponential decay (growth) of the
survival probability in the t > 0 (t < 0) region with a characteristic time scale, which in this case is the “lifetime,"
1/Γn. This characteristic time scale is the inverse of the width of the spectrum, which corresponds to the minimal
distance between the pole and the physical region.

At long and short times, the above approximation breaks down, resulting in deviations from the exponential
behavior of the survival probability. The large t behavior of I(t, en) can be obtained from the asymptotic expansion
of the complementary error function in Eq. (10) as

I(t, en) =
i√
4π

e−1
n eiπ/4e−itt−3/2 + O(t−5/2), (16)
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which coincides with the t−3 inverse-power decay law of the survival probability obtained in previous studies [14].
At short times (small t), the survival amplitude,A(t), is known to behave as quadratic in time as long as all the matrix
elements 〈ψ(0)|Hn|ψ(0)〉 are finite [15]. As can be seen from Eq. (10), however, each pole contribution, I(t, en), has
a singular term, t−1/2. By summing up contributions from all poles, the leading singular terms of t−1/2 cancel out
due to the condition of the residues, ∑n rn = 0. Other nonleading singular terms should also vanish so that A(t) is
quadratic. Nevertheless, to discuss the short-time behavior of the survival amplitude,A(t), all the pole contributions
must be summed up, which will not be pursued here.

The energy spectrum |Gn|2, and the survival probability |An|2, of a typical resonance and anti-resonance are shown
in Fig. 1. We can observe a transition from an exponential decay with a lifetime Γ−1

n to an inverse-power decay with a
power of t−3, coinciding with the above argument. We can also observe an oscillation of the survival probability in
the transition region.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
e

0

100

200

300

400

|G
n
(e

;e
n
)|2

(a-0) Exact
BW

−10 −5 0 5 10
t

0

1

2

3

4

|A
n
(t

;e
n
)|2

(a-1) en

e∗n

100 101 102 103

t

10−9

10−7

10−5

10−3

10−1

|A
n
(t

;e
n
)|2

(a-2)

Exact
Exponential
Inverse Power

FIG. 1. Energy spectrum |Gn|2 (a-0), and the survival probability |An|2 (a-1,a-2), of a typical resonance and anti-resonance.
kn = 1.00125− 0.049937i, en = 1.0− 0.1i, and de

n = 0.100124. Labels, “Exact”, “Exponential” and “Inverse Power”, in (a-2),
correspond to An of Eqs. (10), (15) and (16), respectively.

Let us extend the argument above to the two-channel case. The uniformization variable, z, of a two-channel system
can be given by [26, 27],

z = k1 + k2 = e1/2 + (e− 1)1/2, (17)

k1 =
1
2

(
z +

1
z

)
, k2 =

1
2

(
z− 1

z

)
, e = k2

1 = k2
2 + 1 =

1
4

(
z2 +

1
z2 + 2

)
, (18)

where e is the dimensionless energy, and ki is themomentum of channel i (i = 1, 2). Let us specify (the) eight domains
of the four-sheeted e-plane by a set of the sign of the imaginary part of channel momenta, together with a label+ (−)
representing the upper half (lower half) part of the e-plane. e.g. [tb]+ means Im k1 > 0, Im k2 < 0, and Im e > 0. The
correspondence between the z-plane and the e-plane is shown in Fig. 2.

Analogously to the single-channel case, we can define the minimal distance between the pole and the physical
domain on the e-plane, de

n, based on the distance on the uniformized z-plane, dz
n, as,

de
n =

∣∣∣∣ de
dz

∣∣∣∣
z=zn

× dz
n =

1
2

∣∣∣∣z− 1
z3

∣∣∣∣
z=zn

× dz
n, (19)

where,

dz
n =


1− |zn| [bt]− pole
|1− zn| [tb]+ pole
Im zn [bb]− pole

. (20)

zn is the pole position of Green’s function on the z-plane. Pole energy en is given by en = (zn + z−1
n )2/4. For resonance

poles on [bt]−, and [bb]−, sufficiently distant from the threshold, de
n ≈ |Im en| = Γn/2, where en = εn − iΓn/2.
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Re I

Im I

�

� �

�∗

�∗�∗

[CC]+[CC]−

[11]−

[11]+

[1C]−[1C]+

[C1]+[C1]−
3I=�

� �

th1

th2

FIG. 2. Schematic figure of the uniformized z-plane. The red line shows the physical region. th1 (th2) is the lower (upper)
threshold. A (A∗), B (B∗), and C (C∗) correspond to the poles specified in Tab. 1.

In contrast, for poles near the upper threshold, especially the ones on [tb]+, which cause enhanced “threshold
cusp”structures in the spectra, de

n ≈ 2 |en − 1|.
The pole contribution of the Green’s function, Gn, is explicitly given as

Gn =
1

z− zn
=

(
1− 1

z2
n

)
e1/2 +

(
1 + 1

z2
n

)
(e− 1)1/2 + 2

zn
e1/2(e− 1)1/2 + zn − 1

zn
(2e− 1)

4(e− en)
, (21)

and the survival probability, An, as

An =− 1
4iπ

[(
1− 1

z2
n

) ∫ ∞

0
de
√

e
e− en

e−iet +

(
1 +

1
z2

n

) ∫ ∞

1
de
√

e− 1
e− en

e−iet + i
2
zn

∫ 1

0
de
√

e(1− e)
e− en

e−iet

]

=
1

4iπ

[(
1− 1

z2
n

)
iπ I(t, en) +

(
1 +

1
z2

n

)
e−itiπ I(t, en − 1)− i

2
zn

J(t, en)

]
, (22)

where I(t, en) is given by Eq. (10) and

J(t, en) =
∫ 1

0
de
√

e(1− e)
e− en

e−iet. (23)

From Eqs. (7), (22), (10) and (23), we obtain an exact general expression of the two-channel survival amplitude.
I(t, en) corresponds to the pole contribution in the single-channel case. The pole contribution in the two-channel
case, An(t, zn), comprises three terms. Two terms with I(t, en) and I(t, en − 1) are the single-channel contributions
from the lower and upper threshold, respectively, and the additional term with J(t, en) is a term involving both
thresholds. An analytic expression of J(t, en) is yet to be known but can be easily calculated numerically.

Let us consider the contribution from a single pole in more detail.

In the case where the pole is on [bt]− or [bb]−, and is sufficiently distant from both thresholds, Gn can be approxi-
mated as,

Gn =
1

z− zn
≈ zn

(
1− z−4

n
)

2
1

e− en
=

re
n

e− en
, (24)

where re
n = zn

(
1− z−4

n
)

/2. The Breit-Wigner form approximates the spectrum; hence, the survival amplitudewould
behave like the single-channel case.

If the pole is positioned near the upper threshold, i.e., |zn − 1| � 1, Gn can be approximated as,

Gn =
1

z− zn
≈ 1 + 1/z2

n
2

1
k2 − k2n

=
rk

n
k2 − k2n

, (25)
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where k2n = (zn − z−1
n )/2 and rk

n =
(
1 + z−2

n
)

/2. |Gn|2 is then given by the Dalitz-Deloff form [33, 34] as

|Gn|2 ≈
∣∣∣∣∣ rk

n
k2 − k2n

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=


|rk

n|2
|k2n|2

1

(1 + kα)2 + (kβ)2
=
|rk

n|2
|k2n|2

[
1− 2kα + O

(
k2
)]

(e > 1)

|rk
n|2
|k2n|2

1

(1 + κβ)2 + (κα)2
=
|rk

n|2
|k2n|2

[
1− 2κβ + O

(
κ2
)]

(e < 1)
. (26)

α and β are the real and imaginary parts of the complex scattering length, a, satisfying, a = α + iβ ≈ −i/k2n. The
width of the peak structure in the spectrum would be 4|k2n|2 = 4|en − 1| ≈ 2de

n, rather than the imaginary part of
the pole position.

The pole contribution, An, can also be approximated by neglecting the lower threshold as

An ≈
rk

n
2πi

(∫ 0

i∞
+
∫ ∞

0

)
dk22k2

1
k2 − k2n

e−i(1+k2
2)t = θ(t)

rk
n

iπ
e−it I(t, k2

2n) (27)

Thus,

|An|2 ≈ θ(t)
1

π2 |r
k
n|2|I(t, k2

2n)|2 (28)

When contributions from other poles are negligible, we expect a decay of the survival probability in the t > 0
region governed by the behavior of |I(t, k2

2n)|2. From the expression of I, we see a characteristic time scale of decay
proportional to |en − 1|−1, corresponding to the inverse of the width of the peak structure in the spectrum. The
argument dependence of |I(t, k2

2n)|2 is shown in Fig. 3. Most importantly, we observe a decay rather than a growth for

100 101 102

|4= −1|C

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

101

|�(
C;
: 2
=
)|2
C

:2= = |:2= |4 8)=
)= = −0.05� [11]−
)= = −0.25� [11]−
)= = −0.45� [11]−
)= = −0.55� [C1]+
)= = −0.75� [C1]+

FIG. 3. Argument dependence of |I(t, k2
2n)|2 for poles in the vicinity of the upper threshold. For reference, the blue dotted line

represents the exact exponential decay of the pole of φn = −0.05π.

poles on [tb]+, though they have a positive imaginary part in complex energy. |I(t, k2n)|2 shows a non-exponential
decay for all t, in regions of [tb]+, and in the neighboring regions on [bt]−, and [bb]−. An exponential behavior
gradually emerges as the pole continuously moves away from the upper threshold but stays close to the physical
region.

The behavior of the survival probability at large t exhibits an inverse-power decay. The asymptotic expansion of
An can be obtained by applying the method of steepest descent to J, leading to

An ∼
i√
4π

eiπ/4e−it/2t−3/2
[
eit/2 (zn − i)−2 + e−it/2 (zn − 1)−2

]
+ O(t−5/2). (29)

As in the single-channel case, the survival probability decreases by a power of t−3. However, there are additional
oscillations due to two terms weighted by the inverse square of the distance between the pole and the two thresholds.
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To confirm the argument above, we consider three cases, A, B, and C, which correspond to a lower-channel
resonance, a threshold cusp, and an upper-channel resonance. Tab. 1 shows the pole position in terms of the
uniformization variable, zn, its complex energy, en, the minimal distance between the pole and the physical region
on the e-plane, de

n, and the sheet configuration where the poles are located. Fig. 4 shows the energy spectrum, |Gn|2,
and the survival probability, |An|2, of the three cases, A, B, and C.

A B C
zn 0.7281 + 0.5290i 0.9293− 0.0707i 1.6− 0.1i
en 0.6580− 0.1009i 0.9992 + 0.0107i 1.234− 0.0679i
de

n 0.1083 0.0222 0.0685
sheet [bt]− [tb]+ [bb]−

TABLE I. Pole position in terms of the uniformization variable, zn, its complex energy, en, the minimal distance between the pole
and the physical region, de

n, and the sheet configurations of where the poles are located for cases A, B, and C.
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FIG. 4. Energy spectrum |Gn|2 (left), and the survival probability|An|2 (middle, right), of cases A, B, and C. Labels, “Exact”,
“BW”and “DD”in the left figures, correspond to Gn of Eqs. (21), (24) and (25), respectively. Labels, “Exact”, “Inverse Power”and
“Effective Single-Channel”in the right figures, correspond to An of Eqs. (22), (29) and (27), respectively.

As we can see, the results in Fig. 4 coincide with our arguments above. For resonance cases A and C, one can
see a transition from exponential to inverse-power decay. In contrast, the “threshold cusp”case, B, exhibits a non-
exponential decay for all time regions matching the behavior of |I|2. The width, Γ, of the spectrum’s peak for cases A
and C are approximately Γ ≈ 2|Im en| ≈ 2de

n, whereas Γ ≈ 4|en − 1| ≈ 2de
n for case B. In all cases, the spectra’ width

corresponds with the minimal distance between the pole and the physical region. The time scale for the exponential
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decay in cases A and C are given by |Im en|−1, and for case B, is given by |en − 1|, which in both cases correspond to
the inverse of the width of the spectrum. We also point out that for cases A and C, the resonance (anti-resonance)
contribution, which is the contribution from the pole with a negative (positive) imaginary part of complex energy,
is dominant in the t > 0 (t < 0) region. On the contrary, for case B, the contribution from the pole with a positive
(negative) imaginary part of complex energy is dominant in the region t > 0 (t < 0).

Finally, we show an example of the total survival probability, which includes contributions of multiple poles. We
adopt a model in which a bare state is coupled to two open channels with a zero-range interaction [35] for simplicity.
Due to the zero-range interaction, peculiarities exist in the small-time behavior of a power of t1/2 [15]. Here, we will
not be concerned with this short-time behavior. There are four poles in this model, and G is given by the Flatte form
[36] as,

G =
1

ε−m + iγ1
√

ε + iγ2
√

ε− 1
=

4

∑
n=1

rn

z− zn
. (30)

Fig. 5 shows the energy spectrum and the survival probability for the case m = 1.1, γ1 = 0.1, γ2 = 0.9. The pole
positions are z1 = 0.861− 0.087i, z2 = 0.707− 0.913i, z3 = −z∗1 and z4 = −z∗2 . For this parameter set, the energy
spectrum and the survival probability of t > 0 are dominated by a single pole, pole 1, which corresponds with the
“threshold cusp” pole of case B in the argument above.
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FIG. 5. Energy spectrum (left) and the survival probability (center, right) for m = 1.1, γ1 = 0.1, γ2 = 0.9. “Exact”, “Inverse
Power”and “Effective Single-Channel”, correspond to A of Eqs. (22), (29) and (27), respectively.

In conclusion, we have clarified the time dependence of unstable states in the context of two channels. We have
shown that not only the energy spectrum but also the time dependence of unstable states are determined by the
minimal distance in energy between the pole and the physical region, not by the imaginary part of the complex pole
energy, in general. This fact emerges most crucially in the time dependence of near-threshold unstable states, in
particular, “threshold cusp” states, whose pole energy has a positive imaginary part but decays, not grow in time.
We have also shown that the decay of the “threshold-cusp” is non-exponential in contrast to the resonance. Thus, we
have shown that the “threshold-cusp” is a new class of unstable mode, which shows up only in coupled channels.

In experimental nuclear or particle physics, it would be extremely difficult or almost impossible to observe the non-
exponential decay of the “threshold cusp” found in the present letter due to the characteristic time scale of the order
of 100 MeV−1 ∼ 10−23s. Some materials might have an excitation mode with multiple decay channels, in which the
relation between the associated pole and the thresholds of decay channels is similar to the “threshold cusp” discussed
in the present letter. It would be exciting if such an excitation were found, given that non-exponential behavior at
large times was found in an experiment measuring the luminescence decays of dissolved organic materials [20].
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Using a data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 2.93 fb−1 collected at a center-
of-mass energy of 3.773 GeV with the BESIII detector at the BEPCII collider, we search for a
scalar partner of the X(3872), denoted as X(3700), via ψ(3770) → γηη′ and γπ+π−J/ψ pro-
cesses. No significant signals are observed and the upper limits of the product branching fractions
B(ψ(3770)→ γX(3700))·B(X(3700)→ ηη′) and B(ψ(3770)→ γX(3700))·B(X(3700)→ π+π−J/ψ)
are determined at the 90% confidence level, for the narrow X(3700) with a mass ranging from 3710
to 3740 MeV/c2, which are from 0.8 to 1.8 (×10−5) and 0.9 to 3.4 (×10−5), respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since 2003, a number of resonances that decay to fi-
nal states with a pair of cc̄ quarks have been discov-
ered [1–4]. Whereas some of these states have proper-
ties well expected for conventional cc̄ mesons [5], and
others have properties that do not match those of any
cc̄ mesons and can be described by configurations be-
yond quark model, such as multi-quark or hadronic-
molecule [6–11]. Among these states, the X(3872)
(IG(JPC) = 0+(1++)), discovered at the Belle experi-
ment in 2003 [12], attracted lots of attention due to the
fact that it is very close to the D∗0D̄0 threshold (Q =
mX(3872) −mD∗0 −mD̄0 = (−0.04± 0.09) MeV/c2) and
very narrow (Γ = (1.19 ± 0.21) MeV) [13]. As a good
candidate for the D∗0D̄0 molecule, the X(3872) stimu-
lated many studies of similar states at other meson pair
thresholds, such as X2(4013) (expected to be an S-wave
D∗D̄∗ bound state) [14].

In the hadronic-molecular picture, the X(3872) can
have some degenerated spin partners with quantum num-
bers 0++, 1++ and 2++ in the heavy quark limit [15–
17]. As a good candidate for the 0++ state, the X(3700)
(IG(JPC) = 0+(0++)), a DD̄ molecule, is predicted
with a mass around 3720 MeV/c2 via heavy quark-spin-
symmetry arguments [16, 17]. The discovery of such a
0++ charmonium-like state would provide a strong sup-
port for the interpretation of the X(3872) as a hadronic-
molecule dominant state. In addition, theX(3700) is pre-
dicted by lattice quantum chromodynamics in the study
of the coupled-channel DD̄ −DsD̄s scattering [18], and
it is found as a shallow DD̄ bound state just below the
DD̄ threshold. In chiral unitary theory, the X(3700) has
already appeared as a pole in the T-matrix in the study
of dynamical generation of resonances, and its structure
is mainly a DD̄ quasibound state [19].

Experimentally, some hints of the existence of X(3700)
have been reported. A bump in the DD̄ spectrum close
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to the DD̄ threshold observed by the Belle Collaboration
in the e+e− → J/ψDD̄ reaction was better interpret-
ed in terms of the bound state below threshold, with
MX(3700) = 3723 MeV/c2 [20] than with a resonance
X(3880) as suggested in Ref. [21]. Besides, a hint of en-
hancement just above the DD̄ threshold was both seen
by the BaBar and Belle Collaborations in the reaction
γγ → DD̄ [22, 23].

Although the X(3700) has been predicted by many
different models, it has not been confirmed by any ex-
periments yet. Furthermore, as a DD̄ bound state,
the X(3700) can not be generated by the one-pion
exchange interaction between the D mesons due to
the P parity conservation in the strong interaction.
Various strategies for the experimental search for the
X(3700) in exclusive decays have been proposed, e.g.
ψ(3770) → γηη′ [24], ψ(3770) → γD0D̄0 [25] and
B0(+) → D0D̄0K0(+) [26]. The dominant decay of
the X(3700) is to ηη′, with the partial decay width
Γψ(3770)→γX(3700), X(3700)→ηη′ = 0.293 keV according to
the prediction based on the chiral unitary theory [24].
Since the total width Γψ(3770) = (27.2 ± 1.0) MeV [13],
we get B(ψ(3770) → γX(3700)) · B(X(3700) → ηη′) =
Γψ(3770)→γX(3700), X(3700)→ηη′/Γψ(3770) ' 1.08 × 10−5.
Therefore, the process ψ(3770) → γηη′ is studied to
test the theoretical prediction. We also search for the
X(3700) via X(3700) → π+π−J/ψ, since the X(3700)
decay might have a large isospin violation similar to
X(3872)→ π+π−J/ψ [27]. It will help to test the heavy
quark-spin-symmetry and deepen our understanding of
the nature of both the X(3872) and X(3700).

In this article, we report the studies of the two pro-
cesses ψ(3770) → γηη′ and γπ+π−J/ψ, with η → γγ,
η′ → γπ+π− and J/ψ → `+`−(` = e, µ), using the
data sample corresponding to an integrated luminosity
of 2.93 fb−1 collected with the BESIII detector in the
years 2010 and 2011, at center-of-mass (c.m.) energy√
s = 3.773 GeV [28, 29].

II. BESIII DETECTOR AND MONTE CARLO
SIMULATION

The BESIII detector [30] records symmetric e+e− colli-
sions provided by the BEPCII storage ring [31] in the c.m.
energy range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV, with a peak luminos-
ity of 1×1033 cm−2s−1 achieved at

√
s = 3.77 GeV. The

cylindrical core of BESIII detector consists of a helium-
based multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintilla-
tor time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI (Tl) electro-
magnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all enclosed in
a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T
magnetic field [32]. The solenoid is supported by an
octagonal flux-return yoke with resistive plate counter
muon identifier modules interleaved with steel. The ac-
ceptance of charged particles and photons is 93% over 4π
solid angle. The charged particle momentum resolution

at 1 GeV/c is 0.5%, and the dE/dx resolution is 6% for
electrons from Bhabha scattering. The EMC measures
photon energies with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV
in the barral (end cap) region. The time resolution of the
TOF barrel part is 68 ps, while that of the end cap part
is 110 ps.

The optimization of event selection criteria and effi-
ciency determination are based on Monte Carlo (MC)
simulations. The geant4-based [33] simulation software,
BESIII Object Oriented Simulation Tool (boost) [34],
includes the geometric description of the BESIII detec-
tors. The simulation models the beam energy spread and
initial state radiation (ISR) in the e+e− annihilations
with the generator kkmc [35, 36]. Samples of MC sim-
ulated events for the signal decay ψ(3770) → γX(3700)
are generated with the P2GC0 model in evtgen [37, 38].
The subsequent decays X(3700) → ηη′ and ρ0J/ψ are
generated uniformly in phase space. ρ0 → π+π− is gen-
erated with VSS model in evtgen [37, 38]. Final state
radiation from charged final state particles is incorporat-
ed using photos package [39]. The mass of the X(3700)
is assumed to be 3710, 3715, 3720, 3725, 3730, 3733, 3735,
and 3740 MeV/c2 and the width is set to 1.0 MeV [19]
in the simulation.

To estimate the possible background, we use the inclu-
sive MC sample generated at

√
s = 3.773 GeV. The in-

clusive MC sample includes the production of DD̄ pairs
(including quantum coherence for the neutral D chan-
nels), the non-DD̄ decays of the ψ(3770), the ISR pro-
duction of the J/ψ and ψ(2S) states , and the continu-
um processes incorporated in kkmc [35]. The statistics
of DD̄ pairs is 10.8 times that of data, the statistics of
non-DD̄, ISR J/ψ and ISR ψ(2S) are 10.2 times that of
data, and the statistics of continuous process is 7.4 times
that of data. The known decay modes are generated with
evtgen with branching fractions being set to the world
average values [13] and the remaining events are generat-
ed with lundcharm [40, 41] while other hadronic events
are generated with pythia [42].

III. EVENT SELECTION

Charged tracks detected in the MDC are required to
be within a polar angle (θ) range of |cosθ| < 0.93, where
θ is defined with respect to the z-axis, which is the sym-
metric axis of the MDC. For charged tracks, the distance
of closest approach to the interaction point must be less
than 10 cm along the z-axis, |Vz|, and less than 1 cm in
the transverse plane, |Vxy|.

Photon candidates are identified using showers in the
EMC. The deposited energy of each shower must be more
than 25 MeV in the barrel region (| cos θ| < 0.80) and
more than 50 MeV in the end cap region (0.86 < | cos θ| <
0.92). To significantly reduce showers that originate from
charged tracks, the angle subtended by the EMC shower
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and the position of the closest charged track at the EMC
must be larger than 10o as measured from the interaction
point. To suppress electronic noise and showers unrelated
to the event, the difference between the EMC time and
the event start time is required to be within [0, 700] ns.

For the ψ(3770) → γηη′, η → γγ and η′ → γπ+π−

channel, we choose η′ → γπ+π− with the largest branch-
ing fraction (taking into account the branching fraction
of the intermediate resonance decays). Event candidates
are required to have exactly two charged tracks with zero
net-charge and at least four photons. The two charged
tracks are assumed as pions without using particle iden-
tification information. A vertex fit is performed on the
two charged tracks to make sure that they originate from
the same vertex. In order to select η candidate, we
do pairwise combinations for all the photons, and re-
quire the sum of the two photon energies to be larger
than 1.65 GeV and their invariant mass satisfies 0.51 <
M(γγ) < 0.57 GeV/c2. The η candidate is rejected if the
invariant mass of any of the photon and the π+π− pair
M(γπ+π−) satisfies |M(γπ+π−)−mη′ | < 0.05 GeV/c2,
where mη′ is the nominal mass of the η′ [13]. To im-
prove momentum and energy resolutions and suppress
background, a five-constraint (5C) kinematic fit, which
constrains the sum of four momentum of the final-state
particles to the initial momentum of the colliding beams
and the invariant mass of the η candidate to the η world
average mass [13], is performed to an event with the hy-
pothesis ψ(3770)→ γγηπ+π−, and χ2

5C < 18 is required.
If there are more than one combination due to multiple
η candidates or photons, the combination with the min-
imum χ2

5C is retained.

The γπ+π− combination with the minimum
|M(γπ+π−) − mη′ | is chosen as the η′ candidate
and events with |M(γπ+π−) − mη′ | < 0.009 GeV/c2

are selected for further analysis. The π+π− invari-
ant mass is required to be in the ρ0 mass region,
0.6 < M(π+π−) < 0.8 GeV/c2. The asymmetric
mass window for ρ0 is chosen following Ref. [43]. To
suppress background containing a π0, events with
|M(γγ) − mπ0 | < 0.015 GeV/c2 are rejected, where
M(γγ) is the invariant mass of any photon pairs passed
the kinematic fit and mπ0 is the nominal mass of the π0

from the PDG [13].

For the ψ(3770) → γπ+π−J/ψ, J/ψ → l+l−(e+e−

or µ+µ−) channel, events with four good charged tracks
with zero net-charge and at least one photon candidate
are selected. Since the π± in the final state and `±

from J/ψ decay are kinematically well separated, charged
tracks with momenta larger than 1.2 GeV/c in the lab-
oratory frame are assumed to be `± and those with mo-
menta less than 0.5 GeV/c are assumed to be π±. The
energy deposition of charged track in the EMC is used
to separate e and µ. For µ candidate, the deposited en-
ergy in the EMC is required to be less than 0.5 GeV,
while it is required to be larger than 1.1 GeV for e. To
improve the momentum and energy resolutions and re-

duce background, a 4C kinematic fit, which constrains
the sum of four momentum of the final-state particles to
the initial momentum of the colliding beams, is applied
to an event with the hypothesis ψ(3770)→ γπ+π−`+`−,
and χ2

4C < 36 (34) is required for e+e− (µ+µ−) mode.
If there is more than one photon, the combination with
the least χ2

4C is chosen. The J/ψ signal mass window of
3.086 < M(`+`−) < 3.120 GeV/c2, and the sidebands of
3.05 < M(`+`−) < 3.07 GeV/c2 and 3.13 < M(`+`−) <
3.15 GeV/c2, are further required.

In order to suppress the background contributions from
low momentum electrons mis-identified as pions, pion
candidates are identified using the dE/dx information
recorded in the MDC. A discriminator χπ± = (µm −
µexp)/σm is defined by combining the measured dE/dx
value (µm), the measurement uncertainty (σm) and the
expected value under a pion hypothesis (µexp). The con-
ditions χπ+ < 3.0 and χπ− <3.0 are applied to provide an
optimal balance between efficiency loss and background
rejection power. To further reject radiative Bhabha
(γe+e−) background associated with photon conversion,
the cosine of the opening angle of the π+π− candidates
in the laboratory frame is required to be less than 0.95
in J/ψ → e+e− mode. This requirement removes al-
most all the photon conversion background events with
an efficiency loss less than 1%. The remaining back-
ground events mainly come from e+e− → γISRψ(2S)
(with ψ(2S) → π+π−J/ψ), which has the same final
state as the signal mode. To suppress such background,
| cos θγ | is required to be less than 0.75, where θγ is the
polar angle of the radiative photon in the laboratory
frame.

IV. SIGNAL EXTRACTION

For the ψ(3770)→ γηη′ mode, Fig. 1(a) shows the two-
dimensional distribution of M(γπ+π−) versus M(ηη′)
from the data sample after imposing all the requirements
mentioned above, and Fig. 1(b) shows the ηη′ invariant
mass distributions from the data, inclusive MC and sig-
nal MC samples after further tagging an η′ candidate by
the criterion, |M(γπ+π−)−mη′ | < 0.009 GeV/c2. Only
one candidate event survives the selection between 3.70
and 3.75 GeV/c2, and no significant X(3700) signals are
observed in this channel.

A detailed study of the inclusive MC sample indicates
that there are only a few events survived and distributed
randomly in this mass region. We used a “cut and count”
method to extract the number of signal events for differ-
ent X(3700) masses. The signal events are selected with
both M(ηη′) and M(γπ+π−) within mass windows of
twice the mass resolutions (2σ) around their mean val-
ues. Here the mean values stand for the nominal masses
of X(3700) and η′. The mass resolutions are determined
from the simulation.
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Fig. 1. The two-dimensional distribution of M(γπ+π−) versus M(ηη′) from the data sample (a) and the distribution of M(ηη′)
after η′ selection from the data, inclusive MC, and signal MC samples (b). In (a), the red solid lines mark the signal region of
η′ and other colored dashed lines mark the nominal X(3700) mass with different mass assumptions (detailed information can
be found in Sec. II); in (b), the black dots with error bars represent the data sample, the green solid line represents the signal
MC sample with X(3700) mass of 3720 MeV/c2 , and other colored shaded histograms represent the inclusive MC samples.
The number of events in the inclusive MC sample is normalized according to the integrated luminosity of the data sample. The
maximum bin content is set to one for the signal MC sample.

For the ψ(3770) → γπ+π−J/ψ mode, the plots
in Fig. 2 show the π+π−J/ψ invariant mass distribu-
tions from the data and inclusive MC sample after im-
posing all the requirements mentioned above. Here
M(π+π−J/ψ) = M(π+π−`+`−) − M(`+`−) + mJ/ψ

is used to reduce the resolution effect of the lepton
pairs [44], and mJ/ψ is the nominal mass of the J/ψ
meson [13]. No significant X(3700) signals are observed
in this channel either. The surviving events are dom-
inated by backgrounds from e+e− → γISRψ(2S) (with
ψ(2S)→ π+π−J/ψ).

To extract the signal yields, we perform a simultaneous
unbinned maximum likelihood fit on the M(π+π−J/ψ)
distributions for both J/ψ → e+e− and J/ψ → µ+µ−

modes. In the simultaneous fit, the signal is described by
the line shape of the X(3700) from MC simulation, and
the background is described by a linear function. The fit
results are shown in Fig. 2. Since the mass of X(3700)
is not determined yet, various fits are performed under
different X(3700) mass assumptions, and no obvious the
X(3700)→ π+π−J/ψ signals are observed from the var-
ious fits.

Since there are no significant X(3700) signals, we set
the upper limit of the product branching fractions for
ψ(3770) → γX(3700), X(3700) → ηη′ and X(3700) →
π+π−J/ψ. For X(3700) → ηη′ and X(3700) →
π+π−J/ψ, we have not observed obvious X(3700) signals
from the ψ(3770) resonance data and continuum data, so
it is difficult to consider the contribution from the con-

tinuous process and the interference between the ψ(3770)
and the continuum amplitudes. We assume that all the
contribution is from ψ(3770) decay and the interference
between the ψ(3770) and the continuum amplitudes [45]
is ignored. The upper limit of the branching fraction of
ψ(3770)→ γηη′ including all possible intermediate states
is given at the 90% C.L.

The corresponding upper limits of the product branch-
ing fractions B(ψ(3770) → γX(3700)) · B(X(3700) →
ηη′) and B(ψ(3770) → γX(3700)) · B(X(3700) →
π+π−J/ψ) are calculated using

B(ψ(3770)→ γX(3700)) · B(X(3700)→ ηη′ (π+π−J/ψ))

<
Nup
ηη′ (π+π−J/ψ)

LσWηη′ (π+π−J/ψ)
,

(1)
where Nup

ηη′ (π+π−J/ψ) is the upper limit of the signal

yield at the 90% C.L., L is the integrated luminosi-
ty of the used data sample, σ = (7.15 ± 0.27 ± 0.27)
nb, is the observed cross section of e+e− → ψ(3770)
at 3.773 GeV [46, 47], Wηη′ = ε0B(η → γγ)B(η′ →
γπ+π−), Wπ+π−J/ψ = ε``0 B(J/ψ → `+`−). B(η → γγ),

B(η′ → γπ+π−), and B(J/ψ → `+`−) are taken from
the PDG [13]. ε0 and ε``0 are the detection efficien-
cies based on MC simulation for X(3700) → ηη′ and
X(3700)→ π+π−J/ψ modes, respectively.
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Fig. 2. The simultaneous unbinned maximum likelihood fit on the M(π+π−J/ψ) distributions for e+e− mode (left) and µ+µ−

mode (right). Black dots with error bars represent the data sample, and other colored shaded histograms represent the inclusive
MC sample. The solid lines with different color represent the total fit results for different masses of the X(3700). The number
of events in the inclusive MC sample is normalized according to the integrated luminosity of the data sample.

V. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY

The systematic uncertainties are classified into two cat-
egories: the multiplicative ones and the additive ones.
The multiplicative systematic uncertainties are listed in
Table II and discussed in detail below.

The sources of multiplicative systematic uncertainties
include the luminosity measurements, the cross section of
e+e− → ψ(3770), the data-MC differences of tracking ef-
ficiency and photon reconstruction efficiency, the branch-
ing fractions taken from the PDG [13], the kinematic fit,
the mass windows for η′, ηη′, and J/ψ candidates, the
requirement of cos θγ , and other selection criteria.

The integrated luminosity of the used data sample is
measured using large angle Bhabha scattering events,
with an uncertainty of 0.47% [28, 29]. The observed
cross section for e+e− → ψ(3770) is obtained by weight-
ing the two independent measurements of this cross sec-
tion [46, 47], with an uncertainty of 5.3%. The difference
in the tracking efficiencies between data and MC sim-
ulation is estimated to be 1% per track [48, 49]. The
uncertainty due to the photon reconstruction efficiency
is studied in Refs. [50–55] and it is determined to be 1%
per photon. The uncertainties from the branching frac-
tions of η → γγ, η′ → γπ+π− and J/ψ → `+`− are taken
from the PDG [13].

For the uncertainty caused by the kinematic fit to the
charged decay modes, we correct the track helix parame-
ters in the MC simulation so that the MC simulation can
better describe the momentum spectra of the data [56].
In this analysis, we use the efficiency after the helix cor-
rection for the nominal results. The difference in the MC
efficiencies before and after performing the correction is

taken as the systematic uncertainty.

The efficiencies of many selection criteria used in this
analysis are estimated with control samples and com-
pared with corresponding MC simulations. The efficiency
obtained from MC simulation is corrected according to
the data-MC difference in efficiencies obtained with the
control samples. The correction factor fv is defined as

fv = εvMC/ε
v
data, (2)

with

εvdata(MC) = Nv
data(MC)/M

v
data(MC), (3)

where the subscript “MC” represents MC simulation
and the subscript “data” represents the data sample,
Nv

data(MC) is the number of events in the signal region

of a selection criterion v, and Mv
data(MC) is the number

of events in the full range of v.

The uncertainty of εvdata(MC) is

σεv
data(MC)

=

√√√√εvdata(MC)(1− ε
v
data(MC))

Mv
data(MC)

, (4)

since the data and MC simulation are independent, so
the uncertainty of fv is

σ2
fv

fv2 =
σ2
εvdata

εvdata
2 +

σ2
εvMC

εvMC
2 . (5)

For fv ± σfv , we define ∆fv = |fv − 1|, where ∆fv

and σfv are the deviation of fv from 1 and the uncer-

tainty of fv, respectively. If |∆f
v

σfv
| ≤ 1.0, no correction
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will be applied (fvcor ≡ 1) and |∆fv|+ |σfv | will be taken

as the systematic uncertainty σf ; while if |∆f
v

σfv
| > 1.0,

the MC efficiency ε will be corrected as ε/fv, and σfv
will be taken as the systematic uncertainty. The system-
atic uncertainties due to the η′ and ηη′ mass windows
are estimated by the control sample of ψ(2S) → γχc0
(with χc0 → ηη′). The systematic uncertainties due to
the J/ψ mass window and the cos θγ requirement are esti-
mated by the control sample of e+e− → γISRψ(2S) (with
ψ(2S) → π+π−J/ψ). The fv and σf for the systemat-
ic uncertainties due to the η′, ηη′, J/ψ mass windows,
and the cos θγ requirement are shown in Table I, where
fvcor and σf are the final correction factor and systematic
uncertainty, respectively.

Table I. The fv ± σfv , fvcor and σf for the η′, ηη′, J/ψ mass
windows, and the cos θγ requirement. fv±σfv is the efficiency
correction factor. According to the definition in Sec. V, fvcor is
the final efficiency correction factor and σf is the systematic
uncertainty of fvcor.

Sources fv ± σfv fvcor σf
η′ mass window 1.0539± 0.0224 1.0539 0.0224
ηη′ mass window 1.0076± 0.0199 1.0000 0.0275

J/ψ mass window
e+e− 1.0039± 0.0025 1.0039 0.0025
µ+µ− 1.0056± 0.0021 1.0056 0.0021

cos θγ requirement
e+e− 1.0051± 0.0083 1.0000 0.0134
µ+µ− 1.0007± 0.0069 1.0000 0.0076

The efficiencies for other selection criteria, including
the opening angle requirement, the event start time de-
termination and the χπ+ , χπ− requirements, are higher
than 99%, and their total systematic uncertainties are
safely assigned to be 1.0% [44, 57].

Table II summarizes all the multiplicative systemat-
ic uncertainties of the two processes. The overall multi-
plicative systematic uncertainties are obtained by adding
all systematic uncertainties in quadrature assuming they
are independent.

The additive systematic uncertainties contain those
from the parametrization of the signal and background
shapes in fitting M(π+π−J/ψ) distributions in the de-
cay channel ψ(3770)→ γπ+π−J/ψ. The uncertainty due
to the signal shape is derived from the difference in the
mass resolutions between data and MC simulation. To
estimate this uncertainty, an alternative fit is performed
where the ψ(2S) signal from e+e− → γISRψ(2S) (with
ψ(2S) → π+π−J/ψ) is modeled with the MC shape of
the ψ(2S) convolved with a Gaussian resolution func-
tion. The parameters (mean m and standard devia-
tion σ) of the Gaussian function are determined to be
m = (−0.23 ± 0.03) MeV/c2, σ = (0.79 ± 0.05) MeV/c2

for J/ψ → e+e− and m = (−0.13 ± 0.02) MeV/c2,
σ = (0.80± 0.04) MeV/c2 for J/ψ → µ+µ−. The uncer-
tainty associated with the background shape is estimated
by changing from a first order Chebyshev function to a
second order one. Then the most conservative upper lim-
it from these alternative fits is chosen as the upper limit

with the additive systematic uncertainties.

Table II. The multiplicative systematic uncertainties (in units
of %) in the branching fraction measurements for ψ(3770)→
γX(3700)→ γηη′ and ψ(3770)→ γX(3700)→ γπ+π−J/ψ.

Sources
γηη′ γπ+π−J/ψ

ee µµ
Integrated luminosity 0.47 0.47 0.47

Total cross section of ψ(3770) 5.3 5.3 5.3
Tracking efficiency 2.0 4.0 4.0

Photon reconstruction 4.0 1.0 1.0
Kinematic fit 2.9 2.9 1.9

Branching fraction of J/ψ - 0.55 0.55
Branching fraction of η 0.51 - -
Branching fraction of η′ 1.4 - -
J/ψ mass window - 0.25 0.21
η′ mass window 2.2 - -
ηη′ mass window 2.8 - -

cos θγ requirement - 1.3 0.76
Other requirements - 1.0 1.0

Total 8.5 7.5 7.1

VI. UPPER LIMIT OF BRANCHING
FRACTION

Based on the Bayesian method [58], the upper limit of
the product branching fraction for ψ(3770)→ γX(3700),
X(3700) → ηη′ at the 90% C.L. is calculated with the
systematic uncertainty taken into account through the
distribution of M(ηη′) as shown in Fig. 1(b). To obtain
the upper limit of the product branching fraction, the
likelihood function is constructed to calculate the sig-
nal yield at the 90% C.L. assuming that the numbers
of observed events in signal region (Ns+b) and events
in sideband region (Nb) obey a Poisson distribution
(Pois(Ns+b;µ + b), and Pois(Nb; b)), and the efficien-

cy (ε) obeys a Gaussian distribution (Gaus(ε; ε0, δ
ηη′

ε )).
The µ is the expected signal yield in the signal region,
b is the expected background yield in the sideband re-
gion, ε0 is the efficiency obtained by MC simulation,
δηη
′

ε is the absolute multiplicative systematic uncertain-

ty for ψ(3770) → γηη′, δηη
′

ε = ε × δηη
′

sys , where δηη
′

sys is
the relative total multiplicative systematic uncertainty
for ψ(3770)→ γηη′.

Since there is almost no event left in the sideband re-
gion, we fix Nb and b to 0 in the likelihood function to get
a more conservative upper limit. The likelihood function
is defined as

L(µ) =

∫ 1

0

L′(
ε

ε0
µ)

1
√

2πδηη
′

ε

e
− (ε−ε0)2

2δ
ηη′
ε

2

dε,

L′(µ) =
µNs

Ns!
e−µ.

(6)

The signal yield (Nup
ηη′) at the 90% C.L. is determined
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as ∫ Nup

ηη′

0

L(µ)dµ = 0.9

∫ ∞
0

L(µ)dµ, (7)

and the upper limit of the product branching fraction
B(ψ(3770) → γX(3700)) · B(X(3700) → ηη′) is calcu-
lated using Eq. (1). The obtained results are shown in
Table III.

The simultaneous unbinned maximum likelihood fit
is performed on the M(π+π−J/ψ) distributions of
J/ψ → e+e− and J/ψ → µ+µ− modes for ψ(3770) →
γπ+π−J/ψ, and the likelihood distribution is obtained
by varying the signal yield in the fit. The normalized
likelihood distribution is smeared with a Gaussian func-
tion, whose mean is set as ε``0 , and the standard devia-

tion is δ
π+π−J/ψ
ε = ε × δπ

+π−J/ψ
sys , where δ

π+π−J/ψ
ε and

δ
π+π−J/ψ
sys are the absolute multiplicative systematic un-

certainty and the relative total multiplicative systematic
uncertainty for ψ(3770)→ γπ+π−J/ψ, respectively. The
likelihood function is defined as Eq. (6) and the signal
yield (Nup

π+π−J/ψ) at the 90% C.L. is determined using

Eq. (7). The upper limit of the product branching frac-
tion B(ψ(3770)→ γX(3700)) · B(X(3700)→ π+π−J/ψ)
is calculated using Eq. (1) and the obtained results are
shown in Table III.

)2c) (GeV/-π+πγM(
0.9 0.92 0.94 0.96 0.98 1

2 c
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 1

.0
 M

eV
/

0

2

4

6

data
total fit
signal
background

Fig. 3. The unbinned maximum likelihood fit on the
M(γπ+π−) distribution. Black dots with error bars repre-
sent data sample, red dashed line represent signal MC sample,
background contributions are described by the green dashed
line and blue solid line represents the total fit.

In addition, we also search for ψ(3770) → γηη′. The
unbinned maximum likelihood fit is performed on the
M(γπ+π−) distribution, which is shown in Fig. 3. Since
no obvious η′ signals are observed, the likelihood distri-
bution is obtained by varying the signal yield in the fit.
The normalized likelihood distribution is smeared with

a Gaussian function, and the likelihood function is de-
fined as Eq. (6). The systematic uncertainty is the same
as that of X(3700) → ηη′, except for excluding the sys-
tematic uncertainty due to the ηη′ mass window. The
signal yield (Nup

γηη′) at the 90% C.L. is determined using

Eq. (7). The upper limit of the branching fraction for
ψ(3770)→ γηη′ is calculated as

B(ψ(3770)→ γηη′) <

Nup
γηη′

Lσεγηη′0 B(η → γγ)B(η′ → γπ+π−)
,

(8)

where εγηη
′

0 is the efficiency obtained by MC simulation,
which is 11.47%. The upper limit of B(ψ(3770)→ γηη′)
is determined to be 2.7× 10−5 at the 90% C.L.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

Using 2.93 fb−1 of data taken at
√
s = 3.773 GeV

accumulated in the BESIII experiment, we search for a
scalar partner of the X(3872), denoted as X(3700), via
ψ(3770)→ γηη′ and ψ(3770)→ γπ+π−J/ψ for the first
time. Since no signal events are observed, the upper lim-
its of the product branching fraction for these two decay
channels are determined at the 90% C.L. and listed in
Table III. We also give the upper limit of the branching
fraction for ψ(3770) → γηη′ including all possible inter-
mediate states for the first time, which is 2.7× 10−5.

According to the theoretical prediction in Ref. [24]
that we have discussed in the introduction, the prod-
uct of the branching fraction B(ψ(3770) → γX(3700)) ·
B(X(3700) → ηη′) = 1.08 × 10−5. The upper limits for
this variable that we obtain are from 0.8 to 1.8 (×10−5),
for the X(3700) mass ranging from 3710 to 3740 MeV/c2.
The results are lower than the theoretical expectations
for most of the possible X(3700) masses, which disfavor
the theoretical prediction that ηη′ is the dominant chan-
nel for the X(3700) decay.

X(3700) → π+π−J/ψ has also been searched for, but
no significant X(3700) signals are found. The upper lim-
its of the product branching fraction are calculated to be
from 0.9 to 3.4 (×10−5) at the 90% C.L., for the X(3700)
mass ranging from 3710 to 3740 MeV/c2. As the spin
partner of the X(3872), the X(3700)→ π+π−J/ψ might
have large isospin violation similar to the X(3872) →
π+π−J/ψ [27]. This result can provide a constraint for
the theoretical calculation of X(3700) .
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The presence of dark matter (DM) is strongly supported by observations [1–3], but its nature
remains largely unknown. Dedicated experiments (e.g., Refs. [4–7]) have searched for DM di-
rectly, but no signal has yet been detected. Particle colliders are a complementary tool in this
effort. Several searches for minimal models of DM have been carried out at the CERN LHC,
such as those predicting weakly interacting massive particles [8–11]. Collider-based searches
for long-lived particles (LLPs) can probe a wider range of DM models [12–14] than previously
explored. These particles can travel macroscopic distances before decaying inside the detec-
tor, leaving unique signatures. Several theoretical mechanisms predict a suppressed phase
space for the production and decay of DM states [12], which would lead to long-lived DM phe-
nomenology at the LHC. Moreover, targeting LLPs has the considerable advantage of reducing
or even eliminating a large class of standard model (SM) backgrounds.

In this Letter, we present a novel search for DM production in LHC proton-proton (pp) col-
lisions that targets displaced-decay signatures. Specifically, we probe an inelastic DM (IDM)
model [15–17] that postulates the existence of at least two DM states accompanied by a dark
photon that kinetically mixes with the SM hypercharge [18]. In inelastic coupling scenarios,
the DM states cannot scatter elastically with other particles (e.g., nucleons) [15]. These models
predict an off-diagonal vector coupling between the DM states, such that both are produced
simultaneously. A small mass gap between the lighter and heavier DM states leads to a com-
pressed phase space and increased lifetime of the heavier state, thus producing LLP decay
signatures in the CMS detector. Such models can account for the observed thermal-relic abun-
dance [16], which is the density of dark matter energy left over from the early evolution of
the universe, while evading the increasingly stringent experimental constraints set by other
DM searches [4–7, 9, 10, 19, 20]. Previous studies [16, 21, 22] have placed bounds on the IDM
production cross section for lighter dark matter masses (<1 GeV) by reinterpreting existing re-
sults from previous experiments [23–26]. The work described here is the first dedicated collider
search for IDM, which provides new sensitivity to heavier DM masses (≈ 3− 80 GeV). This is
achieved via the use of a dedicated displaced muon reconstruction algorithm and optimized
event selection criteria, including isolation requirements. The signal selection efficiencies may
be as low as 10−4 for low DM masses and highly-displaced signal hypotheses, but the pre-
dicted IDM production cross sections can be as large as a few picobarns. Tabulated results are
provided in the HEPData record for this analysis [27].

The process of interest includes a dark photon A′ that is produced in the pp collision and recoils
from an initial-state radiation jet, which is needed for efficient triggering on the event. The A′

decays promptly to two DM states χ1 and χ2 with a near mass-degeneracy, as illustrated in
Fig. 1. The light state χ1 (with mass m1) is stable and not detected. The heavy state χ2 (with
mass m2) travels a measurable distance before decaying to another χ1 and a pair of SM particles
via an off-shell dark photon. The mass splitting between the two DM states ∆ ≡ m2 − m1 is
relatively small, between 10–40% of m1, resulting in decay products that are “soft” (transverse
momentum pT . 15 GeV) and have small angular separation. Here we focus on final states with
muons because of the powerful reconstruction and identification tools available for displaced
muons and the higher purity of the reconstruction compared to that of soft electrons. The
escaping χ1 particles are collimated with the soft muons and lead to sizeable ~pmiss

T , defined as
the projection onto the plane perpendicular to the beam axis of the negative vector momentum
sum of all reconstructed objects in an event. Its magnitude is referred to as pmiss

T .

The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal di-
ameter, providing a magnetic field of 3.8 T. The solenoid volume contains a silicon pixel and
strip tracker (extending in radius from 4 to 110 cm and covering the range of pseudorapidity
|η| < 2.4), a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter, and a brass-scintillator hadron
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Figure 1: Feynman diagram of IDM production and decay in pp collisions. The heavier DM
state χ2 can be long-lived, and decays to χ1 and to a muon pair via an off-shell dark photon A′.

calorimeter, each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections. Forward calorimeters ex-
tend the η coverage provided by the barrel and endcap detectors. Muons are detected in gas-
ionization detectors embedded in the steel flux-return yoke outside the solenoid, extending
radially from about 4 to 7 meters and covering the range |η| < 2.4. A more detailed description
of the CMS detector, together with a definition of the coordinate system used and the relevant
kinematic variables, can be found in Ref. [28]. A particle-flow (PF) algorithm [29] aims to re-
construct and identify each individual particle in an event, with an optimized combination of
information from the various elements of the CMS detector.

The analysis is carried out with data collected by the CMS Collaboration in 2016–2018 with a
total integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1. Simulated samples of signal and background events
are used to optimize the event selection. Signal samples with dimuon decays are generated
with MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO v.2.6.0 [30, 31] at leading order in quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) and injected into PYTHIA v8.226 [32] for fragmentation and parton shower modeling.
Motivated by Ref. [16] and other sources, we select parameters consisting of m1 in the range
3–80 GeV, mA′ = 3 m1, ∆ = {0.1, 0.4}m1, cτ in the range 1–1000 mm, and αD = {0.1, 0.4}. Here,
cτ is the proper decay length of χ2 and αD is the coupling strength of the U(1)D in the dark
sector. These five parameters fix the kinetic mixing coefficient ε, which controls the amount
of mixing between the dark photon and the SM hypercharge. The CUETP8M1 underlying
event tune [33] is applied to 2016 samples and the CP5 tune [34] to 2017–2018 samples. Two
parton distribution function sets are used: NNPDF3.0 [35] (2016) and NNPDF3.1 [36] (2017–
2018). Additional pp interactions in the same or adjacent bunch crossings (pileup) are also
simulated, with a frequency distribution matching that in data. Finally, the detector response
is simulated with GEANT4 [37] and identical reconstruction algorithms are applied to collision
and simulated samples.

The event selection exploits the unique features expected from IDM: large pmiss
T , at least one

energetic jet, and a pair of displaced muons collimated with ~pmiss
T . The trigger strategy re-

lies on pmiss
T as the muons are too soft to be used for trigger selection. Candidate events are

first selected with triggers with a minimum pmiss
T threshold of 120 GeV at the trigger level and

200 GeV in the offline selection, constructed excluding muons [38]. The leading jet in the event
is required to have pT > 80 GeV and |η| < 2.4. To accommodate additional initial-state emis-
sions, only one other jet, with pT > 30 GeV and |η| < 5.0, is allowed per event. Limiting the
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number of jets reduces the dominant background from events with jets produced through the
strong interaction, referred to as QCD events. To suppress top quark backgrounds, events are
vetoed if any jets are identified as originating from a bottom quark, based on the loose working
point of the DEEPCSV algorithm [39, 40]. The leading (subleading) jet must be azimuthally sep-
arated from ~pmiss

T by at least 1.50 (0.75) radians. These selections further suppress backgrounds
by ensuring that the DM system is well isolated in the event.

Muons are reconstructed with a specialized algorithm designed to remain efficient even for
large displacements of the muon-pair vertex of up to several meters from the luminous region.
This displaced standalone algorithm (DSA) uses only information from the muon system and
does not require muons to originate from the interaction point [41, 42]. In Fig. 2, the DSA recon-
struction efficiency for a representative signal sample is compared to that of the standard global
reconstruction algorithm [43], which requires both tracker and muon detector information. The
efficiency is calculated vs. the distance vxy in the transverse plane between the primary vertex
(defined as the vertex with the largest value of summed charged particle p2

T) and the muon-
pair vertex. The efficiency remains high even when the muon-pair vertex lies beyond the inner
radius of the muon detector planes.
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Figure 2: Simulated muon reconstruction efficiency of standard (blue squares) and displaced
(red circles) reconstruction algorithms as a function of transverse vertex displacement vxy. The
two dashed vertical gray lines denote the ends of the fiducial tracker and muon detector re-
gions, respectively.

The baseline muon selection requires at least two identified DSA muons. The identification
criteria comprise >12 hits across ≥2 different muon detector planes (and >18 hits if no hits are
found in the muon detector endcaps); track fit quality χ2/dof < 2.5; pT resolution σpT

/pT < 1;
pT > 5 GeV; and |η| < 2.4. The efficiency to identify such a DSA muon (about 90%) is mea-
sured with three different data samples providing complementary coverage of the kinematic
phase space: cosmic ray muons (as a proxy for displaced muons); muon pairs from Z bo-
son decays (high-pT); and muon pairs from J/ψ meson decays (low-pT). This efficiency is
compared to that of the corresponding simulated sample and the efficiency ratio is param-
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eterized as a function of muon pT, η, and transverse impact parameter dxy (defined as the
closest distance in the transverse plane between the track trajectory and the main vertex), and
applied as a correction to simulated events. A cosmic ray muon veto is implemented by dis-
carding events containing at least one pair of back-to-back DSA muons. At least one pair of
oppositely charged DSA muons must form a well-reconstructed vertex (using a Kalman fil-
tering algorithm [44]) as inferred from a vertex fit with quality χ2/dof < 4. The muon pair
with the smallest χ2 value is chosen. Finally, we require the muons to be collimated with
∆R ≡

√
(∆φ)2 + (∆η)2 < 0.9, and the dimuon pT to be azimuthally aligned with the pmiss

T in
the event, ∆φmiss

µµ ≡ |∆φ(~pmiss
T ,~pµµ

T )| < 0.5. These requirements remove more than 90% of the
electroweak SM backgrounds without incurring a significant loss of signal efficiency.

The DSA muons have higher reconstruction efficiencies but degraded momentum resolution
and impact parameter resolution compared to muons reconstructed with the standard algo-
rithm. This is due to the smaller lever arm and lack of tracker information. To recover some
of the performance at lower displacements, a match-and-replace procedure is implemented
whereby DSA muon system tracks that are found close to muons reconstructed with the PF
algorithm (PF muons) are replaced with the latter. The matching requirement is ∆R < 0.2 at
the location of the innermost muon spectrometer track hit. The vertex is then refitted and again
required to pass the χ2/dof < 4 threshold. We divide the signal region into three categories
(0–2) based on the number of PF-DSA matches found. Highly displaced signal events fall in
the 0-match category, since typically no PF muons are reconstructed, while signal events with
slightly displaced muons fall in the 1- or 2-match categories, like most SM backgrounds. This
categorization thus further enhances the search sensitivity for displaced signal models in the
0-match category.

Backgrounds passing the event selection consist mainly of three types: QCD events with gen-
uine or misidentified muons (dominant in all match categories); W+jets events where the W bo-
son decays to a muon and a muon-neutrino and a misidentified muon is selected (contributing
to the 1-match category); and Z+jets events where the Z boson decays to two neutrinos and two
misidentified muons are selected (contributing to the 0- and 1-match categories). Misidentified
muons may be associated with pileup interactions or the underlying event and therefore not
correlate with the hard scatter in the event, or they may arise from instrumental deficiencies.
No backgrounds from cosmic ray muons or other noncollisional contributions are expected
because of the highly selective event requirements and the use of pmiss

T triggers.

A modified matrix (“ABCD”) method is employed to estimate the backgrounds, relying on two
independent variables to discriminate between signal and background. The two-dimensional
plane formed by these variables is divided into four bins (A–D). Because the variables are
independent, all four bins can be described using only three parameters: a normalization rate
plus a vertical and a horizontal transfer coefficient. The final degree of freedom is then used to
fit the signal rate across all bins [45].

To maximize sensitivity, different variables are used in each match category. All three match
categories use the minimum dxy of the two muons, referred to as min-dxy. In the 1- and 2-match
categories, the second discriminating variable is the relative PF isolation Irel

PF of the min-dxy
muon, defined as the pT sum of all photons, charged and neutral hadrons found within a ∆R <
0.4 cone of a muon, divided by its pT. Unlike in QCD events, where muons originate from
parton fragmentation and hadronization processes, muons in IDM should be isolated. In the
0-match category, where no PF muons are identified, the second ABCD variable is ∆φmiss

µµ . The
assumption of independence between all variables is extensively checked. The simultaneous
fit accounts for the presence of signal in all ABCD bins, but a higher concentration is expected



5

for high min-dxy, low Irel
PF , and small ∆φmiss

µµ .

To validate the background estimation and to optimize the ABCD binning, a multijet valida-
tion region (VR) enriched with backgrounds and devoid of signal is defined by inverting the
requirement on the number of jets in the event, demanding at least three jets. Several sets of
ABCD bins are defined in the VR and the agreement between predicted and observed yields in
bin D is confirmed for each set. Therefore, no systematic uncertainties are applied to the back-
ground prediction in the analysis. The optimal ABCD binning (reported in Table 1 for each
match category) is determined by requiring enough background events across all bins of the
ABCD plane, which is needed for a reasonable background estimation.

Table 1: Definition of ABCD bins and yields in data, per match category. The predicted yield in
the bin with the smallest backgrounds (bin D) is extracted from the simultaneous four-bin fit
by assuming zero signal, which corresponds to (Obs. B×Obs. C)/(Obs. A) in this limit.

Bin
0-match 1-match 2-match

∆φmiss
µµ [rad] min-dxy [cm] Events Irel

PF min-dxy [cm] Events Irel
PF min-dxy [cm] Events

Obs. A 0–0.25 3–15 68 >0.25 0.02–0.75 716 >0.25 0.02–0.15 424
Obs. B 0.25–0.50 3–15 9 <0.25 0.02–0.75 33 <0.25 0.02–0.15 22
Obs. C 0–0.25 >15 9 >0.25 >0.75 12 >0.25 >0.15 10
Obs. D

0.25–0.50 >15
2

<0.25 >0.75
0

<0.25 >0.15
0

Pred. D 1.2± 0.6 0.5± 0.2 0.5± 0.2

The dominant signal uncertainties in the analysis are either statistical, arising from a low se-
lection efficiency for some signal hypotheses, or systematic due to imperfect knowledge of
efficiencies, energy corrections, and the integrated luminosity [46–48]. The total signal system-
atic uncertainties averaged over all years are approximately 20, 30, and 40% for the 0-, 1-, and
2-match categories, respectively (with a yearly breakdown shown in Table 2). These are ap-
plied uniformly to all signal hypotheses, unlike the statistical uncertainty, which depends on
the signal efficiency of each hypothesis.

The observed yields in data are used to perform a simultaneous fit to the four ABCD bins in
each match category, and the fit results are found to be consistent with the background-only
hypothesis, as illustrated in Table 1. Figure 3 shows the measured min-dxy distribution in the
2-match category, for the subset of events passing the isolation requirement (B and D bins). To

Table 2: Systematic uncertainties in the analysis, in percent. The jet uncertainties are larger in
2017 because of noise issues with the ECAL endcap. The tracking inefficiency in 2016 is caused
by the unexpected saturation of photodiode signals in the tracker.

Uncertainty 2016 2017 2018 Correlation
PF displaced ID 5 5 5 Total
PF prompt ID 3.2 2.8 3.0 Total
DSA displaced reco. 2 2 2 Total
DSA displaced ID 2 2 2 Total
DSA prompt ID 0.6 0.7 0.6 Total
b quark jet ID 0.5 0.5 0.5 Total
Electron & photon ID 0.5 0.5 0.5 Total
Trigger 1.5 1.5 1.5 Total
Jet energy resolution 1.0 9.0 2.5 None
Jet energy scale 2.0 6.0 2.0 Total
Luminosity 1.2 2.3 2.5 Partial
Tracking inefficiency 10 — — —



6

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4
 [cm]xydmin-

1−10

1

10

210

310

410

510

610

E
ve

nt
s 

/ b
in

2 muons matched

Data

Background

 = 100 mmτ = 10%, c1m/∆ = 50 GeV, 1m

 = 10 mmτ = 40%, c1m/∆ = 5 GeV, 1m

 = 1 mmτ = 10%, c1m/∆ = 60 GeV, 1m

 (13 TeV)-1138 fb

CMS

B D
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Overlaid with a red histogram is the background predicted from the region of the ABCD plane
failing the same requirement (the A and C bins), as well as three signal benchmark hypotheses
(as defined in the legends), assuming αD = αEM (the fine-structure constant). The red hatched
bands correspond to the background prediction uncertainty. The last bin includes the overflow.

derive the background prediction shown in Fig. 3, the observed distribution in bins A and C is
normalized to the sum of yields counted in bins B and D under the no-signal assumption.

We assess 95% confidence level (CL) limits on the product of the DM production cross sec-
tion and decay branching fraction σ(pp → A′ → χ2χ1)B(χ2 → χ1µ+µ−) using a modified
frequentist criterion CLs with the likelihood ratio test statistic [49, 50]. The upper limits are
shown in Fig. 4 as a function of the mass m1 of the lighter DM state and the interaction strength
y ≡ ε2 αD (m1/mA′)

4. This choice of parameterization allows the relevant variables to be scaled
with the thermal-relic abundance in a straightforward way, as explored in Ref. [16]. The exclu-
sion curves (in blue and magenta) depend more strongly on the choices of αD and of mA′ than
the cross section limits because of the resonant enhancement arising from the mixing between
the A′ and Z bosons when mA′ ≈ mZ . Results are shown for mA′ = 3 m1. Regions of parameter
space are excluded in both mass-splitting scenarios: for ∆ = 0.1 m1, values of y above ∼10−7–
10−6 and above∼10−8–10−7, depending on the choice of αD, are excluded at m1 = 3 and 80 GeV,
respectively. For ∆ = 0.4 m1, the sensitivity is weaker because of the smaller production cross
sections, which scale as 1/∆5 when all other parameters are fixed. Only the region near the
A′-Z resonance is excluded in this scenario.

In summary, a search has been presented for inelastically coupled dark matter (DM) with a
unique final-state signature including a soft, displaced muon pair collimated with the missing
transverse momentum vector. The analysis is performed using proton-proton collision data
produced by the LHC at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV and collected with the CMS experi-
ment in 2016–2018. The data sample corresponds to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1. Con-
trol samples in data are used to predict the background, and no significant excess is observed
over standard model expectations. Upper limits are set on the product of the DM production
cross section and decay branching fraction into muons as a function of DM mass m1 and in-
teraction strength. This is the first dedicated collider search for inelastic dark matter and it
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Figure 4: Two-dimensional observed limits on σ(pp → A′ → χ1χ2)B(χ2 → χ1µ+µ−), for
∆ = 0.1 m1 (left) and 0.4 m1 (right), as functions of the DM mass m1 and the interaction strength
y, with mA′ = 3 m1. Solid (dashed) curves denote the observed (expected) exclusion limits at
95% CL, with 68% CL uncertainty bands around the expectation. Regions above the curves are
excluded, depending on the αD hypothesis: αD = αEM (dark blue) or 0.1 (light magenta).

significantly expands the sensitivity to m1 above the GeV scale.
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E. Ranken , A. Raspereza , B. Ribeiro Lopes , J. Rübenach, A. Saggio , M. Scham27,23 ,
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We search for CP violation by measuring a T -odd asymmetry in the Cabibbo-suppressed D+ →
K+K0

Sπ
+π− decay, and in the Cabibbo-favored D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− and D+ → K+K−K0
Sπ

+

decays. We use 980 fb−1 of data collected by the Belle detector running at the KEKB asymmetric-
energy e+e− collider. The CP -violating T -odd parameter aT -odd

CP is measured to be aT -odd
CP (D+ →

K+K0
Sπ

+π−) = (0.34± 0.87± 0.32)%, aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π−) = (−0.46± 0.63± 0.38)%, and
aT -odd
CP (D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+) = (−3.34 ± 2.66 ± 0.35)%, where the first uncertainty is statistical

and the second is systematic. We also report the first observation of the Cabibbo-suppressed decay
D+

s → K+K−K0
Sπ

+. The branching fraction is measured relative to that of the analogous Cabibbo-
favored decay : B(D+

s → K+K−K0
Sπ

+)/B(D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π−) = (1.36± 0.15± 0.04)%.

In the Standard Model (SM), violation of charge-
conjugation and parity (CP ) symmetry in weak decays
is described by a quark-mixing phase in the Cabbibo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix [1, 2]. However, within this
theoretical framework, the magnitude of CP violation
observed so far [3–8] is too small to explain the large
baryon asymmetry in the present universe [9]. Thus, it
is important to search for new sources of CP violation.

CP violation in charm decays is predicted to be
especially small: 10−3 or less [10, 11]. Consequently,
observing CP violation in charm decays could indicate
new physics beyond the SM. The LHCb experiment
observed direct CP violation in Cabibbo-suppressed (CS)
D0 decays at the level of 0.2% [8]. While it is possible to

account for this within the SM [12, 13], new sources of
CP violation cannot be excluded.

Here we search for CP violation in two Cabibbo-
favored (CF) decays, D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+ [14] and

D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π− [hereafter referred to as D+(CF)

and D+
s (CF), respectively], and a CS decay, D+ →

K+K0
Sπ

+π− [hereafter referred to as D+(CS)]. We also
report the first observation of the CS decay D+

s →
K+K−K0

Sπ
+ [hereafter referred to as D+

s (CS)], and
we measure its branching fraction relative to its CF
counterpart D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π−.

We search for T violation and CP violation by
measuring a T -odd triple-product asymmetry as follows.
The method was introduced in Refs. [15–17] and
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subsequently applied to several four-body decays [18–23].
We construct the triple product

CT ≡ ~p1 · (~p2 × ~p3), (1)

where ~p1, ~p2, and ~p3 are the momenta of three of the
four daughters of a D+

(s) decay as measured in the rest

frame of the D+
(s). This quantity changes sign under time

reversal, i.e., it is T -odd. We subsequently define T -odd
asymmetries, AT and its CP -conjugate ĀT , as

AT =
Γ(CT > 0)− Γ(CT < 0)

Γ(CT > 0) + Γ(CT < 0)
, (2)

and

ĀT =
Γ(−CT > 0)− Γ(−CT < 0)

Γ(−CT > 0) + Γ(−CT < 0)
. (3)

Here, CT denotes the triple product for the charge-
conjugate decay, and the minus sign is included to
account for the parity transformation. The observables
AT and ĀT can be nonzero due to either T violation
or strong phases. The former would have opposite sign
for AT and ĀT , while the latter would have the same
sign [24]. Thus the difference

aT -odd
CP =

1

2
(AT − ĀT ) (4)

removes any effect from strong phases, and a non-zero
value would indicate T violation. As AT and ĀT are CP -
conjugate quantities, aT -odd

CP is manifestly CP -violating.
Previous measurements of the D+

(s) decays studied

here were made by the BABAR experiment, which
obtained aT -odd

CP [D+(CS)] = (1.20 ± 1.00 ± 0.46)% and
aT -odd
CP [D+

s (CF)] = (−1.36±0.77±0.34)% [22]. We report
measurements using a data sample almost twice as large
as that used by BABAR.

Our analysis uses data recorded by the Belle
experiment, which ran at the KEKB e+e− asymmetric-
energy collider [25, 26]. The Belle detector [27] is
a large-solid-angle magnetic spectrometer that consists
of a silicon vertex detector (SVD), a 50-layer central
drift chamber (CDC), an array of aerogel threshold
Cherenkov counters (ACC), a barrel-like arrangement
of time-of-flight scintillation counters (TOF), and
an electromagnetic calorimeter consisting of CsI(Tl)
crystals. All these detector components are located inside
a superconducting solenoid coil that provides a 1.5 T
magnetic field. An iron flux-return located outside of
the coil is instrumented with resistive plate chambers
to detect K0

L mesons and to identify muons. More
information about the detector is provided in Ref. [27].

The data were collected at or near the Υ(nS) (n =
1–5) resonances and correspond to a total integrated
luminosity of 980 fb−1. The majority of the data
(711 fb−1) were collected at the Υ(4S) resonance. We
use Monte Carlo (MC) simulation to study sources of

background, optimize selection criteria, and calculate
event selection efficiencies. We use evtgen [28] to
generate both signal decays and background processes,
and geant3 [29] to model the detector response.
Simulated D+

(s) → K+K0
Sh

+h− decays are required to

decay uniformly in phase space. Simulated generic D
and B decays include previously measured intermediate
resonances. To avoid bias, all selection criteria and
analysis procedures are finalized before examining signal
candidates in the data.

To improve track position resolution, all charged tracks
are required to have transverse momentum larger than
0.1 GeV/c and at least two associated hits in the SVD
in both beam and radial directions. Charged kaons and
pions are identified by the ratio of particle identification
(PID) likelihoods LK/(LK + Lπ), where LK and Lπ
are constructed using information from the CDC, TOF,
and ACC. Neutral K0

S candidates are reconstructed from
the decay chain K0

S → π+π−. Identification of the
K0
S candidates is performed using a neural network

algorithm [30] based on kinematic variables of the K0
S

candidate. The invariant mass of the K0
S candidates

is required to be within ±10 MeV/c2 of the nominal
value [31]; this corresponds to ±5.5σ in resolution.
For these candidates, a mass-constrained vertex fit is
performed.

The D+
(s) candidates are reconstructed from three

tracks and one K0
S candidate. A vertex fit is performed

to the D+
(s) candidates. After this fit, the D+

(s) candidates

must be consistent with originating from the interaction
point (IP). In particular, we require that the impact
parameter with respect to the IP be less than 4.0 cm
in the beam direction and less than 2.0 cm in the plane
perpendicular to the beam direction.

After this loose selection, two “peaking” backgrounds
that have the same final-state particles as the signal
decays are identified. The first is D+

s → K+K0
SK

0
S , in

which both K0
S daughters decay to π+π−. To suppress

this background, the invariant mass of the two charged
pions originating directly from the D+

s decay is required
to be outside the range ±3σ from the K0

S nominal
mass [31]. The second background is D∗+ → D0π+

followed by D0 → K+K0
Sπ

− or D0 → K+K−K0
S . To

suppress this background, we require that ∆M > 0.15
GeV/c2, where ∆M is defined as M(K+K0

Sπ
+π−) −

M(K+K0
Sπ

−) or M(K+K−K0
Sπ

+) − M(K+K−K0
S).

Here, M denotes the invariant mass of the listed particles.

To veto large combinatorial backgrounds, three
quantities are used: the scaled momentum xp, the
sum of kinematic vertex fit qualities Σ(χ2/ndf),
and the significance of the D meson decay length
LD/σL. The scaled momentum is defined as xp =

p∗c/
√

0.25 · E2
CM −M2c4, where p∗, ECM, and M are

the momentum of the D+
(s) candidate in the center-of-

mass frame, the total e+e− collision energy in the center-
of-mass frame, and the reconstructed invariant mass of
the D+

(s) candidate, respectively. The sum Σ(χ2/ndf)
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utilizes the goodness-of-fit χ2 statistic resulting from the
D+

(s) production vertex fit and decay vertex fit. The

significance of the D+
(s) decay length LD/σL is defined

as

~L = ~rdec − ~rprod, (5)

LD = ~L · ~p
|~p|
, (6)

σ2
L =

~LT · (Vdec + Vprod) · ~L
|~L|2

, (7)

where ~p is the momentum vector of the D+
(s), and ~rprod

and ~rdec are the position vectors for the production and
decay vertices, respectively, each with its corresponding
error matrices Vprod and Vdec. Signal events typically
have larger values of xp and LD/σL, and smaller values
of Σ(χ2/ndf), as compared to background events.

We optimize selection criteria by maximizing the signal
significance S/

√
S +B, where S and B are the numbers

of signal and background events, respectively, expected
in the signal region. We use MC for signal events and
a data sideband for background events. For S, we
scale the number of signal events from MC using the
known branching fraction [31]. The optimal values of
the selection criteria for three decay modes are in the
following ranges: Σ(χ2/ndf) < 5 – 9, LD/σL > 1.4 – 5.1,
and xp > 0.3 – 0.55. We account for correlations among
these criteria by optimizing all three simultaneously.

The invariant mass distributions of signal candidates
after applying all selection criteria are shown in Figs. 1–
3. For each channel, events are divided into four
subsamples, depending on the D charge and sign of CT
and CT values. The four signal yields are related to the
T -odd observable AT and CP -violating parameter aT -odd

CP
as follows:

N(CT > 0) =
N(D+

(s))

2
(1 +AT ), (8)

N(CT < 0) =
N(D+

(s))

2
(1−AT ), (9)

N(−CT > 0) =
N(D−

(s))

2
(1 +AT − 2aT -odd

CP ), (10)

N(−CT < 0) =
N(D−

(s))

2
(1−AT + 2aT -odd

CP ). (11)

We determine N(D+
(s)), N(D−

(s)), AT , and aT -odd
CP

by performing a binned maximum likelihood fit,
simultaneously to the invariant mass distributions of the
four subsamples. The signal component is described
by the superposition of two Gaussian functions with a
common mean value. The background component is
modeled with a straight line. We use a common signal
probability density function (PDF) and four independent
background PDFs for the subsamples. All parameters
of the PDFs are free to vary. The asymmetries AT and
aT -odd
CP are directly extracted from the fit. To validate our

TABLE I. Results of AT and aT -odd
CP measurements. The

uncertainties listed are statistical.

Mode AT (%) aT -odd
CP (%)

D+ → K+K0
Sπ

+π− (3.67± 1.23) (0.34± 0.87)
D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− (−8.31± 8.89) (−0.46± 0.63)
D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+ (−1.40± 4.23) (−3.34± 2.66)
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FIG. 1. Fit results for D+ → K+K0
Sπ

+π− candidates. Dots
with error bars show the data; red dashed lines show the
background component; blue dotted curves show the signal
component; and solid curves show the overall fit result. Pulls
are plotted below each mass distribution, with the ±3 level
denoted by horizontal lines.

method, we extract AT and aT -odd
CP from six independent

MC samples where no T -violation is expected. For all
MC samples, the extracted asymmetries are consistent
with zero.

Projections of the fit result are superimposed on the
data in Figs. 1–3. The normalized residuals (“pulls”)
are plotted below the distributions and are calculated
as (Ndata − Nfit)/σNdata

. Here Ndata, Nfit, and σNdata

are the yield, yield predicted by the fitted PDF, and the
error on the yield, respectively. The fitted results for AT
and aT -odd

CP are listed in Table I.

The main sources of systematic uncertainty are listed
in Table II and evaluated as follows. Possible bias
resulting from the choice of signal shape is checked by
fitting for aT -odd

CP using alternative shapes. For these
shapes we try a Gaussian function, the superposition of a
Gaussian function and an asymmetric Gaussian function,
and the superposition of two asymmetric Gaussian
functions. The largest deviation of aT -odd

CP from the
nominal result is taken as the systematic uncertainty.
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FIG. 2. Fit results for D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π− candidates. Dots

with error bars show the data; red dashed lines show the
background component; blue dotted curves show the signal
component; and solid curves show the overall fit result. Pulls
are plotted below each mass distribution, with the ±3 level
denoted by horizontal lines.

The systematic uncertainty from possible detector bias
is checked by measuring aT -odd

CP for control sample D+ →
K0
Sπ

+π+π−. This control sample is CF decay and
is expected to have aT -odd

CP value consistent with zero
with small statistical uncertainty. We obtain aT -odd

CP =
(−0.32 ± 0.27)% for D+ → K0

Sπ
+π+π−. We assign this

central values of aT -odd
CP as the systematic uncertainty due

to possible detector bias.
We also check for possible bias due to differences in

reconstruction efficiency between the four subsamples of
each mode. These uncertainties are evaluated by taking
the difference between generated and reconstructed
values of aT -odd

CP for the signal MC samples. The total
systematic uncertainties are evaluated as the sum in
quadrature of all individual contributions and are also
listed in Table II. The results for aT -odd

CP are listed in
Table III along with the corresponding signal yields.

TABLE II. Contributions to the absolute systematic
uncertainty for aT -odd

CP in units of % for each mode.

Sources D+(CS) D+
s (CF) D+(CF)

Fit model 0.01 0.02 0.12
Detector bias 0.32 0.32 0.32
Efficiency variation with CT , CT 0.03 0.20 0.06
Total 0.32 0.38 0.35

We also perform a search for the CS decay D+
s →

K+K−K0
Sπ

+. We suppress peaking background from
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FIG. 3. Fit results for D+ → K+K−K0
Sπ

+ candidates. Dots
with error bars show the data; red dashed lines show the
background component; blue dotted curves show the signal
component; and solid curves show the overall fit result. Pulls
are plotted below each mass distribution, with the ±3 level
denoted by horizontal lines.

TABLE III. Fitted signal yields and aT -odd
CP values. The first

uncertainties are statistical and the second are systematic.

Mode N(D+
(s)) aT -odd

CP (%)

D+ → K+K0
Sπ

+π− 18632± 214 (0.34± 0.87± 0.32)
D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− 70080± 676 (−0.46± 0.63± 0.38)
D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+ 1425± 44 (−3.34± 2.66± 0.35)

D∗+ → D0π+, D0 → K+K−K0
S by requiring ∆M >

0.15 GeV/c2. As done for the aT -odd
CP measurement, we

suppress backgrounds using the variables xp, Σ(χ2/ndf),
and the significance of theD meson decay length, LD/σL.
The selection criteria are chosen to maximize the ratio
S/
√
B, where S and B are the expected yields of signal

and background events in the signal region based on MC
simulation. To normalize the sensitivity of our search,
we use the fitted yield of CF D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− decays;
dividing the yield of D+

s → K+K−K0
Sπ

+ by this yield
and the ratio of efficiencies gives the ratio of branching
fractions.

The distribution of M(K+K−K0
Sπ

+) after applying
all selection criteria is shown in Fig. 4. A clear peak
at the mass of the D+

s [31] is observed. To obtain the
signal yield, we perform a maximum likelihood fit to
the M(K+K−K0

Sπ
+) distribution. A Gaussian function

and a straight line are used to describe the shapes of
the signal and combinatorial background, respectively.
The shape of residual D∗+ background is taken to be a
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FIG. 4. The M(K+K−K0
Sπ

+) distribution for signal
candidates with the fit result superimposed. Circles with
error bars show the data, and the solid contour shows the
overall fit result. In the top plot, the red dashed contour
shows the combinatorial background, and the green dotted
contour shows the D∗+ background. In the lower plot,
these background components have been subtracted. The
background component is subtracted in the lower histogram.

Gaussian, with the mean and width fixed to MC values.
The signal yield obtained is 645 ± 70. The statistical
significance of theD+

s (CS) signal is 9.3σ, calculated using

the difference in the log likelihoods
√
−2ln(L0/Lmax).

Here, Lmax and L0 are the likelihood values of the fit
to the M(K+K−K0

Sπ
+) spectrum with and without

including the signal PDF, respectively. In order to
estimate the signal significance including the additive
systematic uncertainties, fits using alternative PDFs for
signal and background are performed as discussed below.
The minimum value of signal significance we obtain is
9.2σ. To be conservative, we use this value as the signal
significance with systematic uncertainties included.

To take into account variation in reconstruction
efficiencies due to unknown intermediate resonances, we
correct the fitted signal yield for efficiency in bins of five-
dimensional (5D) phase space. We only use events in a
signal region defined as |M(K+K0

Sh
−π+) − m(D+

s )| <
10 MeV/c2. These bins consist of the invariant masses
of pairs of final-state particles. Such a method has
been used in other analyses of four-body decays of D
mesons [32]. The 5D phase space is divided into 243
bins (i.e., 3 × 3 × 3 × 3 × 3), which is well-matched to
the structure of the efficiency distribution obtained from
the signal MC sample. We calculate the corrected signal
yield N corr as

N corr =
∑
i

N tot
i −Nbkg · fbkg

i

εi
. (12)

Here, N tot
i and εi are the total number of events and

the reconstruction efficiency, respectively, for the ith
bin, and Nbkg is the overall number of background
events for all bins together. The fraction of background

events in bin i (fbkg
i ) and εi are obtained from MC

simulation. The uncertainties on each term in Eq. (12)
are propagated to obtain the overall uncertainty on
N corr. Only the PID requirement for a single charged
track is different between the final state particles of
the signal and normalization modes. To account for
a small difference in PID efficiency between data and
MC simulation, a correction for PID is included in the
efficiency calculation. The correction factor is obtained
from a D∗+ → D0π+, D0 → K−π+ control sample. To
account for the difference in the momentum spectra of
the daughter tracks between the analysis mode and the
control sample, the daughter tracks are divided into 384
bins according to the momentum and polar angle (32
momentum bins and 12 polar angle bins). We obtain the
efficiency-corrected signal yields as listed in Table IV, and
the relative branching fraction B[D+

s (CS)]/B[D+
s (CF)] =

(1.36± 0.15)%, where the uncertainty is statistical only.

TABLE IV. Fitted signal yields (N sig) and efficiency-
corrected signal yields (Ncorr) for D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− and
D+

s → K+K−K0
Sπ

+.

Decay mode N sig Ncorr(×102)
D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π− 70080± 676 10782± 104
D+

s → K+K−K0
Sπ

+ 645± 70 146± 15

The main sources of systematic uncertainty are listed
in Table V and evaluated as follows. Since the correction
for the difference in PID efficiencies between data and
MC is included in the calculation of the signal yield
correction, the uncertainty of the correction is evaluated.
We assign 1.6% as the systematic uncertainty for this
contribution.

The uncertainty from the efficiency correction method
is checked by using different binnings of the 5D phase
space. The largest deviation from the nominal value is
assigned as the uncertainty.

To check for any remaining bias due to possible
intermediate resonances, we generate MC samples
of signal decays proceeding through intermediate
resonances and re-calculate N corr using Eq. (12). The
largest deviation observed in the ratio of branching

TABLE V. Contributions to the fractional systematic
uncertainty for the ratio of branching fractions
B(D+

s (CS))/B(D+
s (CF)) in %.

Sources (%)
PID efficiency correction 1.6
Efficiency correction (binning) 0.7
Efficiency correction (intermediate resonances) 0.5
PDF model 1.8
Total 2.6
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fractions with respect to our nominal values is 0.5%, and
we assign this value as a systematic uncertainty.

Systematic uncertainties associated with the signal
PDF, combinatorial background PDF, and D∗0

background shape in D+
s (CS) are considered as follows.

(1) We try alternative signal shapes as in the aT -odd
CP

measurement. (2) The combinatorial background
PDF is replaced by a second-order polynomial. Using
the combination of the alternative shapes for signal
and background PDFs, we recalculate the ratio of
branching fractions. We assign the root-mean-square
value of the variation as the uncertainty. (3) The D∗0

background shape in D+
s (CS) is checked by varying

the fixed parameters. We refit the yield of D+
s (CS)

signal yields for 500 different sets of parameters. The
root-mean-square value of the variation is taken as the
systematic uncertainty. The uncertainties obtained from
(1), (2), and (3) are summed in quadrature and assigned
as the systematic uncertainty due to the PDF modeling.
The total systematic uncertainty is calculated as the
sum in quadrature of the uncertainties from all sources,
as listed in Table V.

In summary, using 980 fb−1 of data collected with
the Belle detector, we measure the CP - and T -violating
parameter aT -odd

CP for the decays D+ → K+K0
Sπ

+π−,
D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π−, and D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+. The

results are

aT -odd
CP (D+ → K+K0

Sπ
+π−) = (0.34± 0.87± 0.32)%

aT -odd
CP (D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π−) = (−0.46± 0.63± 0.38)%

aT -odd
CP (D+ → K+K−K0

Sπ
+) = (−3.34± 2.66± 0.35)%,

where the first and second uncertainties are statistical
and systematic, respectively. The results are the most
precise to date and are consistent with no CP violation
in these modes.

We also report the first observation of the CS decay
D+
s → K+K−K0

Sπ
+ with a signal significance of 9.2σ.

The branching fraction for D+
s → K+K−K0

Sπ
+ relative

to that for the CF decay D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π− is measured

to be

B(D+
s → K+K−K0

Sπ
+)

B(D+
s → K+K0

Sπ
+π−)

= (1.36± 0.15± 0.04)%,

where the first and second uncertainties are statistical
and systematic, respectively. Inserting the world average
value for the branching fraction of the normalization
mode, B(D+

s → K+K0
Sπ

+π−) = (0.95 ± 0.08)% [31],
we obtain

B(D+
s → K+K−K0

Sπ
+) =

(1.29± 0.14± 0.04± 0.11)× 10−4,

where the the third uncertainty is due to uncertainty in
the branching fraction of the normalization mode.
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Staple-shaped Wilson line operators are necessary for the study of transverse momentum-
dependent parton distribution functions (TMDPDFs) in lattice QCD and beyond. In this work,
we study the renormalization of such operators in the general case of an asymmetric staple. We
analyze the mixing pattern of these operators using their symmetry properties, where we find that
the possible mixing is restricted within groups of four operators. We then present numerical results
using the regularization independent scheme, RI/MOM, to study the importance of mixing using
one operator in particular, the γ0 operator. Based on these results, we consider the short distance
ratio (SDR) scheme, which is desirable in the absence of mixing. Finally, we investigate a variant
of the RI/MOM scheme, where the renormalization factors are computed at short distances.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Collinear parton distribution functions (PDFs) probe the hadron structure from the perspective of the spin and
longitudinal momentum distributions of the quarks and gluons that make up the hadron. The vast amount of work
to determine these distributions over the last five decades, both theoretically and experimentally, has enormously
expanded our view of the hadron structure, the proton in particular [1]. And yet, these developments are mostly
limited to probing the one-dimensional structure of the proton. In order to have a wider understanding of the proton
structure, we also need to understand how the momentum and the spin are distributed in the transverse plane. For
that, we need to measure and compute the generalized parton distributions and the transverse-momentum-dependent
PDFs (TMDPDFs), the latter being the main focus of this present work. Although there has been an effort to obtain
TMDPDFs from phenomenological fits to experimental data [2–7], their accuracy is still far from being at the same
level as the collinear PDFs. This status will change in the coming years with new data coming from Jefferson Lab [8]
and from the future Electron-Ion-Collider to be built at Brookhaven National Lab [9]. It is, thus, of great importance
to extract TMDPDFs from first principles calculations, namely, lattice QCD.

In the last 10 years, there has been an enormous advance in computing the collinear PDFs using lattice QCD [10–18].
By comparison, the computation of TMDPDFs is still in its infancy [19–22], although progress has been made in the
computation of key elements required to build the TMDPDFS, like the soft functions [23, 24] and the Collins-Soper
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kernel [25–27]. Such computations have been restricted to ratios of TMDPDFs [28–31], and only recently, a first full
lattice QCD calculation of the TMDPDFs themselves has been presented [32]. One fundamental difficulty in these
calculations is to have control over the renormalization procedure, which is more involved than in the case of collinear
PDFs. In particular, the staple-shaped gauge link that enters in the evaluation of TMDPDFs has three types of
divergences: i) linear divergence coming from the Wilson line, which connects the quark fields and which depends on
the length of the staple-shaped link; ii) logarithmic divergences coming form the endpoints of the staple link, similarly
to the case of straight gauge links; and iii) logarithmic divergences coming from the presence of cusps in the staple.
In addition, in the limit of infinite-length staple, L, (which is the case of interest), pinch-pole singularities arise as
positive powers of L, coming from the gluon exchange between the transverse segments of the staple. Moreover, as in
the case of straight gauge links, staple-shaped operators of different Dirac structures can and will mix on the lattice
among certain groups (when chiral symmetry is broken), as dictated by discrete symmetries. However, in this case,
the mixing pattern of the operators employed in lattice regularization can be significantly more involved than in the
case of the straight Wilson line.

A first study within lattice perturbation theory to one-loop for the case of the symmetric staple [33] showed mixing
between certain pairs of Dirac structures. The mixing depended solely on the direction of the staple link entering
the end points of the staple regardless of the shape of the staple. This implies that the same mixing pattern occurs
also for asymmetric staple shapes. In Ref. [34], the mixing pattern of these staple-shaped operators1 has been
studied using symmetry considerations. It was found that more mixing is present than observed in Ref. [33]. This
demonstrates that one-loop perturbation theory cannot fully reveal the mixing of the staple operators, unlike the
case of straight Wilson-line operators [35], and a higher-loop computation is needed to confirm the additional mixing
patterns found by symmetry arguments. The authors of Refs. [23, 27, 36] examined 16 independent projectors in the
RI-type prescription for each Dirac structure. While Ref. [27] identified several finite contributions in the asymmetric
staple-shaped operator, Ref. [23, 36] found negligible contributions, at least at small transverse separations, by setting
specific momentum components to be zero. However, we emphasize that this does not imply nonzero mixing, as
these finite contributions may appear in the Green’s functions defined in the continuum and, thus, vanish in the
renormalization prescription that requires the difference between lattice and continuum expressions. Additional finite
contributions can also arise due to mixing with higher dimensional operators of different Dirac structures which
vanish in the continuum limit. Moreover, these contributions are of higher twist and are disregarded in the present
calculation. In this work, we use symmetry arguments to restrict the set of operators that are allowed to mix.

The common conclusion of these studies is that there are remaining non-perturbative divergences in the RI/MOM
scheme that make it hard to renormalize at large transverse separations. An alternative approach that one can adopt
is the so-called ratio scheme as proposed for the quasi-PDF case [11, 37, 38]. In this approach, one subtracts the Ultra-
Violet (UV) divergences by taking the ratio with a suitable object at a fixed short distance, where perturbation theory
applies. Many choices of suitable objects for the ratio have been proposed in Ref. [39]. The authors of Refs. [32, 36]
choose the same matrix element but at zero longitudinal momentum for taking the ratio and name this scheme as
short distance ratio (SDR). As for the remaining divergences associated with the asymmetric staple-shaped link, one
can cancel them by taking an appropriate ratio with the vacuum expectation value of a rectangular Wilson loop [40].
However, we would like to stress that the SDR scheme is valid when operator mixing is absent or negligible. We check
that in the case under study the mixing is indeed negligible and thus, one can employ the ratio scheme. Another
option, as proposed in Ref. [34], is to employ RI/MOM in the spirit of the SDR scheme by fixing the dimensions of
the staple at a short perturbative range (we will call this scheme RI-short).

The paper is organized as follows. Section II discusses how TMDs can be accessed on a Euclidean lattice using
the quasi-distribution approach. In Section III, we study operator mixing using symmetry arguments. Section IV
presents our lattice setup. The size of the mixing is examined in Section V. In Sections V A, V B and V C we employ
RI/MOM, SDR and RI-short schemes, respectively, by following the procedures described in Ref. [32, 34, 36]. In
Section VI, we present the renormalized beam functions in the three renormalization schemes discussed here, and
then show the corresponding results in the MS scheme. The conclusions are presented in Section VII.

II. QUASI-TMDPDFS

A first-principle computation of TMDPDFs in the context of LaMET is more involved than collinear PDFs. The main
obstacle is to correctly subtract the so-called rapidity divergences, which are associated with the soft gluon radiation

1 For conciseness, we will refer to staple-shaped Wilson quark bilinear operators as staple-shaped operators.
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of the infinitely long Wilson lines present in the staple-shaped operator. This subtraction is made through the use
of a soft function [41, 42]. Different ways how to perform this subtraction in the context of LaMET can be found
in Ref. [43]. In general, the TMD soft function involves two opposite light-like directions, and this makes a lattice
calculation significantly challenging. In Refs. [21, 40], the authors define a rapidity-independent reduced soft function
Sr and show that it can be extracted from a form factor and the quasi-TMD wave function of a light meson. Using
Sr, the rapidity scheme-independent TMDPDF fTMD(x, b, µ, ζ) can be written as [15, 40]

fTMD(x, b, µ, ζ) = H

(
ζz
µ2

)
e− ln ( ζzζ )K(b,µ)f̃(x, b, µ, ζz)S

1
2
r (b, µ) + . . . (1)

where f̃(x, b, µ, ζz) is the so-called quasi-TMDPDF, x is the longitudinal momentum fraction, b the transverse separa-
tion. The scale µ defines the renormalization scale and ζz = (2xP z)2 is the Collins-Soper scale of the quasi-TMDPDF,

with ζ being the scale for the light-cone correlation. The factor H
(
ζz
µ2

)
is the perturbative matching kernel that

perturbatively connects the TMDPDFs to the quasi-TMDPDFs, and K(b, µ) is the Collins-Soper kernel. The renor-
malization scheme in Eq. (1) is left unspecified; usually, it is computed in the MS scheme. The quasi-TMDPDF on
the lattice is defined as [20, 43]

f̃(x, b, µ, ζz) = lim
L→∞

∫
dz

2π
e−izζz

P z

EP
B(z, b, L, P z, µ). (2)

Here, B(z, b, P z) is known as the quasi-beam function, and it is defined in terms of a bare matrix element with a
non-local quark bilinear operator as

B0,Γ(z, b, L, P z) = 〈N(P z)|OΓ(z, b, L)|N(P z)〉 (3)

= 〈N(P z)|ψ̄(b+ z)ΓW(b+ z;L)ψ(0)|N(P z)〉, (4)

where N(P z) is a nucleon state with momentum boost of (0, 0, P z) and ψ(x) is the standard up and down quark
doublet. For the unpolarized TMDPDF, Γ can be either γ0 or γ3 or in general a combination of the two. In this
work, we show results for Γ = γ0, since we observe a better signal for this operator compared to Γ = γ3. γ0 was also
used for the quasi-PDF case, strongly due to this operator being free from any mixing, while γ3 mixed with 1. In
the case of the staple, however, no such advantage exists, as will be shown in Section III. In general, the asymmetric
staple-shaped Wilson, W(b+ z;L), is given by:

W(b+ z;L) = Wz(~x;L)W⊥(~x+ Lẑ; b)Wz(~x+ Lẑ + bŷ;−L+ z) ,

Wz(~x;L) = P exp

[
−ig

∫ L

0

dλẑ ·A(~x+ ẑλ)

]
.

(5)

with L the length of the symmetric part, and x an arbitrary point, while Wz defines a Wilson line along the boost
direction and W⊥ defines one along the transverse direction. The shape of the asymmetric staple is shown in Fig. 1.

~x
~x+ Lẑ

~x+ Lẑ + bŷ
~x+ bŷ + zẑ

FIG. 1: The shape of the asymmetric staple defined in the operator of the quasi-beam function

III. OPERATOR MIXING THROUGH SYMMETRY

In order to use symmetry arguments to determine which operators mix, we first organize the staple-shaped operator
using all possible ways to connect the fermion fields. We show in Fig. 2 two of the possible ways to connect the quark
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and antiquark fields with coordinates (ŷ, ẑ). In this notation, b is always in the ŷ direction, while L and z are in the ẑ
direction. We define the operator shown on the left of Fig. 2 as O++(Γ), where the two plus signs define the positive
direction of the Wilson line along transverse (ŷ) and longitudinal (ẑ) axes. Under this notation, the operator shown
on the right of Fig. 2 is O+−(Γ). We have two other possibilities, O−+(Γ) and O−−(Γ), along with the corresponding
charge-conjugated operators, leading to a total of eight operators. The charge conjugated operators OC are given by
the same geometry as that of the original staple, only with the path going in the opposite direction. Thus, O++

C (Γ)
is also given by the left staple of Fig. 2, only the arrows are in the opposite direction, and similarly for the remaining
three operators. In the case of the symmetric staple (z = 0), the charge-conjugated operators are redundant.

q(0, 0)

(0, L+ z) (b, L+ z)

q(b, z)

q(0, 0)

(0,−L− z) (b,−L− z)

q(b,−z)

FIG. 2: The shape of the asymmetric staple defined in the operator of the quasi-beam function

We analyze the symmetry properties using generalized parity and time reversal with discrete flavor rotation, and
charge conjugation for the fermion fields in the twisted mass basis, χ(xα,x), and the gauge link, U(xα,x;α), in some
direction α. The generalized parity in the α-direction combined with discrete flavor rotation [44] is then given by

P1,2
Fα :


U(xα,x;α)→ U(xα,−x;α),

U(xα,x;β 6= α)→ U−1(xα,−x− aβ̂;β),

χ(xα,x)→ iγατ1,2χl(xα,−x),

χ̄(xα,x)→ −iχ̄(xα,−x)τ1,2γα,

(6)

where the ”standard” parity is the one with α = 0, and the 3-vector x is what remains from the 4-vector x after
removing xα. τ1,2 are the Pauli spin matrices in flavor space. Similarly, the generalized time reversal combined with
discrete flavor rotation is given by

T 1,2
Fα :


U(xα,x;α)→ U−1(−xα − a,x;α),

U(xα,x;β 6= α)→ U(−xα,x;β),

χ(xα,x→ iγαγ5τ1,2χl(−xα,x),

χ̄(xα,x)→ −iχ̄(−xα,x)τ1,2γ5γα.

(7)

Finally, the charge conjugation transformation is given by

C :


U(x)→ (U†(x))T ,

χ(x)→ C−1χ̄(x)T ,

χ̄(x)→ −χ(x)TC.

(8)

To study the symmetry properties, we need to consider all eight different staple-shaped operators. To summarize the
effect of the transformations, we use the notation (ijkl)c. Here i, j, k, l denote the signs of O++, O−−, O+−, O−+ and
c = ± denotes the sign of the charge conjugated operators (c = + if it stays the same, c = − if it is opposite). The
relevant combinations that have definite symmetry properties are:

(+ + ++)c ≡ (−−−−)c,

(+−+−)c ≡ (−+−+)c,

(+ +−−)c ≡ (−−++)c,

(+−−+)c ≡ (−+ +−)c.
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As an example, we look at the symmetry properties of γ0 and γ0γ3 given in Tables I and II, respectively. The Dirac
structure Γ

′
is the transformation applied to the insertion Dirac structure Γ, and we restrict ourselves here to the

flavor non-singlet case, τ3. The combination of operators that mix are:

(+ + ++)c with (+−−+)c,

(+−+−)c with (+ +−−)c,

(+ +−−)c with (+−+−)c,

(+−−+)c with (+ + ++)c.

Although we show the resulting mixing pattern only for the γ0 and γ0γ3 cases, this mixing holds true for all pairs
(Γ,Γγ3). The symmetry properties for all Γ’s are summarized in Table IV in Appendix A. Based on this, we conclude
that the possible mixing is between Γ and {Γγ2,Γγ3,Γγ2γ3}. Since, in this work, we only consider Γ = γ0, the relevant
mixing for us is between γ0 and {γ0γ2, γ0γ3, γ5γ1}.
We point out that different mixing patterns have been considered in recent studies of other groups, including mixing
among all 16 operators of different Dirac structures [27], or at least mixing in pairs (Γ,Γγ3) [34]. In our work, we
choose to consider the minimal set of staple-shaped operators (of the same dimension) that are allowed to mix by the
above-mentioned C, P, and T symmetries. We have not considered mixing with higher-dimensional operators allowed
by Lorentz symmetry (see, e.g., Ref. [45] for the straight Wilson-line case), since it is power suppressed and not
relevant when one takes the continuum limit a→ 0. This can explain the nonzero (but small) mixings among certain
Dirac structures observed in Ref. [27]. Also, in contrast to Ref. [34], in our analysis, the staple line has been chosen
to be in a 2-dimensional (D), and not 3D, plane in Euclidean space formed by the transverse (ŷ) and longitudinal (ẑ)
directions. In this respect, we end up with a basis of 8 (instead of 16) operators, which are eigenstates of C, P and
T transformations. We also note that calculations in one-loop lattice perturbation theory [33] show a smaller mixing
pattern compared to the symmetries; however, this cannot guarantee a reduced mixing in higher loops.

Γ′
(+ + ++)c
(−−−−)c

(+−+−)c
(−+−+)c

(+ +−−)c
(−−++)c

(+−−+)c
(−+ +−)c

P1,2
F0 γ0 - + - +

P1,2
F1 −γ0 + - + -

P1,2
F2 −γ0 + + - -

P1,2
F3 −γ0 + - - +

T 1,2
F0 −γ0 + + + +

T 1,2
F1 γ0 - - - -

T 1,2
F2 γ0 - + + -

T 1,2
F3 γ0 - - + +

C γ0 c c c c

TABLE I: Symmetry properties of γ0.

IV. LATTICE SETUP

For the lattice simulation, we use an Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 clover-improved twisted mass fermion ensemble of size 243 × 48,
produced by the Extended Twisted Mass Collaboration (ETMC) [46]. Our study is done using Nconf configurations
with Nsrc source positions for each configuration. To increase statistics, the boost is taken in all three directions, and
both positive and negative. For each such direction of boost, the staple is then constructed in both the remaining
transverse directions. This gives us 12 measurements (6 boost directions × 2 transverse directions) for each source
position. The details of the lattice simulation are summarized in Table III.
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Γ′
(+ + ++)c
(−−−−)c

(+−+−)c
(−+−+)c

(+ +−−)c
(−−++)c

(+−−+)c
(−+ +−)c

P1,2
F0 −γ0γ3 + - + -

P1,2
F1 γ0γ3 - + - +

P1,2
F2 γ0γ3 - - + +

P1,2
F3 −γ0γ3 + - - +

T 1,2
F0 −γ0γ3 + + + +

T 1,2
F1 γ0γ3 - - - -

T 1,2
F2 γ0γ3 - + + -

T 1,2
F3 −γ0γ3 + + - -

C −γ0γ3 c c c c

TABLE II: Symmetry properties of γ0γ3.

Lattice size a [fm] aµl mπ [MeV] Nconf Nsrc Nmeas

243 × 48 0.093 0.00530 350 100 8 9600

TABLE III: We give the parameters of the lattice ensemble and measurements used in the calculation. a is the
lattice spacing, µl is the bare twisted light quark mass, mπ the pion mass, Nconf the number of configurations, Nsrc

the number of source positions and Nmeas the total number of measurements.

The bare matrix element for the quasi-beam function is calculated through a ratio of a 3-point to a 2-point function,

BΓ(z, b, L, P z) =
〈C3pt

Γ (z, b, L, P z; ts, τ)〉
〈C2pt(P z; ts)〉

=
P
∑

x e
−iP·x〈0|N(x, ts)OΓ(z, b, L; τ)N̄(0, 0)|0〉
P
∑

x e
−iP·x〈0|N(x, ts)N̄(0, 0)|0〉

,

(9)

where τ is the insertion time of the operator OΓ and ts defines the source-sink time separation. P is the parity
projector. In this work, we show results for a single source-sink separation of ts = 10a and a longitudinal momentum
of P z = 6π/24a ∼ 1.7 GeV.
The 3-point function is constructed for the isovector combination u− d, by inserting a τ3 in flavor space. This choice
ensures the elimination of the disconnected contributions and only connected diagrams need to be calculated.
Momentum smearing [47] is applied to improve the signal for large boosts. It is observed that applying stout smearing
to the gauge links used in construction of the staple also reduces the statistical errors. Here, we have applied 5 steps
of stout smearing to the staple-shaped Wilson line.
In Fig. 3 we show the bare matrix elements as a function of z at a fixed b/a = 1 for different values of L. We notice
that the real part of the matrix elements are symmetric in the simultaneous change z → −z, b → −b, while the
imaginary part is anti-symmetric, for fixed P z. For P z > 0, we use the operator O++ for z > 0, and the operator
O−−c for z < 0. Using these properties, we symmetrize our results between positive and negative values of z. Our
results show a clear divergence in L, as expected [15]. In Fig. 4 we show the dependence of the bare beam function
on b. As expected [15], it decays exponentially with b.

V. NON-PERTURBATIVE RENORMALIZATION

As in the case of the straight Wilson line, there are logarithmic and linear divergences associated with the length z
of the staple-shaped link. However, here there are two extra divergences: one, which is associated with the cusps
of the staple, and one associated with the gluon exchange between the gauge links of length L → ∞, the so-called
pinch-pole singularities. On the other hand, the finite transverse separation b mitigates possible discretization effects
associated with small z separation, mainly in the nonperturbative region (large b), which is the main interest of a
lattice calculation. In the following, we will analyze three different ways to carry out the renormalization, namely
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FIG. 4: Dependence of the bare matrix element on the transverse separation b for L/a = 10 and z/a = 2.

the RI/MOM scheme, the short distance ratio scheme, and a modified version of the RI/MOM scheme, where the
renormalization constants are computed at short distances.

A. RI/MOM

The RI/MOM scheme [48] was first adapted for non-local operators employed in the quasi-distribution approach in
Refs. [35, 49]. The RI/MOM renormalization constants ZRIO are defined by the condition

ZRI
O (z, b, L, µ0; 1/a)

ZRI
q (µ0; 1/a)

1

12
Tr

[
ΛΓ

0 (z, b, L, p; 1/a)Γ
′

eipzz+ip⊥b

] ∣∣∣∣∣
p2=µ2

0

=1 , (10)

where ΛΓ
0 is defined in terms of the amputated Green’s function

ΛΓ
0 (z, b, L, p; 1/a) = S−1

q GΓ(z, b, L, p; 1/a)S−1
q , (11)



8

with Sq the off-shell quark propagator. The Green’s function is calculated as

GΓ(z, b, p, L; 1/a) = 〈q(p)|OΓ(z, b, p, L; 1/a)|q(p)〉 . (12)

Because GΓ, and thus ΛΓ, have the same divergences as B0,Γ, all the divergences, in principle, cancel in the renor-
malization procedure. ZRI

q is the quark wave function renormalization defined as

ZRI
q (µ0; 1/a) =

1

12
Tr
[
(Sq(p; 1/a))−1 SBorn

q (p)
] ∣∣∣∣∣
p2=µ2

0

, (13)

and the corresponding renormalized beam function is then

BRI
Γ (z, b, µ0, P

z) =
∑
Γ′

[
ZRI
O (z, b, µ0; 1/a)

]
ΓΓ′ B0,Γ′ (z, b, P z; 1/a) . (14)

The case of interest in this work is Γ = γ0, computed using the lattice ensemble of Table III. As pointed out in Section
III, γ0 mixes with γ0γ2, γ0γ3, and γ5γ1. The renormalization factors for the diagonal and off-diagonal cases are shown
in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively. As can be seen, the contributions from the off-diagonal mixing terms are . 4% of the
diagonal contribution for all z when b = 1a, 2a.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

−
20

−
10

0
10

20
30

40
50

z a

Z
γ 0

γ 0
R

I

Re(Z)
Im(Z)

b/a = 1
b/a = 2

FIG. 5: Divergence of the RI/MOM renormalization factor as a function of z for b/a = 1, 2 and at fixed L/a = 10.

It is interesting to examine how the relative size of the off-diagonal to the diagonal renormalization factors changes
as b increases, as the primary focus of lattice computation of TMDPDFs is the the non-perturbative region in the
transverse separation b. We show in Fig. 7 the renormalization factors as a function of b for the diagonal and off-
diagonal contributions. We see a contribution of . 7−8% up to b = 6a for the off-diagonal terms. Although their size
shows a possible tendency of growth with increasing b, this growth seems to be only moderate. We notice that the
authors of Ref. [27] considered the entire set of Dirac structures for the operator mixing, and observe similar results
to ours, where only the relevant operators allowed by symmetry were used. The contribution from γ5γ1 is much larger
than that of γ0γ2 and γ0γ3, and there is a steady increase going to larger b values. The magnitude of mixing for
these operators found in Ref. [27] is also comparable to our findings. However, considering the dominant diagonal
renormalization factors, it seems that there are remaining divergences related to large valus of z and b, as also observed
in Ref. [36]. Combined with the fact that the bare matrix element decays exponentially with b [15], it is significantly
hard to renormalize for large transverse separations using this scheme. However, in the small b region where we can
extract information using RI/MOM, it can be confirmed that the mixing is negligible. As an example, we show in
Fig. 8 the renormalized beam function for the b = 1a case, with circles denoting the RI/MOM procedure using the
full mixing matrix and with the triangles denoting the case of only taking into account the diagonal contribution.
Considering that including the mixing has a negligible effect, one can safely ignore operator mixing for these values
of b.
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1 2 3 4 5 6

−
10

0
0

10
0

20
0

30
0

b a

Z
γ 0

γ 0
R

I

Re(Z)
Im(Z)

1 2 3 4 5 6

0.
00

0.
02

0.
04

0.
06

0.
08

0.
10

z a

|Z
γ 0

Γ
R

I
||

Z
γ 0

γ 0
R

I
|

Γ = γ0γ2
Γ = γ0γ3
Γ = γ5γ1

FIG. 7: The diagonal and off-diagonal contributions to the RI/MOM renormalization factors as a function of b at
fixed L/a = 10 and z/a = 2.

B. The short distance ratio scheme

According to Figs. 6 and 7, mixing with different operators can be neglected at least up to b/a . 6, and we can assume
that the renormalization of the staple-shaped link is multiplicative. This justifies the approach taken in Refs. [32, 36].

We first note that the vacuum expectation value of a rectangular Wilson loop ZE with sides 2L+ z and b,

ZE(b, 2L+ z; 1/a) =
1

3
Tr〈0|W(b; 2L+ z)W⊥(x+ b; b)|0〉, (15)

has, by construction, the same divergences as that of the staple-shaped gauge link as defined in Eq. (5). Thus, it should
cancel the pinch-pole singularity associated with the length L of the staple, as well as the divergences associated with
the cusps. Furthermore, as the sides of ZE are also dependent on the longitudinal displacement z, the exponential
divergence associated with z present in the staple-shaped link must also be cancelled if an appropriated ratio is taken,
namely the one proposed in Refs. [21, 36]:

BΓ(z, b, P z; 1/a) = lim
L→∞

B0,Γ(z, b, L, P z; 1/a)√
ZE(b, 2L+ z; 1/a)

(16)

To illustrate this point, we show in Fig. 9 the beam function as a function of L, for a fixed z = 2a and two values
of b, before and after dividing by

√
ZE . The cancellation of the divergences related to the length of the Wilson line
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FIG. 8: Real and imaginary parts of the RI/MOM renormalized matrix elements for a transverse separation of
b/a = 1.

is explicitly shown. This ratio, thus, takes care of the divergence associated with the length L and width b of the
staple-shaped operator.
After dividing the beam function by the square root of ZE , the only remaining divergences are the UV divergences

6 8 10 12
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FIG. 9: The effect of taking the ratio of the bare matrix elements with
√
ZE at a fixed z/a = 2.

associated with the quark field and its end-points connecting to the gauge links. As such, they can be cancelled by
taking ratios, as they have a multiplicative nature [26, 50]. Hence, one can define

BSDRΓ (z, z0, b, b0, P
z) = ZSDR(z0, b0; 1/a)BΓ(z, b, P z; 1/a) , (17)

where,

ZSDR(z0, b0; 1/a) =
1

BΓ(z = z0, b = b0, P z = 0; 1/a)
. (18)

Because the remaining divergences are independent of the length of the Wilson line, one is free to choose z0 and b0.
However, because we want to connect these quantities to the MS scheme via a perturbative scheme conversion, z0

and b0 should be small enough for perturbation theory to be valid.

The renormalized matrix elements are converted to the MS scheme using perturbation theory. We have computed
the vertex, sail, and tadpole one-loop diagrams for external quark states with a general momentum pz. For pz → 0,
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we obtain

ZMS,SDR(z0, b0, µ0) = 1 +
αsCF

2π

(
1

2
+

3

2
ln

(
b20 + z2

0

4e−2γE
µ2

0

)
− 2

z0

b0
arctan

z0

b0

)
, (19)

which agrees with Eq. (6) of Ref. [36]. Note that this factor equals BMS
Γ (z = z0, b = b0, P

z = 0, µ0). Details of this
calculation for a general external momentum will be presented in Ref. [51]. The renormalized beam function in the
MS scheme is then given by

BMS
Γ (z, b, P z) = ZMS(z0, b0, µ0)BSDRΓ (z, z0, b, b0, P

z). (20)

Results for BMS(z, b, P z) are presented in Section VI, where we also discuss the cancellation of the z0, b0 dependence
in Eq. (20).

C. Short distance RI/MOM

As discussed in Section V A, the usual RI scheme may be problematic at large z and b as the magnitude of the ZRI

factors grows exponentially. Also, as shown in Refs. [36, 52], the usual RI scheme may still contain a residual linear
divergence, which may not be properly canceled. On the other hand, as discussed in Section V B, the

√
ZE factor

cancels all divergences in z and b present in the staple. Hence, we can define a vertex function that is free of such
divergences,

ΛΓ(z, b, p; 1/a) =
ΛΓ

0 (z, b, p; 1/a)√
ZE(b, 2L+ z; 1/a)

. (21)

Because the divergences related to the lengths of the Wilson line have been removed, we can compute the renormal-
ization factors as in Section V B at some fixed z0, b0 [34]

ZRI−short
O (z0, b0, µ0; 1/a)

ZRI
q (µ0; 1/a)

1

12
Tr

[
ΛΓ(z, b, p; 1/a)Γ

′

eipzz+ibp⊥

] ∣∣∣∣∣
p2=µ2

0,z=z0,b=b0

=1 . (22)

. (23)

In principle, one can do this subtraction from the vertex in the standard RI/MOM. This would reduce the growth of
the Z-factors with increasing b. However, in combining ZRI with the bare Bγ0 , the

√
ZE factor cancels, and therefore

this subtraction has no effect on the renormalized matrix elements. But if we fix the RI/MOM factors at a short
perturbative scale, then this subtraction must be performed in order to cancel the cusp and linear divergences.

As in Section V B, we choose the pair z0, b0 to be in the perturbative region in order to make the perturbative
conversion to the MS scheme reliable. We label this procedure RI-short. The corresponding renormalized beam
function in this scheme is then given by

BRI−short
Γ (z, z0, b, b0, µ0, P

z) =
∑
Γ′

[
ZRI−short
O (z0, b0, µ0; 1/a)

]
ΓΓ′ BΓ′ (z, b, P z; 1/a). (24)

For illustration, we show in Fig 10 the renormalization factors ZRI−short
O (z0, b0, µ0; 1/a) for z0 = 0, 1a and b0 = 1a.

We also show the off-diagonal renormalization factors, which, in principle, mix with γ0. As expected, they are also
independent of L and can be omitted in the full calculation as their contribution is negligible as compared to the
diagonal contribution. Finally, we convert BRI−short

Γ to the MS scheme using one-loop perturbation theory,

BMS
Γ (z, b, µ0, P

z) =
∑
Γ′

[
ZMS,RI−short
O (z0, b0, µ0)

]
ΓΓ′

BRI−short
Γ′ (z, z0, b, b0, µ0, P

z) . (25)

The conversion matrix ZMS,RI−short
O is calculated in dimensional regularization for arbitrary values of the momentum

scale µ0. Explicit expressions for all Γ,Γ′ are given in Ref. [51]. Similar perturbative studies can be found in
Refs. [26, 33]. A comparison between the conversion factor in RI-short and the SDR scheme is shown in Fig. 11 for
the case Γ = Γ′ = γ0. We observe that the real parts are compatible between the two schemes, while the RI-short
scheme shows a non-zero imaginary part, in contrast to the ratio scheme. This is a consequence of using a non-zero
momentum scale.
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VI. RESULTS

In this Section, we present the renormalized beam functions in the 3 renormalization schemes discussed in Section V,
as well as the corresponding results in the MS scheme.

In Fig. 12, we show the real and imaginary parts of Bγ0(z, b, µ0, P
z) as a function of z for two values of the transverse

separation, b/a = 1, 2. For the real parts, the schemes agree within errors for |z/a| / 6. For |z/a| ' 6, BSDRγ0 and

BRI−short
γ0 are consistent, while BRI

γ0 becomes increasingly more negative with increasingly larger errors which may
indicate the presence of a residual divergence in the standard RI/MOM. For the imaginary parts, we observe a similar
behavior. Namely, the SDR and the RI-short schemes are almost identical for any |z/a| for the two values of b/a
considered. For the usual RI/MOM, we observe deviations not only for |z/a| ' 6 but also for most of the |z/a| region
with an increase in errors with increasing |z/a|.
The conversion to the MS scheme is done using one-loop perturbation theory for all three schemes considered. For
the two cases where the renormalization factors are fixed at a short perturbative scale, we use z0/a = b0/a = 1 when

computing BRI−short
Γ′ (z, z0, b, b0, µ0, P

z) and BSDRΓ (z, z0, b, b0, P
z). Since the final results in the MS scheme should

be independent of the values we choose for the z0, b0 pair, we examine the stability of our results on the choice of
the values for this pair. To this end, we show in Fig. 13 the product of the renormalization factors for each scheme

with the corresponding conversion factors to the MS scheme, ZMS,SDR
γ0 ZSDRγ0 and ZMS,RI

γ0 ZRI−short
γ0 . These products

should be independent on the choice of values of z0, b0 as long as the one-loop perturbative calculation is a reliable
approximation. We notice that these products are equal to the renormalization factors in the MS scheme in the absence
of mixing. For the ratio scheme, there is a 10%− 20% correction when going from b0/a = 1 to b0/a = 2 for the three
values of z0 considered here, with the correction increasing for larger values of z0. This indicates a limitation on the
use of one-loop perturbation theory to perform the conversion to the MS scheme already at a transverse separation
as low as b/a = 2. As a consequence, O(α2

s) corrections cannot be disregarded. For the z0 dependence, the choice of
z0/a = 0 and z0/a = 1 is nearly equivalent within one sigma error. For z/a = 2, the discrepancy grows, especially
for b/a = 2. For the RI-short scheme, the situation is not significantly changed. From this discussion, we conclude
that our choice for the pair z0, b0 is a likely safe region to fix the short perturbative scale. We show in Fig. 14 the
renormalized MS matrix elements computed in the ratio and the RI-short schemes at P z ' 1.7 GeV. The imaginary
part of the matrix elements are in full agreement, the same happening in the the real part, for large z values. In the
small z region of the real part there is a tendency to discrepancy, as already observed in the intermediate schemes
shown in Fig. 12, although they agree within one sigma error.
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VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have addressed the non-perturbative renormalization of the asymmetric staple-shaped quark bilinear
operators. We used symmetry arguments to restrict the possible mixing between the operators, and we found that
mixing is allowed within sets of four operators. We then employed the RI/MOM scheme to estimate the importance
of mixing coming from the non-diagonal terms, and we found that they can be neglected up to transverse separations
of at least 6a. This result justifies the use of multiplicative renormalization for the asymmetric staple-shaped oper-
ator. Based on this conclusion, we computed the renormalization factors in the SDR scheme, and in the RI-short
scheme, where the renormalization factors are computed at short distances. We found that both schemes are nearly
equivalent over all the |z| region considered. Finally, we converted both schemes to the MS scheme and presented
the corresponding results for the renormalized beam function. Given our previous computation of the Collins-Soper
kernel and of the soft function [24], the next natural step will be to compute the TMDPDFs themselves over a wide
range of b, and we plan to present results for them in the near future.
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Appendix A: Symmetry properties

As explained in Section III, we look at the mixing properties of the staple-shaped operator using symmetry arguments.
We observe the transformation of the object (ijkl)c, where i, j, k, l denote the signs of O++, O−−, O+− and O−+

respectively, and c = ± denoted the sign of the charge conjugated operators. This gives rise to 4 relevant combinations:
(+ + ++)c, (+ − +−)c, (+ + −−)c, and (+ − −+)c. In Table IV we summarize the symmetries of the 16 Dirac
structures, where the 4 signs under any transformation denote the symmetry properties of the 4 relevant combinations,
respectively.

γ0 γ1 γ2 γ3 1 γ5 γ5γ0 γ5γ1
P1,2
F0 −+−+ +−+− +−+− +−+− −+−+ +−+− +−+− −+−+

P1,2
F1 +−+− −+−+ +−+− +−+− −+−+ +−+− −+−+ +−+−
P1,2
F2 + +−− + +−− −−++ + +−− −−++ + +−− −−++ −−++

P1,2
F3 +−−+ +−−+ +−−+ −+ +− −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− −+ +−
T 1,2
F0 + + ++ −−−− −−−− −−−− −−−− + + ++ −−−− + + ++

T 1,2
F1 −−−− + + ++ −−−− −−−− −−−− + + ++ + + ++ −−−−
T 1,2
F2 −+ +− −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− −+ +− +−−+ +−−+ +−−+

T 1,2
F3 −−++ −−++ −−++ + +−− −−++ + +−− + +−− + +−−
C c c c c −c −c −c −c

γ5γ2 γ5γ3 γ0γ1 γ0γ2 γ0γ3 γ1γ2 γ1γ3 γ2γ3
P1,2
F0 −+−+ −+−+ +−+− +−+− +−+− −+−+ −+−+ −+−+

P1,2
F1 −+−+ −+−+ +−+− −+−+ −+−+ +−+− +−+− −+−+

P1,2
F2 + +−− −−++ −−++ + +−− −−++ + +−− −−++ + +−−
P1,2
F3 −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− +−−+ +−−+

T 1,2
F0 + + ++ + + ++ + + ++ + + ++ + + ++ −−−− −−−− −−−−
T 1,2
F1 + + ++ + + ++ + + ++ −−−− −−−− + + ++ + + ++ −−−−
T 1,2
F2 −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− +−−+ −+ +− +−−+

T 1,2
F3 + +−− −−++ −−++ −−++ + +−− −−++ + +−− + +−−
C −c −c c c c c c c

TABLE IV: General symmetry properties of all possible Dirac structures. The 4 signs correspond to symmetry
properties of combinations (+ + ++)c (or its equivalent (−−−−)c), (+−+−)c (or (−+−+)c), (+ +−−)c (or

(−−++)c) and (+−−+)c (or (−+ +−)c). The last row indicates the symmetry properties with respect to charge
conjugation (c - symmetric, −c - antisymmetric).
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Appendix B: Mixing sets

In this appendix we provide all the mixing sets of asymmetric staple-shaped operators with different Dirac structures,
as dictated by the generalized C, P, T symmetries of Eqs. (6 – 8), in explicit form:

• {1, γ2, γ3, γ2γ3},

• {γ5, γ5γ2, γ5γ3, γ0γ1},

• {γ0, γ0γ2, γ0γ3, γ5γ1},

• {γ1, γ1γ2, γ1γ3, γ5γ0}.

In the case of symmetric staple-shaped operators (z=0), the mixing sets are reduced to:

• {γ2, γ3, γ2γ3},

• {γ5, γ5γ2, γ5γ3},

• {γ0, γ0γ2, γ0γ3},

• {γ1, γ1γ2, γ1γ3},

while the remaining operators 1, γ0γ1, γ5γ1, γ5γ0 are multiplicative renormalizable.



The vector MIT bag model under the light of new data.
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Abstract

In the present work we use the vector MIT bag model to describe quark matter and obtain the macroscopic
properties of neutron stars. We also calculate the speed of sound of quark matter described by this model with
specific parameter values and check if the results obey the conformal limit at high densities. We have seen that
the vector MIT bag model produces stars with masses and radii consistent with recent data, suggesting the
possible existence of massive quark (or strange) stars.
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1 Introduction
Deconfined quark matter is predicted by quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and is related to asymptotic freedom
[1, 2]. The deconfinement of quark matter is expected to take place at high temperatures and low densities, high
densities and low temperatures and other combinations of temperature and baryon densities connecting these two
regions. Hence, deconfined matter may exist in the core of massive compact objects such as neutron stars. At such
high densities, present in the interior of these objects, the Bodmer-Witten conjecture states that deconfined strange
quark matter (SQM) is not only possible, but it is probably the true ground state of the strong interaction [3, 4].

Since QCD is far from having an analytical solution, models are generally used to describe SQM and quark
stars. The MIT bag model [5, 6, 7] introduced in the 70’s is well known and has been modified more recently to
include a repulsive interaction [8] to account for the description of massive neutron stars detected in the last decade
or so. It is called vector MIT bag model. The inclusion of vector channels in the MIT bag model is nothing new, as
can be seen in [9, 10, ?, 12, 13], but the vector MIT bag model first introduced in [8] and used in the present work
has the great advantage to be able to produce stars with masses and radii consistent with the new data and also
produce a QCD phase diagram that obeys experimental constraints and approximate ranges for the critical chemical
potential that is inferred from other models and calculations. By critical chemical potential we mean the critical
chemical potential as the chemical potential at which the phase transition occurs at zero temperature (T = 0).
To be consistent with experimental data and the range inferred from other models and calculations with the same
model parameters, another change in the model was introduced in [14] so that the bag pressure depends on the
temperature. However, for the temperature range of T = 0 MeV to T = 40 MeV, used in this paper, this change
has no significant effect (at most 1,001% on the value of the bag constant) so this dependence is not considered
here. It is important to point out that the parameters that produce star families comprising the new data are not
the same parameters that produce QCD phase diagrams that obey the constraints considered, as discussed in [14].

After the paper [8] was published, new neutron stars (NS) data were sent from the NICER (Neutron star Interior
Composition ExploreR) telescope, a mission supported by NASA, as the mass and radius of the massive pulsar
PSR J0740+6620 [15] and the radius of the canonical star[16] . Another interesting pulsar is a black widow known
as PSR J0952-0607, whose data were obtained using spectrophotometry and imaging from the Keck Telescope [17]
and it is possibly the most massive and fastest object ever observed. The purpose of the present paper is to analyse
whether the vector MIT bag model describes these recently observed compact objects.

In addition, we also calculate the speed of sound, which is an important quantity because according to [18],
“for the heaviest reliably observed neutron stars with masses M ≈ 2M� the presence of deconfined quark matter
is associated with the behaviour of the speed of sound vs in strongly interacting matter. If the conformal bound
v2s ≤ 1/3 is not strongly violated, massive neutron stars are predicted to have sizable quark matter cores.” The
conformal limit is related to the condition that the speed of light is greater than the speed of sound in a medium.

In the next section, we first outline the main expressions necessary to understand the formalism, and then
explain which quark coupling constants are used. We then obtain and discuss the results.
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2 Vector MIT bag model
The original MIT bag model describes a relativistic gas of quarks inside a volume delimited by a bag. Its Lagrangian
density describes a relativistic gas of free fermions plus a bag constant (B) that represents the pressure needed to
balance the degeneracy pressure of the quarks. A Heaviside function is introduced to ensure the confinement. The
vector MIT bag model is a modification of this model that introduces a mesonic vector field that mimics a repulsive
interaction in the system. We use the mean field approximation (MFA)

V µ → 〈V 〉 → δ0,µV
0.

massive and within this approximation, the Lagrangian density of the model reads:

L =
∑
q

{
ψq[γ

µ(i∂µ − gqqV δµ,0V0)−mq]ψq +
1

2
m2
V V

2
0 +

b4(guuV V0)
4

4
− B

}
θ(ψqψq) (1)

where the index q relates to the quark flavors (up, down and strange), mq are the quark masses (we usemu = md = 4
MeV and ms = 95 MeV), ψq are the quark fields, gqqV are the quark coupling constants, mV is the meson mass
and b4 is the self-interacting parameter. The parameter values are discussed ahead. The blue terms indicate the
modifications introduced in [8] while the black parts show the Lagrangian density of the original MIT bag model.

The equation of motion obtained from the Euler Lagrange equation is

gqqV V0 ρq = m2
V V 2

0 + b4 (guuV V0)
4. (2)

We derive the equation of state (EOS) from the model Lagrangian using thermodynamics and statistics theory.
To obtain the pressure and the energy density we use the energy-momentum tensor(ε = 〈T00〉 and P = 1

3 〈Pii〉) Tµν
and the baryonic density is the sum of the quark densities. The EOS of the vector MIT bag model is given by:

P =
∑
q

{ 1

π2

∫
dpq

p4q√
p2q +m2

q

(fq+ + fq−)+
m2
V V 2

0

2
+
b4(guuV V0

)4

4

}
− B (3)

ε =
∑
q

{ 3

π2

∫
dpq p

2
q

√
p2q +m2

q (fq+ + fq−)+
m2
V V 2

0

2
+

3b4 (guuV V0)
4

4

}
+ B (4)

ρB =
1

3

∑
q

3

π2

∫
dpq p

2
q (fq+ − fq−) (5)

where pq is the quark momentum and f± are respectively the particle and antiparticle distribution functions:

fq± =
1

1 + e(εq(p)∓µq)/T
(6)

for finite temperature and
fq+ = θ(pq − pqF ) and fq− = 0. (7)

for T = 0, where pqF is the Fermi momentum of quark q.
The free parameters of the model are:

B, GV =
(guuV
mV

)2
, XV =

gssV
guuV

and b4.

In this paper, we use exclusively GV = 0.3 fm2, b4 = −0.4 and two possibilities for XV : XV = 1.0 and
XV = 0.4.We restrict ourselves to these values of GV and b4 because they generate stiffer EOS and consequently
bigger star masses, as can be seen in [8]. For a better understanding of the calculation and values chosen for the
quark coupling constants, the interested reader can look at appendix A of [8], where the SU(3) and SU(6) symmetry
groups are used. The interval of values for the bag constant are presented in the next section.
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GV (fm2) XV Minimum value of B1/4 Maximum value of B1/4
0.3 1.0 139 146
0.3 0.4 139 150

Table 1: Stability window of Vector MIT bag model.

2.1 Stellar matter
The Bodmer-Witten conjecture is based on the idea that, at high density, the presence of the strange quark turns
the deconfined quark matter into the true ground state of the strong interaction by lowering its binding energy.
This conjecture can be summarized by ensuring that the binding energy of iron is lower than the binding energy of
u and d quark matter and higher than the binding energy of the strange quark matter (u, d and s included). These
constraints when imposed upon the model’s parameters, give us the stability window of the model, i.e., the range of
the parameters values that describe a stable strange quark matter. From [8] we have that, for the parameter values
that we use here, the stability window is as shown in table 1. It is worth mentioning that the parameter b4 doesn’t
have any influence on the obtained values. So for describing a star with stable matter, we must use the parameters
within the stability window.

Stellar matter comprises leptons (here we use e− and µ) and quarks because of the necessary charge neutrality
and β equilibrium, conditions given respectively by:

ρe + ρµ =
1

3
(2ρu − ρd − ρs), (8)

and
µd = µs = µu + µe, µe = µµ. (9)

Hence, we also have to consider the equation of state of the leptons, which is similar to the EOS of the quarks,
but neither the bag constant nor the vector interaction are present and divided by three because of the absence of
color degeneracy.

To generate neutron star families using a model EOS, the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [19, 20]
are necessary. They relate the microphysics (the matter that constitutes the star) with the macrophysics (radius
and mass, for instance) of the star. They are built in the context of general relativity using Einstein’s equations
considering the star spherically symmetric, static, and as a perfect fluid. In the natural units system, the TOV
equations are given by

dP (r)

dr
= − [P (r) + ε(r)][M(r) + 4πr3P (r)]

r[r − 2GM(r)]
(10)

and
dM

dr
= 4πr2ε(r) (11)

where ε, P and the star mass M are evaluated in the layer of radius R.
With the stability window in mind, we can study the masses and radii of stable strange stars for every parameter

set shown in Table 1. In Figure 1 the TOV [19, 20] solutions for the minimum and maximum allowed bag pressure
values that produce stable strange quark matter are depicted. In these mass-radius diagrams, there are data from
[15], [16] and [17]. The data from NICER [15] of the pulsar PSR J0740+6620 with its error (M=2.072+0.067

−0.066 M�
and R=12.39+1.3

−0.98 km) is represented as the yellow rectangle. The data for the interval of the canonical star radius
(R=12.45 ± 0.65), from [16], is expressed as the brown line where the canonical star is the star with mass M=1.4
M�. The new data from the pulsar PSR J0952-0607 [17] (M=2.35± 0.17 M�) is also plotted as the rectangle with
the lilac checkered pattern. As mentioned in the Introduction, PSR J0952-0607 is a black widow and its mass has
a huge error bar hence, these values have to be taken with care.

A desirable solution of the TOV equations describes both the data of the canonical star and the data of the
massive objects mentioned above. In Table 2 the parameters used are displayed in the first and second columns.
In the third column, the maximum mass of the star family is shown and the sixth and seventh column show if
it reaches the mass and radius of PSR J0740+6620 and PSR J0952-0607 respectively. In the fourth column, the
radius of the canonical star is shown and the fifth column shows if it fits the data for the radius of the canonical
star. Analysing Figure 1 and Table 2 we see that, with an appropriate choice of values, the vector MIT bag model
describes the pulsars analysed in this paper. It is noticeable from figure 1 that for XV = 1.0 more values for the
bag constant, within the stability window, generate families of stars that describe the new data.
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Figure 1: Mass radius diagrams generated byuse of the EOS of vector MIT bag model with the bag constants
within the values of the stability window extremes 1, GV = 0.3 fm2, b4 = −0.4 and XV = 1.0 (left) and XV = 0.4
(right).
1- Rectangle with the lilac checkered pattern: PSR J0952-0607 [17] (2022).
2- Yellow rectangle: PSR J0740+6620 [15] (2021)
3- Brown line: canonical star radius [15] (2021).

B1/4 (MeV) XV Mmax R1.4 km Within R1.4 Within PSR J0740+6620 Within PSR J0952-0607
(M�) constrains? constrains? constrains?

139 1.0 2.65 12.15 YES YES YES
146 1.0 2.45 11.40 NO YES YES
139 0.4 2.45 11.92 YES YES YES
150 0.4 2.15 10.71 NO NO NO

Table 2: Data on star families of vector MIT bag model for GV = 0.3 fm2 and b4 = −0.4.

Figure 2: Illustration of the balance of the pressure on the bag.
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Now we consider the phase transition diagram , from confined to deconfined matter, for quark matter generated
by using the vector MIT bag model. The pressure on the bag is illustrated in figure 2. A naive prescription to
estimate the phase transition from confined to deconfined matter is to calculate the chemical potential at different
temperatures with the condition of zero pressure, which corresponds to the Gibbs’ conditions of phase coexistence.
The prescription is based on the idea that the pressure of the quarks plus the pressure of the vector mesons inside
the bag equals the bag constant in such a way that the bag no longer supports the inner pressure, giving rise to
a phase coexistence and ultimately, for slightly larger bag values, deconfinement. We plot a quark matter phase
diagram of the vector MIT bag model in Fig.3 for both values of XV and B1/4 = 139 MeV. This bag constant is
chosen because it generates star families with greater masses as seen in [8]. In the diagram we have the information
of the critical chemical potential µc, that is the chemical potential where the phase transition occurs when T = 0
MeV.

A different scenario is also possible, in which the core of the neutron star undergoes a phase transition to quark
matter, while the outer layers are still formed by hadronic matter. These conditions are the ones found in hybrid
stars, proposed for the first time in 1969 [21]. A recent study [18] suggests that the hybrid star is indeed the most
probable scenario for massive neutron stars. As pointed out in [18], the speed of sound in quark matter can be
related to the mass and radius of the quark core of deconfined quark matter in hybrid stars. The authors found
that if the conformal limit

v2s =
∂p

∂ε
<

1

3

is not strongly violated then massive neutron stars are likely to have sizable quark-matter cores, greater than 0.25
M� and reaching 0.8 M� [18], corresponding respectively to 9.4% and 30.2% of the total star mass (2.65 M�).

We then analyse the speed of sound calculated with the models presented here to check how far/close it is with
respect to the conformal limit. The speed of sound as a function of the chemical potential is plotted in Fig. 4. Note
that it does not depend on the bag constant. The chemical critical potentials were calculated and shown in the
figure by the red (for XV = 1.0) and black (for XV = 0.4) dots. We see that the squared speed of sound at µc is
always higher than 1/3 and presents an increasing behavior with the increase of the chemical potential. Had we
chosen this specific model to describe quark matter inside hybrid stars, the probable result would be a small core.
However, there is no reason to choose values that satisfy the stability window in the description of hybrid stars.
Actually, the opposite choice is desirable to avoid conversion from a hybrid to a strange star [22, 23], and the sound
velocity would have to be reobtained with other parameter values. In [14] one can see that for certain parameter
sets the conformal limit is respected.

For the sake of completeness, the value of the squared speed of sound at the critical chemical potential, the
maximum star mass, and information about the radius of the canonical star (both sets of parameters agree with
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XV µc (MeV) v2s at µc Mmax (M�) R1.4� (km) ?
1.0 877 0.41 2.65 YES
0.4 858 0.38 2.45 YES

Table 3: Data for the vector MIT bag model with GV = 0.3 fm2, b4 = −0.4 and B = 139 MeV. The fifth column
says both sets of parameter generate stars that satisfy the data from canonical star radius.

data for the radius of the canonical star) are given in table 3. The masses on the Table encompass both pulsars
PSR J0952-0607 and PSR J0740+6620.

3 Final remarks
In this paper, we revisited the vector MIT bag model, which is an extension of the well-known MIT bag model.
The modifications concern to the introduction of a mesonic vector field that acts as a source of interaction between
the quarks. The free parameters of the model are associated with the bag constant value, the vector field intensity,
the quark coupling constants and the self-interacting field. We have partially fixed the quark coupling constants by
satisfying symmetry group theory requirements, as done in [8].

To study quark stars, stellar matter is defined as a neutral matter composed of quarks and leptons (e− and µ in
this work). This kind of matter has to be in β equilibrium. Based on the Bodmer-Witten conjecture, we checked
when stellar matter is stable by obtaining the stability window, that is an interval for the model parameters in
which strange matter is stable. The TOV equations were introduced to relate the microphysics of the quark matter
(the EOS) to the macrophysics of the star, as its mass and radius. By comparing the results of the TOV equations
when using the EOS of the vector MIT bag model with recent data from compact stars, PSR J0952-0607 (2022)
and PSR J0740+6620 (2021), we conclude that this model is efficient in describing the new findings.

After a discussion about quark phase transition in MIT-based models, the possibility of hybrid stars was men-
tioned. As pointed out in [18], the speed of sound in quark matter can give an estimation of the quark core size.
This quantity was then calculated and analyzed for the vector MIT bag model. The speed of sound in the stars
generated by the set of parameters that agrees with the recent data does not obey the conformal limit [18].

We conclude that using the right sets of parameters the vector MIT bag model introduced in [8] can describe
the recent data of masses and radii of the pulsars PSR J0952-0607 (2022) [17] and PSR J0740+6620 (2021) [15].
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We propose a novel experiment to search for dark matter, based on the application of an electric
field inside a microwave cavity and electrometry using Rydberg atoms. We show that this kind of
experiment could be extremely useful for detecting specific dark matter candidates, namely massive
vector fields coupled to the photon field, more commonly known as dark photons. Such a massive
vector field is a good candidate for dark matter. Using realistic experimental parameters we show
that such an experiment could improve the current constraint on the coupling constant of the dark
photons to Standard Model photons in the 1 to 10 µeV mass range, with the possibility of tuning
the maximum sensitivity via the cavity size. The main limiting factors on the sensitivity of the
experiment are the amplitude stability of the applied field and the measurement uncertainty of the
electric field by the atoms.

I. INTRODUCTION

While required to explain several astrophysical and
cosmological observations, the microscopic nature of dark
matter (DM) is still to this day one of the biggest mys-
teries in physics [1]. Among many other classes of DM,
ultra-light dark matter (ULDM) models have recently
gained a lot of attention in the scientific community, due
to the absence of signals from historically dominant mod-
els, such as WIMPs. These models are characterized by
particles with low mass, from 10−22 eV to 0.1 eV, mean-
ing that detection from recoiling in particle accelerators
is difficult or impossible. Thus, other kind of experiments
have to be considered for their detection.

One particularly well motivated model of ULDM is
called the dark photon (DP), a spin-1 field of mass m
which appears in many Beyond the Standard Model the-
ories. Cosmologically speaking, the DP field is frozen
after inflation and starts to oscillate at its Compton fre-
quency when mc2/~ � H. It can be shown that these
oscillations scale as a−3(t), at late cosmological times,
behaving as cold dark matter (CDM). The production of
CDM in this case is done through non-thermal processes,
such as the so-called misalignment mechanism.

This additional U(1) field is also well motivated on the
particle physics side, as the DP model is a particular
case of the so-called U boson, which makes the minimal
gauged Standard Model extension, through its coupling
with the B-L current of the Standard Model [2].

For these reasons, DP is a very good light dark matter
candidate, with many new experiments being developed
to hunt for it. In the following, we will be interested in the
coupling of the DP field with the electromagnetic (EM)
field with strength χ. This coupling induces an electric
field filling all space, with amplitude directly proportional
to χ.

In this paper, we propose a new kind of experiment
aiming at detecting DP, through this additional electric
field. The experiment is based on the use of a microwave

cavity in which, an applied external electric field acts as
an amplifier for the weak DP induced electric field, with
the strength of amplification directly proportional to the
square root of the injected power. If these two different
electric fields have close frequencies the total field power
will oscillate at their frequency difference ∆ω and become
detectable by atoms located at the center of the cavity
through the Stark effect. We show that using this setup,
one could scan new regions of the m-χ parameter space,
in particular in the 1 to 10 µeV mass range, with the
possibility of tuning the maximum sensitivity regions via
the cavity size and design.

We use some simplifying assumptions, in particular for
the model of the cavity. The main aim of our paper is
to obtain a rough estimate of the experimental sensitiv-
ity using realistic parameters and taking into account the
main expected noise sources and systematic effects. Our
results and described methods will be useful for the de-
sign of a real-life experiment, in which case more careful
modelling should be carried out. Nonetheless, we do not
expect that to change the orders of magnitude of the
sensitivity presented here.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS

The Lagrangian describing the interaction between the
EM field Aµ and a DP field φµ of mass m is given by1 [3]

L =− 1

4µ0
FµνFµν + jµAµ −

1

4µ0
φµνφµν (1)

− m2c2

2µ0~2
φµφµ −

χ

2µ0
Fµνφ

µν ,

1 In this manuscript, we use the metric signature (−,+,+,+) and
the unit of the DP field φµ is Vs/m, as the usual EM vector
potential Aµ.
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where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the usual electromagnetic
field strength tensor, φµν = ∂µφν − ∂νφµ is the DP field
strength tensor, χ is the dimensionless kinetic mixing
coupling parameter which characterizes the coupling be-
tween the DP and the EM field, and jµ is the usual elec-
tromagnetic 4-current. A change in the EM 4-potential

Āµ = Aµ + χφµ (2)

allows one to redefine the fields in terms of mass eigen-
states called massless and massive photons (at the price
of a non-standard interaction between the EM field and
standard matter), see the discussion in [4]. Using this
change of variable, Eq. (1) becomes, at first order in χ,

L =− 1

4µ0
F̄µν F̄µν + jµ

(
Āµ − χφµ

)
− 1

4µ0
φµνφµν (3)

− m2c2

2µ0~2
φµφµ ,

with Fµν = F̄µν − χφµν . The field equations read

F̄ βα,α = µ0j
β , (4a)

φβα,α = −χµ0j
β − m2c2

~2
φβ . (4b)

The antisymmetry of both strength tensors leads to the
conservation of the electromagnetic 4-current ∂µj

µ = 0,
and the continuity equation for the DP field ∂µφ

µ = 0.
Using the Lorenz gauge for EM, ∂µĀµ = 0, Eqs. (4)
become

�Āβ = −µ0j
β , (5a)

�φβ =
m2c2

~2
φβ + χµ0j

β , (5b)

where � = ηµν∂µ∂ν ≡ − 1
c2 ∂

2
t +∇2. These equations ad-

mit two classes of solutions in vacuum: a massless vector
field (standard EM) and a massive one, the latter being
characterized by solutions :

φβ = Y βeikµx
µ

, (6a)

Āα = 0 , (6b)

where

kµk
µ = −ω

2

c2
+
∣∣∣~k∣∣∣2 = −

(mc
~

)2

. (7)

As can be noticed from Eq. (2), this solution induces an
ordinary electromagnetic field in a vacuum (see also [5])

Aβ = −χY βeikµx
µ

. (8)

The stress-energy tensor from the DP field can be derived
from Eq. (1) and reads

Tµν =
1

µ0
φµαφ

α
ν −

1

4µ0
ηµνφ

αβφαβ (9)

− m2c2

µ0~2

(
1

2
φαφαηµν − φµφν

)
.

For the plane-wave solution derived in Eq. (6a), the time-
averaged value of the stress-energy tensor is given by

〈Tµν〉 =
1

2µ0
kµkνYαY

α , (10)

which leads to an estimate of the energy density

ρ = 〈T00〉 =
ω2|~Y |2

2µ0c2
, (11)

for ~k = 0. Similarly, the averaged pressure vanishes.
This shows that the DP can indeed be interpreted as
cold and pressureless DM and, under this assumption,

the amplitude of oscillation of this vector field, i.e. ~Y ,
depends directly on the local DM energy density ρDM.
Its experimental value has been considered for a while
to be ρDM = 0.4 GeV/cm3 [6], but has recently been
readjusted such that ρDM ∈ [0.3; 0.55] GeV/cm3 [7].

In conclusion, in vacuum, a DP will behave as a plane
wave whose dispersion relation is given by Eq. (7). On
average, this DP will behave as cold DM and its local
energy density is directly related to the amplitude of the
oscillation and to its mass. Due to the coupling between
the DP and the EM field (coupling characterized by the
mixing parameter χ), the DP field will induce a small
electromagnetic field, whose strength is proportional to
χ and to the DP field amplitude, see Eq. (8). In partic-

ular, if one considers that ~k = 0, (which is justified to
leading order in vDM ∼ 10−3c, where vDM is the typical
DM galactic velocity, see Appendix A), then the induced
electromagnetic field consists only in an oscillating elec-
tric field of the form [5]

EjDM = −∂A
j

∂t
= −iχωY je−iωt . (12a)

The amplitude of this oscillating electric field is therefore
directly related to the local DM density through∣∣∣ ~EDM

∣∣∣ = χc
√

2µ0ρDM . (12b)

The idea of several experiments searching for DP is to
focus this small electromagnetic field in order to enhance
it and hopefully make it detectable [8–13].

III. THEORETICAL MODEL OF THE
EXPERIMENT

As mentioned in the previous section, an oscillating DP
coupled to the standard electromagnetic field will induce
a small oscillating electric field in a vacuum. One very
peculiar feature of this electric field is that it does not

propagate, i.e. its wave-vector vanishes ~k = 0 (to first
order in vDM/c). This is due to the fact that this electric
field is induced by a massive vector field and therefore
its dispersion relation is given by Eq. (7). In this sec-
tion, we will show how an electromagnetic cavity can be
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used to search for the electric field induced by a DP. In
addition, we will show how to use atoms as a tool to de-
tect this electric field through the Stark effect, i.e. the
displacement of the energy levels of an atom under a per-
turbation by a static electric field (or by an electric field
whose frequency is much lower than the transition fre-
quency of the atom). There are mainly two reasons to
consider a cavity as an experiment to search for DP.

First of all, as for other DP experiments using res-
onators, the mirrors of the cavity will enhance the elec-
tric field induced by the DP. Indeed, the electric field
parallel to the surface of a perfect conductor has to van-
ish. Therefore, because of the presence of the oscillating
DP-induced electric field, the mirror will generate a stan-
dard electromagnetic field that will propagate perpendic-
ularly to the mirror and whose amplitude is such that it
will cancel the DP-induced field parallel to the surface.
Physically, the DP-induced electric field will induce an
oscillation of the electrons within the mirror which will
create a standard electromagnetic field. Since a cavity
consists in two mirrors, this boundary conditions can,
under some conditions, produce resonances that will sig-
nificantly enhance the small DP-induced electric field.

The second reason to consider a cavity is related to the
use of atoms to measure the electric field inside the cavity
through the Stark effect, which is sensitive to the square
of the electric field. If one applies a standard electromag-
netic wave inside the cavity (whose electric field will be

denoted by ~Ea) the DP contribution to the square of the

electric field inside the cavity is ∼ ~EDM · ~Ea (to first order

in χ), which can also be enhanced by a resonant ~Ea. In
addition to enhancing the amplitude of the signal to be
measured, applying an external field is also important to
produce a signal at low, but non-zero, frequency, where
the Stark effect can be realistically measured. More pre-
cisely, for a cavity whose length is of the order of a few
cm, we will be interested in searching for DP oscillating
at a frequency f = ω/2π of the order of a few GHz. The
difficulty is that such a rapid oscillation of the atomic
transition frequency will be very hard to measure as the
interrogation cycle of the atoms is much longer. But, if
one applies en external field at a angular frequency ωa
which is close to ω, then the cross term between the DP
electric field and the applied electric field will have a com-
ponent oscillating at the low angular frequency |ω − ωa|,
which can be mesured by the atoms.

A. Expression of the total electric field inside the
cavity

In this section, we derive the electric field induced by
both the DP and the applied field at the center of the
cavity. Here, we only summarize the methodology and
discuss the main results. The detailed derivation can be
found in Appendix B. We consider a cavity consisting of
two flat mirrors of reflectivity r separated by a distance

L 2. The reflectivity and the cavity quality factor Q are
related through (Q � 1)[14]

r = 1− π

2Q
. (13)

The principle of calculation is similar for both the DP
and the applied electric fields and can be found in [15].
The idea is to propagate the electric field an infinite num-
ber of round trips inside the cavity and to sum these in-
finite number of contributions at a given location. To
perform cavity round trips, the field is propagated along
one direction and when it reaches a mirror, its amplitude
is multiplied by −r and its wave-vector is flipped. For
r < 1, the infinite sum converges and can be calculated
explicitly.

First, let us apply this procedure to the applied ex-
ternal field. We assume that the external electric field
is applied on the left edge of the cavity, see Fig. 1. Af-
ter entering the cavity, the wave will undergo an infi-
nite number of round trips inside the cavity and it will
lead to the first contribution to the total field, see Fig.
1. Ideally, the applied field can be parameterized as

FIG. 1: An external field (in blue) is applied at the
cavity edge. The standing DP electric field (in yellow)
generates a propagating electric field inside the cavity
(in orange). At the center of the cavity, the transition

frequency of Rydberg atoms is impacted by 〈E2〉
through the Stark effect (see text.).

~Ea = ~Xa<
[
e−i(ωat−ka(x+L

2 )+φ)
]
, with its amplitude Xa,

angular frequency ωa and phase φ. Applying the math-
ematical procedure described above (see Appendix B 1),
the expression of the total applied field at the center of
the cavity is given by

~Etot
a = ~A(ωa) cos(ωat+ φ) + ~B(ωa) sin(ωat+ φ) , (14)

where ~A(ωa), ~B(ωa) are functions (given by Eqs. (B4))
depending on Xa, r and L, respectively the applied field
amplitude, the reflectivity and the length of the cavity.

2 For simplicity we assume that the transverse size of the mirrors
is � L, λ, where λ is the wavelength of the fields of interest.
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Let us now focus on the contribution from the DP field.
From Eqs. (12), one can, without loss of generality, write
the expression of the electric field related to the DP as
~EDM = ~XDM<

[
e−iωt

]
= XDMêDM<

[
e−iωt

]
where êDM

is a unit vector characterizing the polarization of the DP
field and XDM = χc

√
2µ0ρDM. Because of this electric

field, both mirrors will generate a propagating standard
electromagnetic field such that the total component of
the electric field parallel of the mirrors’ surface vanishes.
These two electromagnetic waves will follow an infinite
number of round trips inside the cavity, loosing some
energy at each reflection with reflection coefficient r < 1.
The calculation regarding this contribution is detailed in
Appendix B 2 and the resulting total electric field induced
by the DP at the center of the cavity reads

~Etot
DM = ~C(ω) cos(ωt) + ~D(ω) sin(ωt) , (15)

where ~C(ω), ~D(ω) are functions (given by Eqs. (B6)) of
~XDM, ~XDM,‖, r and L with the first two parameters be-
ing respectively the full amplitude of the DP field and
its component parallel to the cavity plates, both linearly
dependent on the coupling χ.

The calculations presented in this section have been
carried out to leading order in O(χ). In particular, at
each interaction between the EM waves and the mirrors
a small quantity of EM energy will be transformed into
DP. The amplitude of such a process is proportional to

χ and therefore neglected as it contributes terms of or-
der O(χ2). Furthermore the corresponding energy loss is
much smaller than the one coming from the finite reflec-
tion coefficient r.

B. Modeling of the Stark effect

As mentioned in the introduction of this section, the
main idea of the experiment proposed here is to detect
the hypothetical electric field induced by the DP field
by using atoms to measure it through the Stark effect.
The Stark effect consists in a shift in the energy levels
of an atom under the perturbation of a static (or slowly
evolving3) electric field, and is given by [16]

∆ν = −∆α

2h

∣∣∣ ~E∣∣∣2 , (16)

where h is the Planck constant, ∆ν is the frequency shift

induced by the slowly evolving electric field ~E and ∆α
is the differential polarizability of the atomic transition
considered.

Taking into account both contributions from the ap-
plied electric field and the DP field computed in the pre-
vious section, the total electric field power at the center
of the cavity is

E(ω, ωa)2 =
∣∣∣ ~Etot

a + ~Etot
DM

∣∣∣2
=
(
~A(ωa) · ~C(ω) + ~B(ωa) · ~D(ω)

)
cos(∆ωt+ φ) +

(
~B(ωa) · ~C(ω)− ~A(ωa) · ~D(ω)

)
sin(∆ωt+ φ) (17)

+ constant & fast oscillating terms ,

with ∆ω = ωa − ω. In the following, we will not consider the constant terms. Indeed, in the experimental scheme
proposed here, we will be interested in the oscillatory behavior of the atomic frequencies. Moreover, we discarded
the fast oscillating terms whose angular frequencies are 2ωa, 2ω or ωa + ω, with periods much shorter than the atom
interrogation time, such that on average, their impact vanishes.

Inserting the expressions of A, B, C and D from Eqs. (B4) and (B6) and using the Eq. (12b), the amplitude of the
oscillation can be simply written in the form (See Appendix C 1)

∣∣E(ω, ωa)2
∣∣ =

χβc
√

1− r2
√

2µ0ρDMXa√
1 + 2r cos

(
ωaL
c

)
+ r2

√
1 + 4

1 + (1 + r) cos
(
ωL
2c

)
1 + 2r cos

(
ωL
c

)
+ r2

≡ χS(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r) , (18)

where

β = êDM ·
~Xa

Xa
, (19)

is the projection of the polarization of the DP field on the
polarization of the injected electric field. If the polariza-
tion is fixed and does not change each coherence time,

β = cos θ, with θ the angle between ~Xa and ~XDM. If the
DP field is isotropically distributed β = 1/

√
3. In Fig. 2

are shown 3D plots of the signal contribution Eq. (18)
as function of the angular frequencies of the DM field
ω and the applied field ωa. One can notice the various
resonance peaks when both frequencies correspond to an
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(a) 3D plot visualized from side.
(b) 3D plot visualized from top.

FIG. 2: 3D plots of the signal contribution Eq. (18) (arb. units) as function of ω, ωa, both presented in units of c/L.
The resonance peaks appear clearly when both frequencies correspond to an odd mode of the cavity.

odd mode of the cavity. In the experiment scheme pre-
sented here, we require the two frequencies to be close,
hence we are only interested in regions where ω ∼ ωa.
This corresponds to the diagonal of the plot seen from
the top. However, in other types of experiment where
both frequencies could be separated by some hundreds of
MHz or more, other regions of this plot could be studied.

The amplitude of the signal is linear in χ and depends
non-linearly on the local DM density, on the amplitude
and frequency of the applied external field and on the
mass (mc2 = ~ω) of the DP field. It depends also on
some geometric factor of order unity that characterizes
the DP field polarization.

For DM and applied frequencies close to odd reso-
nances of the cavity, i.e ωL/c ≈ ωaL/c ≈ π + 2nπ, with
n ∈ N, the amplitude Eq. (18) becomes proportional to
the quality factor Q, as expected. Additionally, as it is
also proportional to the injected amplitude Xa, we di-
rectly see the interesting feature of looking at the field
squared amplitude, the applied field acting as an ampli-
fication for the DM field.

Finally, the signal we are interested in consists in
atomic frequency oscillations with respect to an unper-
turbed reference

ν(t) = ν0 + ∆ν cos (∆ωt+ φ) , (20)

whose amplitude is given by

∆ν = −χ∆αS(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r)

2h
, (21)

which depends on both the applied external field and the
DP field.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

A. Rydberg atoms

The transition frequency measurement can be per-
formed using a regular atomic clock, which allows very
good uncertainty on the frequency measurement, but
is not very sensitive to the Stark effect e.g. for the
5s2 1S0 → 5s5p 3P0 clock transition in Sr the differen-
tial polarizability ∆α/2h ≈ 3.1 × 10−6 Hz/(V/m)2 [17],
thus requiring a strong applied field.

To overcome this lack of sensitivity to E2, “regular”
atoms can be replaced by Rydberg atoms, which are in
a quantum state with high principal quantum number
n [18]. The electrons are much further from the nu-
cleus thus the atom has much higher polarizability. For
large n the corresponding polarizabilities in Sr can reach
∆α/2h ≈ 105 Hz/(V/m)2 (n > 60) [19].

The lifetime of Rydberg states is of the order of a few
µs, which means that the measurement time has to be less
than that. In principle this allows sampling frequencies
fs of up to 100 kHz, but in the following we will restrict
ourselves to more realistic sampling of up to 1 kHz.

Typically, Sr Rydberg measurements use laser cooled
Sr atoms that are excited to Rydberg states using two
photon transitions [19, 20] and direct spectroscopy of
e.g. the 5s5p 3P1 → 5sns 3S1 transition is performed,
with n up to 81 [19, 20]. In regular dispersive measure-
ments, the photon scattering rate per atom, i.e the rate
at which an atom absorbs and re-emits incident photons,
is high implying that after a single detection, the atom
is too hot, and no longer trapped for a second detection.
In that situation, the measurement is said to be destruc-
tive. An alternative method is a non-destructive mea-
surement, based on a low photon scattering rate, mean-
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ing that a single atom can be used for multiple mea-
surement. This non-destructive process has already been
experimentally tested, and is based on a differential dis-
persive measurement [21]. As a consequence, it is not
necessary to produce new Rydberg atoms for each fre-
quency measurement, implying that the 1 kHz sampling
frequency is feasible.

B. Bandwidth of detection

In order to see the oscillations at ∆ω in the total field
power Eq. (17), we require the DM and the applied fields
to have different frequencies. We also require the Nyquist
frequency of the apparatus to be higher than the angular
frequency of the signal ∆ω < πfs to be able to detect
any oscillatory behavior in the transition frequency of
the atoms.

For a given applied angular frequency ωa, sampling fre-
quency fs and individual time measurement Tobs, Ryd-
berg atoms perform the measurement of the electric field
squared during Tobs at an angular frequency ∆ω. As de-
tailed above, the experiment is sensitive to any ∆ω such
that 2π/Tobs ≤ |∆ω| ≤ πfs, which, in terms of DM an-
gular frequency, is equivalent to

ω ∈ [ωa − πfs;ωa −
2π

Tobs
] ∪ [ωa +

2π

Tobs
;ωa + πfs] .

(22)

At the end of the individual measurement time Tobs, the
second step would be to shift the applied angular fre-
quency ωa by the sampling angular frequency, 2πfs and
make a second measurement of the electric field squared
for DM angular frequencies ω around this new ωa, dur-
ing Tobs again. This way, except at the exact angular
frequencies of the applied field ωa, all possible DM fre-
quencies are scanned.

This scheme can be repeated N times, as much as
time allows. At the end of this loop, the total experi-
mental time is simply Ttot = NTobs. The correspond-
ing total DM frequencies band scanned is ftot = Nfs =
Ttotfs/Tobs. The larger the total experimental time, the
larger the band of scanned DM frequencies. Additionally,
the blind spots at exact ωa can be avoided, and sensitiv-
ity can be optimised (see below) by shifting ωa by a little
less than 2πfs, at the expense of increasing the overall
experimental duration.

The coherence time of the DM field is inversely pro-
portional to its Compton frequency and follows [22]

τ(ω) =
c2

σ2
vω
≈ 106

ω
, (23)

where we considered the usual DM velocity distribution
with dispersion σv ∼ 10−3c. For DM frequencies in the
GHz range, this coherence time is much smaller than
Tobs, which needs to be taken into account in the sensi-
tivity estimate (see Eq. (24)).

V. SENSITIVITY ESTIMATE

In this section, we will present the level to which a real-
istic experiment can detect or constrain the coupling pa-
rameter χ. First, we will focus on the measurement noise
and present some limits on χ reachable considering only
statistical noise. We will then discuss the main system-
atics related to this experiment: the intensity variations
of the applied field. Finally, by using realistic values for
the cavity, laser and various noise sources, we will esti-
mate the detection limit on χ reachable for a dedicated
experiment.

A. Statistical measurement noise

The first source of noise limiting the sensitivity of the
experiment is the statistical noise related to the mea-
surement of the frequency shift experienced by Rydberg
atoms under the perturbation from an external electric
field. In [20] the reported resolution of the spectroscopy
of n = 56 Rydberg states in Sr is of the order of a few
kHz, but not at 1 kHz sampling. However, the measure-
ment itself (pulse duration of the two-photon transition)
can be as short as 4 µs [19] making high sampling rates
up to 100 kHz possible in principle.

We will thus consider two scenarii for our order of mag-
nitude estimates of the experimental sensitivity. One
with a “modest” sampling rate of 100 Hz and a second,
more optimistic one, with higher sampling at fs = 1 kHz.
In both cases we will assume a single shot spectroscopic
resolution of ∼1 kHz for differential polarizabilities of
∆α/2h ≈ 105 Hz/(V/m)2, corresponding to Rydberg
states with principle quantum numbers n ∼ 60− 70 [19].

We will denote the power spectral density (PSD) mea-
surement noise of E2 as SE2 , which translates into a min-
imal detectable power of the total field inside the cavity
of

E2
min =

√
2SE2√
Tobsτ(ω)

, (24)

where Tobs is the individual integration time and τ(ω) is
the coherence time of the field such that Tobs � τ(ω), as
discussed in the previous section.

This means, that for a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of 1,
the constraint on χ for a mass of the DP m corresponding
to an angular frequency ω can be computed by equaling
Eq. (18) to (24), which leads to

[χ(ω)]stat =
E2

min

S(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r)

=

√
2SE2

(Tobsτ(ω))
1
4S(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r)

. (25)
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B. Amplitude fluctuation of the applied field

The main systematic identified for this experiment
comes from fluctuations of the amplitude of the applied
electromagnetic field. Indeed, the principle of the ex-
periment consists in measuring oscillations of the electric
field intensity at the center of the cavity. Amplitude fluc-
tuations of the injected electromagnetic field will mimic
such a signal and can jeopardize the results of the exper-
iment. In this section we assume that the main source of
fluctuations of the field inside the cavity are fluctuations
of the intensity of the signal that is fed into the cavity, i.e.
Relative Intensity Noise (RIN) of the signal generator.

We model the amplitude of the injected electric field
by including a stochastic component, i.e. replacing the

previously considered constant ~Xa by

~Xa → ~Xa

[
1 +

∫
dω0

∆Xa(ω0)

Xa
cos(ω0t+ φ0)

]
. (26)

In this expression, ∆Xa (ω0) is a stochastic contribu-
tion modeling the spectral amplitude of the noise char-
acterized by the RIN PSD denoted SRIN(ω) and defined
by

∆Xa(ω0)

Xa
≡

√
2SRIN(ω0)

Tobs
. (27)

Typically, the RIN of frequency generators in the mi-
crowave domain (GHz frequencies of interest here) is
characterized by a flicker noise, see e.g. [23], such that
we can parametrize its PSD as

SRIN(ω) =
PRIN

ω
, (28)

where PRIN is dimensionless.
Let us now show how the ∆Xa fluctuations can pro-

duce an harmonic signal in
∣∣∣ ~E2
∣∣∣ of angular frequency

∆ω = ωa−ω, i.e. mimick the searched signal of Eq. (20).

We will work to leading order in ∆Xa/Xa and in

particular neglect terms that are O
((

∆Xa
Xa

)2
)

and

O
(

∆Xa
Xa

XDM

Xa

)
. Considering the modification of applied

field amplitude Eq. (26), the fluctuation ∆Xa will only
be considered at frequencies ω0 producing a noise in the
electric field squared at angular frequency ∆ω. These an-
gular frequencies are ω0 ' {∆ω; 2ωa}. Considering the
RIN as a flicker noise characterized by a PSD of the form
Eq. (28), the fluctuation amplitude at ω0 = ∆ω will be
multiple order of magnitudes larger than its amplitude at
ω0 = 2ωa. For this reason, in the following, we will only
consider the fluctuation at frequency |∆Xa(ω0 = ∆ω)|
such that the amplitude of the applied field Eq. (26) be-
comes

(
~Xa + ∆ ~Xa(∆ω) cos(∆ωt+ φ0)

)
cos(ωat+ φ) . (29)

We now use the same procedures as the one described
in Section III A to compute the RIN contribution to the
total electric field at the center of the cavity. This calcu-
lation is presented in details in Appendix B 1 and leads
to

[
~Etot
a

]
RIN

=
∆Xa(∆ω)

2Xa

(
~A(2ωa − ω) cos([2ωa − ω]t+ φ+)

+ ~B(2ωa − ω) sin([2ωa − ω]t+ φ+) (30)

+ ~A(ω) cos(ωt+ φ−) + ~B(ω) sin(ωt+ φ−)
)
,

in addition to the contribution from Eq. (14) and where
φ± = φ± φ0.

Then, the RIN contribution to the total field power at
the center of the cavity can be obtained by multiplying
the last equation with Eq. (14). Keeping only the terms
oscillating at angular frequency ∆ω, the RIN contribu-
tion to E2 is given by

[
E2(ω, ωa)

]
RIN

=
∆Xa(∆ω)

2Xa
((A(ωa) [A(2ωa − ω) +A(ω)] +B(ωa) [B(2ωa − ω) +B(ω)]) cos(∆ωt+ φ0)

+ (A(ωa) [B(2ωa − ω)−B(ω)] +B(ωa) [A(ω)−A(2ωa − ω)]) sin(∆ωt+ φ0)) (31a)

=
∆Xa(∆ω)

2Xa

√
N(ω, ωa) cos(∆ωt+ ϕ) =

√
PRINN(ω, ωa)

2Tobs∆ω
cos(∆ωt+ ϕ) , (31b)

where we have used Eqs. (27) and (28). In this expres-

sion, the functions A and B are the norm of ~A and ~B
whose complete expressions are given by Eqs. (B4). The

function
√
N(ω, ωa) correspond to the noise amplifica-

tion factor by the cavity (see Appendix C), quadratic in
Xa and whose expression is given by Eq. (C6d) and ϕ is
a phase.

The RIN contribution to E2 from Eq. (31b) will limit
the sensitivity of the experiment to values of χ that makes
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the signal from Eq. (18) larger than the systematic (i.e.
larger than Eq. (31b). In other words, the RIN will limit
the sensitivity of the experiment to value of χ that are
larger than

[χ(ω)]RIN =

√
PRINN(ω,ωa)

2Tobs∆ω

S(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r)
, (32)

where the function S is defined in Eq. (18). Note that
this limit is linear in Xa, the amplitude of the applied
electric field.

C. Optimum choice of experimental parameters

The sensitivity of the experiment at a given angu-
lar frequency ω relies on the signal amplitude Eq. (18)
but also on the limiting noise. Combining Eq. (25) and
Eq. (32), this is simply

[χ(ω)]limit =

√
2SE2√
τ(ω)

+ PRINN(ω,ωa)

2∆ω
√
Tobs

T
1
4

obsS(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r)
, (33)

where we used the usual quadratic sum of uncertainties
since the two contributions are uncorrelated.

The maximum angular frequency difference ∆ω cor-
responds to, from Section IV B, half the sampling fre-
quency (= πfs). To better understand the sensitivity
of the experiment, we will simplify the expressions of
S(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r) and N(ω, ωa) in Eqs. (18), (31b)
and (C6d), considering r = 1− ε, ε� 1 and ω ∼ ωa4. In
that case,

N(ωa) ≈ X4
aε

2

cos4(ωaL2c )
, (34a)

S(ωa) ≈ βcXa

√
2µ0ρDM

√
ε√

2 cos2(ωaL2c )

(
1 + cos

(
ωaL

2c

))
, (34b)

at lowest order in ε. We see from (34a) that the two
uncertainties in the numerator of (33)) depend differently
on Xa (the statistical uncertainty is independent of Xa,
the RIN contribution is quadratic in Xa), while the signal
strength in the denominator is linear inXa. This suggests
an ’optimum’ value of Xa such that Eq. (33) is minimum,

4 Even in the case where ∆ω = πfs, we still consider ω ∼ ωa in
this approximation, as fs / ω

Q
≈ ω(1− r)� ω. For a sampling

frequency ∼ kHz and Compton frequency in the GHz domain,
and r = 1− 10−6 ∼ 1

dχ(ωa)

dXa
= 0 (35a)

⇒ Xa(ωa) ≈ 4

√√√√4SE2∆ω

ε2PRIN

√
Tobs

τ(ωa)

∣∣∣∣cos

(
ωaL

2c

)∣∣∣∣ (35b)

≈ 4

√
4πfsSE2

√
ωaTobs

103ε2PRIN

∣∣∣∣cos

(
ωaL

2c

)∣∣∣∣ , (35c)

where we used Eqs.(34a),(34b). We considered the max-
imum angular frequency shift between the DM and ap-
plied frequencies ∆ω = πfs, in order to have the best
sensitivity on χ(ω). Note that this equation to approx-
imate the optimum value of Xa is not valid for angu-
lar frequencies ωaL/c = 2π + 4nπ, n ∈ N and ωaL/c =
π + 2nπ, n ∈ N. In the first case, the signal decreases
significantly (see Eq. (34b)) and the experiment becomes
insensitive to DM, while in the second case, Eq. (35c)
would indicate to apply Xa = 0, which would automati-
cally set the signal to 0, at first order in χ.

From Eq. (35c), and still considering ω ∼ ωa, we can
express the sensitivity of the experiment χ(ω) as

χ(ω) ≈
2
∣∣cos

(
ωL
2c

)∣∣
1 + cos

(
ωL
2c

) (PRINSE2

103πfs

) 1
4
(
ωT−3

obs

) 1
8

βc
√

2µ0ρDM
, (36)

for ωL
c 6= π + 2πn, n ∈ N. This is a simplified expression

that provides an approximate evaluation of the optimal
sensitivity of the experiment.

In the following section, we will assume that the ap-
plied field amplitude Xa is modified each time its angular
frequency ωa is shifted, so that the condition Eq. (35c)
is always fulfilled, but we use the full expressions of
S(ω, ωa; ρDM, Xa;L, r) and N(ω, ωa) in Eqs. (18) and
(31b) to evaluate the sensitivity.

D. Reachable sensitivity in a realistic experiment

We now estimate the sensitivity on χ of the experimen-
tal method defined in Section IV by considering the two
noise sources described in Section V. The measurement
noise will lead to a lower limit on χ given by Eq. (25)
while the main systematic effect, the RIN, will lead to a
lower limit on χ given by Eq. (32).

First, we consider the random polarized case for the
DP polarization direction, i.e β = 1/

√
3. Some already

existing constraints come from experiments with this as-
sumption [8–10, 13, 26–29]. Other experiments [30–44]
considered the fixed polarization scenario, and we have
re-scaled them accordingly (using [25]). Finally, some
of them assumed perfectly aligned polarizations between
DP and device, so they also have been rescaled [9, 45]5

5 For ORGAN [46] and its O(month) of data-taking, this correc-
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FIG. 3: Current constraints on dark photons through their kinetic mixing coupling χ with photons (renormalized
from [24, 25], see text). The expected sensitivity of this work, with ”optimistic” parameters of the system described
in Table I is shown in orange, denoted ”SYRTE (optimistic)”, while the sensitivity with the ”modest” parameters
of Table I is shown in purple, denoted ”SYRTE (modest)” (see text). The bordering red line around the orange

curve indicates the approximate sensitivity of the experiment in the optimistic case, computed from Eq. (36).

We consider the local DM energy density to be ρDM =
0.45 GeV/cm

3
[25].

Let us remind that the observational scheme consid-
ered here consists in electric signals of angular frequency
ωa. For each injected electric field we perform a mea-
surement of duration Tobs and then shift the angular fre-
quency of the applied field by πfs. Each measurement of
duration Tobs provides constraints in the frequency range
{ωa − πfs;ωa + πfs} in steps of 2π/Tobs.

Let us now consider some numbers for the experiment,
which are all summarized in Table I. First of all, we con-
sider an individual measurement duration of Tobs = 60 s.
This duration is arbitrary, but we list two important con-
siderations for this choice. We require Tobs to be large for
best sensitivity (see Eq. (33)), but short enough to allow
scanning a large range of DM frequencies in a reasonable
amount of time (≤ O(month)).

As described in Section V A, we consider two differ-
ent sampling rates which lead to different measurement
noise PSD and directly affect the sensitivity of the ex-
periment (cf Eq. (36)). To put some numbers, assuming
a single shot spectroscopic resolution of ∼1 kHz [20] for
differential polarizabilities of ∆α/2h ≈ 105 Hz/(V/m)2,
leads to a noise PSD of the measured electric field power
of SE2 ≈ 10−6 (V/m)4/Hz for fs = 100 Hz and SE2 ≈
10−7 (V/m)4/Hz for fs = 1 kHz. Regarding the system-

tion factor is of O(1), as for long time experiment, the sensitivity
in both scenarii is equal (Section VI.6 of [25]).

atic effect, the amplitude of the flicker noise can be con-
sidered to be PRIN = 10−13 (based on “off the shelf” com-
ponents studied in [23] more than a decade ago) in the
modest case, and we assume an improved RIN control for
the optimistic case, with an amplitude of PRIN = 10−15.
The level of the systematic effect PSD is also impacted
by the sampling rate, following Eq. (31b). Moreover, as
derived in Section V C, the approximate sensitivity of the
experiment Eq. (36) scales as (PRINSE2/fs)

1/4, implying
that the modest and optimistic scenarii will differ in the
sensitivity by a factor ∼10. The optimum value of the
amplitude of the applied field Xa is then derived from
Eqs. (33) (for the minimum value6) and (35c) and all
other experimental parameters. Since it depends on the
DM Compton frequency, we provide the range of optimal
Xa, for the modest case

12.8 V/m . Xa . 1.2× 105 V/m . (37)

It is independent of the sampling frequency since, from
Eq. (35c), Xa(ωa) ∝ (fsSE2)1/4 and SE2 ∝ f−1

s , but
not of the systematic effect level PRIN. The sensitivity
of the experiment obtained considering all experimen-

6 The smallest value of Xa corresponds to DM/applied frequencies
close to odd modes, from Eq. (35c). In this regime, both approx-
imate amplitudes of noise Eq. (34a) and signal Eq. (34b) reach
infinity, implying that we must consider the real expression of
χ(ω) derived in Eq. (33) and check for which value of Xa, the
sensitivity on χ is the highest.
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TABLE I: Assumed experimental parameters

Parameters Numerical values

Quality factor Q [47] 104

Mirrors reflectivity r ≈ 1 − 2 × 10−4

Cavity length L 7.5 cm
Injected field strength Xa(ω) [12.8, 1.2 × 105] V/m

Sampling frequency fs 102 ; 103 Hz
Individual measurement time Tobs 60 s

Range of fa = ωa/2π [0.5, 20.5] GHz
Range of ∆ω [2π/Tobs, πfs] rad/s

Statistical noise PSD SE2 10−4/fs (V/m)4/Hz
Systematic effect PSD SRIN(ω) 10−13/ω ; 10−15/ω

tal parameters described in Table (I) and respectively
with {fs = 1kHz, PRIN = 10−15} and {fs = 100Hz,
PRIN = 10−13} is presented by the orange and purple
curves of Fig. 3. One can clearly see the sensitivity peaks
arising from the cavity’s odd resonances. This happens
when the applied field amplitude Xa is small, as shown
in Eq. (35c). This equation works well for frequencies
far from odd resonances. However, on those odd res-
onances, this approximate equation cannot be used as
discussed previously. Instead one should use the exact
expressions of signal and noise to optimise Eqs. (33).
As an example, when the applied field frequency corre-
sponds exactly to the first odd resonance of the cavity,
i.e ωaL = πc and ω = ωa + πfs the optimum amplitude
of Xa is ∼ 12.8 V/m, whose corresponding experimental
sensitivity is χ ∼ 10−13 in the modest scenario, as shown
in Fig. 3.

Additionally, one can notice the presence of specific fre-
quencies where this sensitivity decreases significantly, the
experiment is almost insensitive to these DM frequencies.
As discussed in the previous section, from the approxi-
mate expression of the signal contribution Eq. (34b), we
have S(ω,Xa) ' 0 for ωL

c = 4π+ 2πn, n ∈ N accounting
for the loss of sensitivity.

In both scenarii presented here (modest and opti-
mistic), one can see from Fig. 3 that the experiment setup
proposed here would improve the current constraint on
the coupling χ compared to cosmological and astrophys-
ical observations and other already existing laboratory
experiments.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

If one decides to run this experiment aiming at un-
constrained regions of the exclusion plot, it would take
approximately five days of data-taking to cover the mass
range from 7 µeV to 10 µeV, while around 35 days would
be needed to cover the mass range from 35 µeV to 60 µeV,
assuming no dead time between the Tobs = 60 s obser-
vation runs. More realistically, reserving say 50% of the
total experimental time for manipulation of the atoms
and applied field, the total duration increases by a factor

two, which is still very reasonable.

With the appropriate set of parameters, in particular
the applied field amplitude Xa following Eq. (35c), both
sources of noise, systematic and statistical, are equal in
amplitude. This means that, in the search for high sen-
sitivity of the experiment, the optimum choice of Xa is
not to increase it as much as possible to maximise the
signal. Even though the signal is linear in Xa, the sys-
tematic uncertainty is quadratic in Xa, as stated at the
end of Section V B, implying a loss of sensitivity if the
experimenter decides to apply too much power inside the
cavity.

If the level of intensity fluctuations (RIN) of the ap-
plied field could be reduced e.g. by stabilizing the power
using low noise intensity measurements [48], the applied
field and/or the quality factor of the cavity could be in-
creased leading to an increase of the signal whilst keeping
the contribution from the RIN below that of the measure-
ment noise in Eq. (33). This way, the optimistic curve
presented in Fig. 3 would be achievable.

Some experiments use curved mirrors ([8], [9], [10]) to
focus the DM induced electric field into a reduced region,
to be able to detect more power. This method is not
considered here, but with the appropriate curvature, it
may improve the sensitivity of the experiment.

In conclusion, we propose a novel experiment that uses
Rydberg atoms inside a microwave cavity to search for
DP through its mixing with standard electromagnetism.
Our proposal features an optimised applied electric field
inside the cavity and Rydberg atoms as highly sensitive
probes of E2. This latter feature allows searching for the
cross-term between the applied and DP-induced fields,
thus allowing best sensitivity with relatively low sampling
frequencies.

Using realistic experimental parameters we show (see
Fig. 3) that such an experiment has the potential to sig-
nificantly improve on existing laboratory-experiments in
terms of the sensitivity, and more importantly, in terms
of the explored DP-mass regions. The latter can be more
specifically targeted by tuning the cavity size such that
resonances match the least explored regions. Finally, we
note that around the resonances the experimental sen-
sitivity is also better than indirect bounds coming from
cosmological considerations (blue region in Fig. 3).
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Appendix A: Does the DP field propagate or not?

Let us assume the dark photon vector field is an oscil-
lating field which does not propagate. In this case,

~EDM = ~XDM cos(ωt) . (A1)

This statement is true in the rest frame of dark matter
with constant mode k = 0. If we consider it moving with
respect to Earth at a velocity v = 10−3 c, which is the
typical mean velocity of the dark matter halo, we have

~EDM = ~XDM cos(ω′t− ~k′.~x) , (A2)

and from special relativity, we have

ω′ = γ(ω − ~v.~k) ≈ ω , (A3a)

~k′ = ~k +
1

v2
(γ − 1)(~v.~k)~v − 1

c2
γω~v ≈ − 1

c2
ω~v , (A3b)

since γ = 1− v2

2c2 ∼ 1. To neglect this propagation term,
we require 2π � k′L, with L the length of the cavity, or
equivalently, the de Broglie wavelength of the field has to
be much bigger than the size of the cavity. Considering
a length O(10 cm), the corresponding constraint on k′ is

k′ � 20π m−1 . (A4)

In this paper, we are interested in DP masses in mi-
crowave domain, 10−6 < mc2 (eV) < 10−4, or

k′ ∈ [0.05, 5]× 10−1 m−1 , (A5)

implying we can safely neglect the propagation term.
Note that if we were to work in the optical frequency
range, this propagation term should be kept, as in this
case, k′ ∈ [5, 25]× 106 m−1 � 2π/L.

Appendix B: Full calculation of field amplitude in
the cavity

1. Applied field

The experimental setup (Fig. 1) gathers an applied
field Ea with amplitude Xa, angular frequency ωa and
a time varying amplitude fluctuation ∆Xa with angular
frequency ω0, considered much smaller than ωa. This
field has random phase φ with respect to the DM in-

duced oscillating field ~EDM. Considering application of
this field at the left edge of the cavity, and assuming a
transmission coefficient of the mirror being t =

√
1− r2,

the first contribution at the center of the cavity reads

~E0
a(x = 0, t) = <

[
t

(
~Xae
−i(ωat−ka L2 +φ) +

∆ ~Xa

2

(
e−i(ω+t−k+ L

2 +φ+) + e−i(ω−t−k− L
2 +φ−)

))]
, (B1a)

where k± = ka ± k0. This contribution propagates un-
til the other cavity boundaries, gets reflected once with
a probability r such that boundary conditions are re-

spected, then comes back to the center, implying that
the second contribution reads

~E1
a(x = 0, t) = <

[
−treikaL

(
~Xae
−i(ωat−ka L2 +φ) +

∆ ~Xa

2

(
e−i(ω+t−k+ L

2 +φ+) + e−i(ω−t−k− L
2 +φ−)

))]
, (B2a)

the additional phase eikaL shows the time delay of E1

compared to E0 after half a round-trip. This occurs sev-
eral times and after an infinite number of round trips N,

the full contribution of the external applied field inside
the cavity is
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~Etot
a (x = 0, t) =

N=+∞∑
n=0

~Ena (x = 0, t) (B3a)

= t ~Xa<

[
e−i(ωat+φ) ei

kaL
2

1 + reikaL

]
+ t∆ ~Xa<

[
e−i(ω+t+φ+) ei

k+L

2

1 + reik+L

]
+ t∆ ~Xa<

[
e−i(ω−t+φ−) ei

k−L
2

1 + reik−L

]
(B3b)

≡ ~A(ωa) cos(ωat+ φ) + ~B(ωa) sin(ωat+ φ) +
∆Xa

2Xa

∑
i=±

(
~A(ωi) cos(ωit+ φi) + ~B(ωi) sin(ωit+ φi)

)
, (B3c)

where we assumed r < 1 such that rN → 0 and with

~A(ωa) =
t ~Xa (1 + r) cos

(
ωaL
2c

)
1 + 2r cos(ωaLc ) + r2

, (B4a)

~B(ωa) =
t ~Xa (1− r) sin

(
ωaL
2c

)
1 + 2r cos(ωaLc ) + r2

. (B4b)

One can notice a resonance at the center of the cavity for
even modes of the cavity, as expected.

2. DM field

Starting from the DM induced electric field with un-

known polarization direction ~XDM and angular frequency

ω, the same procedure as above can be realized to know
the DM electric field amplitude at the center of the cav-
ity. The subtleties of this calculation is that 1) only the
DM polarization transverse to the mirror is re-emitted,

noted ~XDM,‖; and 2) there are two different contribu-
tions, in phase, each being emitted from one of the edges
of the cavity. The total DM contribution at the center is
then

~Etot
DM(x = 0, t) = <

[
~XDMe

−iωt + 2 ~XDM,‖e
−i(ωt− kL2 ) 1

1 + reikL

]
(B5a)

≡ ~C(ω) cos(ωt) + ~D(ω) sin(ωt) , (B5b)

with

~C(ω) = ~XDM +
2 ~XDM,‖(1 + r) cos(ωL2c )

1 + 2r cos(ωLc ) + r2
, (B6a)

~D(ω) =
2 ~XDM,‖(1− r) sin(ωL2c )

1 + 2r cos(ωLc ) + r2
. (B6b)

The first term of Eq. (B5a) corresponds to the back-
ground oscillating DM field at the center, which is always
present, even without cavity. The second term is the DM
contribution from the cavity, which is almost equivalent,
in its form, to the total contribution of the applied field,
with an additional factor two, due to the emission of a
field from both edges of the cavity (instead of only one

for the applied field).

Appendix C: Signal and noise amplitudes

In this section, we wish to derive the expressions of the
signal contribution inside the cavity in Eq. (18) and of
the systematic effect in Eq. (31b).

1. Signal contribution

From Eq. (17), and using Eqs. (B4),(B6), we can write
the signal contribution as
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|E(ω, ωa)2| =
√(

~A(ωa) · ~C(ω) + ~B(ωa) · ~D(ω)
)2

+
(
~B(ωa) · ~C(ω)− ~A(ωa) · ~D(ω)

)2

(C1)

=

√(
~A(ωa)2 +B(ωa)2

)
·
(
~C(ω)2 + ~D(ω)2

)
(C2)

= XaXDMβ

√(
~A′(ωa)2 +B′(ωa)2

)
·
(
~C ′(ω)2 + ~D′(ω)2

)
, (C3)

where we used ~Xa · ~XDM = ~Xa · ~XDM,‖ = XaXDMβ and
where the prime quantities are defined as

A′(ωa) ≡
t (1 + r) cos

(
ωaL
2c

)
1 + 2r cos(ωaLc ) + r2

, (C4a)

B′(ωa) ≡
t (1− r) sin

(
ωaL
2c

)
1 + 2r cos(ωaLc ) + r2

, (C4b)

C ′(ω) ≡ 1 +
2(1 + r) cos(xL2c )

1 + 2r cos(xLc ) + r2
, (C4c)

D′(ω) ≡
2(1− r) sin(xL2c )

1 + 2r cos(xLc ) + r2
, (C4d)

i.e the polarizations are factorized from the amplitude

functions { ~A, ~B, ~C, ~D}. The signal amplitude can be eas-
ily simplified to

∣∣E(ω, ωa)2
∣∣ =

tXaXDMβ√
1 + 2r cos(ωaLc ) + r2

√
1 + 4

1 + (1 + r) cos(ωL2c )

1 + 2r cos(ωLc ) + r2
, (C5a)

and XDM = χc
√

2µ0ρDM from Eq. (12b). 2. Systematic effect contribution

Starting from the full expression of the systematic ef-
fect Eq. (31a), we can derive the noise amplitude ampli-
fied by the cavity as the sum of three different contribu-
tions, i.e

N1(ω, ωa) ≡ A(ωa)2
(

(A(2ωa − ω) +A(ω))
2

+ (B(2ωa − ω)−B(ω))
2
)
, (C6a)

N2(ω, ωa) ≡ B(ωa)2
(

(A(2ωa − ω)−A(ω))
2

+ (B(2ωa − ω) +B(ω))
2
)
, (C6b)

N3(ω, ωa) ≡ 4A(ωa)B(ωa) (A(2ωa − ω)B(ω) +B(2ωa − ω)A(ω)) , (C6c)

N(ω, ωa) ≡ N1(ω, ωa) + N2(ω, ωa) + N3(ω, ωa) . (C6d)

One can notice Ni(ω)’s, and by extension N(ω), are of order 4 in Xa, making
√
N(ω, ωa) ∝ X2

a , as expected.
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Cosmic string bursts in LISA
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Cosmic string cusps are sources of short-lived, linearly polarised gravitational wave bursts which
can be searched for in gravitational wave detectors. We assess the capability of LISA to detect these
bursts using the latest LISA configuration and operational assumptions. For such short bursts,
we verify that LISA can be considered as “frozen”, namely that one can neglect LISA’s orbital
motion. We consider two models for the network of cosmic string loops, and estimate that LISA
should be able to detect 1-3 bursts per year assuming a string tension Gµ ≈ 10−11 − 10−10.5 and
detection threshold SNR ≥ 20. Non-detection of these bursts would constrain the string tension to
Gµ . 10−11 for both models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The scientific objectives of the LISA mission [1], whose
launch is planned in 2037, are incredibly broad and cover,
amongst other things, the astrophysics of stellar bina-
ries, the detailed properties of black holes and tests of
General Relativity, galaxy formation and the measure-
ment of cosmological parameters (see [2–12] for recent
white papers). Furthermore, LISA may also discover new
cosmological sources of gravitational waves (GW), either
through their burst-like signal, or from their contribution
to the stochastic GW background (SGWB), or possibly
both. In this paper we focus on one such GW source,
namely cosmic strings, which are line-like topological de-
fects that may be formed in symmetry breaking phase
transitions in the early universe [13–16]. The potential
of LISA to detect cosmic strings through their contri-
bution to the SGWB was recently studied in depth in
[17]. However, as is well known, see e.g. [18, 19], cosmic
string cusps — points on the string which instantaneously
travel at the speed of light — also source GW bursts.
Whilst these have been searched for with LIGO-Virgo-
Kagra [20, 21], at LISA frequencies the existing studies
are somewhat dated, and limited to the Mock LISA Data
Challenge 3 (MLDC 3.4) [22–25]. The aim of this paper
is to reconsider the cosmic string burst signature taking
the latest LISA configuration and operation assumptions
with the most up-to-date cosmic string models. We do
not deal with the detection of these signals assuming that
the techniques similar to [24] are efficient.

We consider standard (non-current carrying) cosmic
strings parametrised by their dimensionless energy per
unit length Gµ related to the energy scale η of the phase

∗Electronic address: pierre.auclair@uclouvain.be
†Electronic address: stas@apc.in2p3.fr
‡Electronic address: quelquejay@apc.in2p3.fr
§Electronic address: steer@apc.in2p3.fr

transition by

Gµ ∼ 10−6
( η

1016 GeV

)2
. (1)

A network of cosmic strings contains both infinite strings
as well as a population of closed loops [15]. Multiple stud-
ies have shown that the network evolves to an attractor
self-similar scaling solution in which the energy density
in strings is a fixed fraction of the energy density of the
universe, and all characteristic length scales of the string
network are proportional to cosmic time t. Whereas the
scaling infinite string network leaves imprints at CMB
scales [26] with current constraints Gµ < 10−7 [27], the
GW signal is predominantly sourced by the loop distri-
bution. As loops oscillate they decay into GWs, and
since loops of different sizes are permanently sourced by
the infinite string network (from formation until today),
the produced GWs cover decades in frequency. They can
therefore be probed for by LIGO-Virgo-Kagra, LISA, and
PTA experiments. In [20, 21], the LIGO-Virgo-Kagra
collaboration has searched for both their SGWB and
burst signatures. The resulting constraints [21] depend
on the loop distribution, and are

Gµ . 9.6× 10−9 BOS Model

Gµ . 4× 10−15 LRS Model

where the LRS and BOS Models (the letters correspond
to the author’s names) refer to the two main loop dis-
tributions in the current literature, given in Refs. [28]
and [29] respectively. From the SGWB only, at PTA
frequencies, the current constraints are Gµ . 10−10 [30–
35]. In the LISA frequency band, the SGWB from cosmic
strings was recently studied in [17], where it was shown
that LISA should detect the SGWB from strings with
Gµ & O(10−17). As stated above, our aim in this paper
is to focus on the burst signature at LISA frequencies.

In section II we recall the main properties of the
beamed burst signal from cusps, including the frequency
dependence of the opening angle of the beam (which is
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2

β

FIG. 1: Schematic view of a cosmic string burst, with the
beaming angle θm in red and the misalignement angle β.

broader at LISA rather than LIGO frequencies, mean-
ing it is a priori easier to detect). Then in section III the
salient features of the LISA response are summarised. We
determine the cosmic string burst efficiency, namely the
probability that LISA can detect a burst of a given am-
plitude, i.e. the probability that its SNR is above a given
value SNRcut. In Section IV, we derive the rate of bursts
observable by LISA. We then evaluate the expected rate
for the LRS and BOS models in section V. We also con-
sider the case in which LISA does not detect bursts from
strings during the mission duration Tobs, leading to upper
bounds on µ. Finally, we conclude in section VI.

II. COSMIC STRING BURSTS

We start with a brief description of the GWs emitted
by cosmic string cusps, namely points on the string which
travel instantly at velocities close to the speed of light,
see [18, 19, 36] for detailed calculations.

The emission from these strong GW sources is concen-
trated in a beam, see Fig. 1, with a half-angle

θm(f) = [g2f(1 + z)`]
−1/3

, (2)

where ` is the invariant length of the loop at redshift z
containing the cusp, f is the observed GW frequency, and
g2 is a O(1) coefficient that we fixed to

√
3/4 as derived

in [19, 37]. Note that the beaming angle is limited to
θm(f) < 1. The logarithmic Fourier transform of the
cusp waveform is spread over a wide range of frequencies
following a power-law h̃(f) ∼ Af−4/3. Its amplitude is
given by

A(`, z, µ) = g1
Gµ`2/3

(1 + z)1/3r(z)
, (3)

where r(z) the proper distance to the cusp, and g1 ≈
0.85. In fact, the signal is cutoff at low frequencies by
the fundamental frequency of the loop f0 = 2/`, which
in the detector frame imposes

f > flow ≡
2

`(1 + z)
. (4)

Since the beaming angle θm becomes narrower as the fre-
quency increases, see Eq. (2), any misalignment of the

−7.5 −5.0 −2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5
Time [hours]

−0.2

0.0
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h
(t

)

×10−19

FIG. 2: Cusp strain in time domain computed using Eq. (7),
and fixing (see Section III) flow = f1 = 0.1mHz, fhigh = f2 =
50mHz, characteristic of LISA.

observer by a small angle β from the cusp direction re-
sults in a cutoff at high frequencies when β > θm. Hence
the observed frequency must satisfy

f < fhigh ≡
1

g2`β3(1 + z)
. (5)

As a consequence, and as the GW signal is linearly
polarized, the waveform of a cusp is only characterized
by

h̃(f) = A|f |−4/3Θ(f − flow)Θ(fhigh − f), (6)

which can also be expressed in the time domain with a
real Fourier transform

h(t) = 2A

∫ fhigh

flow

f−4/3 cos(2πft) df . (7)

This is plotted in Fig. II where, for illustrative purposes,
we have chosen values of flow and fhigh characteristic of
the LISA sensitivity band, see Section III. Finally, we
choose the convention that for a polarization angle ψ we
have in the solar system barycentre frame,

h+(t) = cos(2ψ)h(t) and h×(t) = sin(2ψ)h(t). (8)

III. LISA RESPONSE

LISA has a non-trivial response to the GW signal.
Not only is the wavelength of the GWs comparable to
the armlength, but also time-delay interferometry (TDI)
must be used. LISA’s satellites follow geodesic motion
around the sun and, as a result, the distance between
them is not equal and slowly changes in time (breath-
ing and flexing). TDI removes the laser frequency noise
by delaying and recombining individual measurements to
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reproduce the differential measurement with an equal op-
tical path (see [38] and references therein).

The duration of the GW burst from the cosmic strings
is much shorter than the orbital motion of LISA. There-
fore, with a very high precision (as we will justify later
by working in time domain), we consider LISA as static
(“frozen”), fixing its position at the maximum of the GW
signal in the time domain. Then the response becomes
a function of angular frequency ω = 2πf only, and the
Michelson X-TDI combination is given by (see Eq. (32)
of [39])

XS = ωL sin(ωL)eiωLh̃(ω/2π)
[
F+
13Υ13 − F+

12Υ12

]
, (9)

where the subscript S indicates the static-LISA approx-
imation, and the other two Michelson combinations can
be obtained by the permutation of spacecraft indices 1→
2→ 3→ 1. Note that in computing the response, we can
safely assume equal armlengths, L = L12 = L23 = L31,
the precise armlength measurement is required mainly for
the laser frequency cancellation. The F and Υ functions,
see [39], depend on the geometry and position of LISA
and on the polarization angle ψ. Note that this expres-
sion corresponds to 1.5-TDI generation [38]. The Michel-
son combinations above share one link and, therefore,
contain correlated noise. One can form noise-orthogonal
combinations referred to as A,E, T , see for example [38].
Since the response strongly suppresses the presence of
GW signal in T -combination, we compute the signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) using only A,E.

Finally, we use the power spectral density SA(f) of the
LISA noise given in [39]. This includes the contribution
of galactic confusion noise, for which we have chosen the
nominal time span of the LISA mission Tobs = 4.5 years.
Note that the noise rises sharply at low frequencies (be-
low 0.1mHz) and at high frequencies (above 0.2 Hz). The
SNR is then computed in the usual way

SNR2 = 4 Re

∫ f2

f1

|Ã(f)|2 + |Ẽ(f)|2

SA(f)
df . (10)

We have chosen f1 = 0.1mHz and f2 = 50mHz reflecting
the LISA sensitivity band.

As an additional check, we have also generated the
signal in the time domain, using Eq. (8) and following
the procedure described in [39]. Namely, we first compute
the response to the GW burst for a single laser link: from
the sender (s) to the receiver (r), using

yGWrs =
Φrs(ts − ~k · ~Rs(ts))− Φrs(t− ~k · ~Rr(t))

2(1− ~k · ~nrs)
(11)

where ~Rs/r is the vector position of the sending/receiving
spacecraft, ~nrs is a unit vector along the sender-receiver

link, ~k corresponds to the direction of propagation of
the GW and Φrs is the projection of the GW strain on
the link Φrs = ~nirs~n

j
rshij . We then computed the TDI

combinations using their definition (by applying the time

delays of Eq. (14) in [39] to Eq. (11)):

X1.5 = y13 +D13y31 +D13D31y12 +D13D31D12y21

− (y12 +D12y21 +D12D21y13 +D12D21D13y31) ,

where we have used the short-hand notation for the delay
operator Dijx(t) = x(t − Lij/c). This is the Michelson
TDI-1.5 combination without any approximations. We
have evaluated the SNR according to Eq. (10) using the
full TDI and have confirmed the validity of the static
LISA approximation Eq. (9).

Due to its finite sensitivity, LISA can only detect a
fraction of the cosmic string burst directed at the instru-
ment. We assess the detection efficiency of LISA using
P (SNR > x|A, β, z), the probability that the SNR of a
GW burst with amplitude A, misalignment angle β at
redshift z is higher than a given value x. We will calcu-
late it in the following section.

IV. RATE OF BURST IN LISA

Inspired by the framework established in Ref. [37], we
first calculate the event rate Ψ for an idealised ‘perfect’
observer who can detect any signal, however weak. This
rate Ψ is given in terms of the number of bursts ν that
are emitted per cosmic time, per proper volume V (z),
per unit angle β and per unit loop length `:

Ψ(`, β, z) =
1

1 + z

∂4ν

∂β∂t∂`∂V
=

sinβ

(1 + z)`
Nc

∂2N
∂`∂V

, (12)

where we have introduced the average number of cusps
per loop oscillation Nc and the loop number density
∂2N

/
∂`∂V . In this paper, we consider two models for

the loop number density, the BOS [28, 40] and LRS
[29, 41] models. These models were considered within
the LISA collaboration [17, 42] and the LVK collabora-
tion [20, 21], and the explicit expressions for ∂2N

/
∂`∂V

may be found in the references above. Both models aim
at describing the population of sub-Hubble loops in the
universe, hence they are only valid in the range

` < αt(z), (13)

with α = O(0.1).
In order to make the connection with Section III, we

now express Ψ in terms of amplitude using Eq. (3),
namely

Ψ(A, β, z) =

∣∣∣∣ ∂`∂A
∣∣∣∣Ψ(`, β, z) =

3Nc
2A

sinβ

(1 + z)

∂2N
∂`∂V

. (14)

The fraction of events per unit time detected by LISA is
Ψ weighted by the detection efficiency of LISA,

RLISA =

∫
dz dAdβΨ(A, β, z)P (SNR > SNRcut|A, β, z).

(15)



4

5 10 15 20 25

x

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

P
(S

N
R
>
x
|A

=
10
−

2
1
)

10−22 10−21 10−20 10−19

A

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ε(
A

)

FIG. 3: Left panel: Detection efficiency of LISA for a burst of amplitude A = 10−21 marginalized over the sky-localization of
the source and polarization angle. Right panel: Probability that a burst with amplitude A has SNR larger than SNRcut = 20.

For simplicity, we now assume that the SNR of the burst
is entirely determined by its amplitude A, namely

P (SNR > SNRcut|A, β, z) ∼ P (SNR > SNRcut|A).
(16)

This is an exact statement for bursts that are perfect
power-laws in the frequency band of LISA

flow < f1 < f2 < fhigh. (17)

We therefore take the conservative approach to discard
all the bursts that do not satisfy Eq. (17). Note that
the choice of the arbitrary frequencies f1 and f2 has two
competing effects on the SNR and the rate of bursts.
Indeed, a wider frequency band would increase the SNR
of individual bursts, as can be seen on Eq. (10). However,
it would also discard a larger number of burst candidates
because of the condition in Eq. (17). In this analysis,
we checked that varying (f1, f2) had no strong impact on
our results.

The two inequalities in Eq. (17) can be rewritten as

1 < g2(1 + z)`f1 (18)

β < [g2`(1 + z)f2]−1/3 ≡ βup(`, z). (19)

where the first, Eq. (18), is the requirement that the
beam always remain small, θm(f) < 1, for all the fre-
quency that we consider in our frequency band [f1, f2].
Eq. (19) acts as a upper limit βup for the misalignement
angle, and together the inequalities yield

βup(`, z) <

(
f1
f2

)1/3

≈ 0.1. (20)

Note that, in earlier analyses such as in Refs. [20, 21], no
distinction was made between f1 and f2, and both were
referred to as f∗. In this case, the misalignement angle
is only bounded from above by βup(`, z) < 1.

With these conditions, the only remaining dependence
on β in Eq. (15) is the term sinβ which can easily be
integrated to give

RLISA =

∫
dz dA

3β2
upNc

4(1 + z)A

∂2N
∂`∂V

P (SNR > SNRcut|A),

(21)
using the approximation 1− cosβup ≈ β2

up/2 since βup =
O(0.1).

We determine the LISA’s efficiency (16) for a fixed
burst amplitude A as a fraction of sources distributed
uniformly on the sky and in polarization angle detectable
with the SNR greater than x, P (SNR > x|A). The re-
sult is shown in the left panel of Fig. 3 for the amplitude
A = 10−21. On the other hand, we can compute the effi-
ciency as a function of the burst amplitude while choosing
the SNR threshold SNRcut = 20. The results are shown
in the right panel; we start detecting the bursts starting
with A ≥ 8 × 10−22. The SNR threshold SNRcut = 20
was chosen based on the simple background estimation.
We have performed a matched filtering on the simulated
LISA data containing Galactic white dwarf binaries and
instrumental noise (but no bursts from cosmic strings).
We have found no events above SNR 17, justifying the
choice of our threshold. However, a more exhaustive
study using a broad prior on the bursts parameter and
realistic simulated data (with other GW sources) is re-
quired to establish the definitive value of SNRcut. Fi-
nally, we integrate Eq. (21) numerically, enforcing the
conditions Eqs. (13) and (18) in order to obtain RLISA.

V. RESULTS

The expected rate of detected bursts in LISA for the
BOS and LRS models are presented in Fig. 4 for the
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FIG. 4: Expected rate of detected bursts in LISA as a func-
tion of the string tension for models BOS and LRS. In case
LISA does not detect bursts from cosmic string cusps, the or-
ange hatched region is excluded after Tobs = 82% × 4.5 years
and the blue hatched region is excluded after Tobs = 82%×10
years.

fixed number of cusps per oscillation period1 Nc = 2.
We compute the expected detection rate for the fixed
value of string tension: Gµ = 10−10.5 for BOS model
and 10−11.1 for LRS. This tension is compatible with the
latest PTA results if we assume that the observed com-
mon red noise signal is a stochastic GW signal originating
from the string network [43]. The rate for the two models
is

RLISA

(
Gµ = 10−10.5

)
=

BOS
1 yr−1 (22)

RLISA

(
Gµ = 10−11.1

)
=

LRS
3 yr−1. (23)

In the case in which LISA does not detect bursts from
cosmic string cusps during the mission duration Tobs, one
can put upper bounds on the string tension. If we as-
sume that the probability P (n, Tobs, Gµ) to observe n
bursts during Tobs follows a Poissonian rate with mean
TobsRLISA(Gµ), i.e.

P (n, Tobs, Gµ) =
[TobsRLISA(Gµ)]n

n!
e−TobsRLISA(Gµ),

(24)
we exclude values of the string tension for which the prob-
ability of non-detection (n = 0) is smaller than 5%

TobsRLISA(Gµ) > − ln(5%) ≈ 2.99573. (25)

Given the shape of the rate RLISA(Gµ), see Fig. 4, the
constraint of Eq. (25) provides an upper bounds on the

1 For a loop of length `, this corresponds to a rate of GW emission
˙̀ = −ΓGµ with Γ ≈ 50 [17, 31].

string tension. It is also clear that the bounds on the
string tension Gµ will depend on the mission’s operating
time. The shaded area in Fig. 4 intersecting the expected
rate indicates the upper bound on the tension.

We consider two LISA observation scenarios each with
a 82% duty cycle: (i) Nominal mission duration of 4.5
years, and (ii) Extended mission duration of 10 years.
In the case of no detection, we will be able to set the
constraints on Gµ for nominal and extended mission
periods as given in Table I.

Nominal Extended

BOS Model Gµ < 3 × 10−11 Gµ < 2 × 10−11

LRS Model Gµ < 4 × 10−12 Gµ < 3 × 10−12

TABLE I: 95% confidence upper bound on the string ten-
sion from the non-detection of GW cosmic string cusp event
for ’Nominal’ (4.5 years) and ’Extended’ (10 years) mission
duration and duty cycle 82%.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have assessed the capability of the most recent con-
figuration of LISA to detect GW bursts originating from
the cosmic string cusps. We have confirmed the validity
of the ”frozen” LISA approximation (Eq. (9)) by compar-
ing the results with the full LISA response calculations.

As such, this work completes previous analysis of GW
signals from cosmic strings that focused mainly on the
stochastic GW background or on bursts in the LIGO fre-
quency band. Whereas the stochastic GW background
from strings will be detectable with LISA for Gµ & 10−17

[17], we have shown that only the GW bursts from the
strings with tension Gµ & 10−11-10−12 could be detected
with SNR above 20.

However, we should say that this is not a fair compar-
ison. In order to detect the stochastic GW signal, we
need to detect and accurately characterize (to minimize
the residuals) all resolvable signals. This is quite a chal-
lenging task. On other hand, we need to confirm by a
more detailed study the SNR threshold for a reliable de-
tection of astrophysical GW bursts. This threshold will
also depend on our abilities to disentangle GW bursts
from the instrumental and environmental glitches (noise
artifacts). Some preliminary study was already done in
this direction [44, 45] which use the different way glitches
and GW signals impact the TDI.

The current bounds on the string tension set by the
several PTA collaborations are Gµ . 10−10, which is
higher than what is required for detectable bursts, there-
fore leaving a window for the discovery of strings in the
LISA band. In the next decade that remains before the
launch of LISA, bounds on Gµ from PTA experiments
are likely to become more stringent or to raise great ex-
citement if the common-red-process is confirmed to be a
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stochastic background of GWs.
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ABSTRACT

We explore possible extensions of the Weak Gravity Conjecture (WGC) to scalar field

theories. To avoid charged black hole remnants, the WGC requires the existence of a particle

with a mass m < gqMP , with charge q and U(1) gauge coupling g, allowing the decay to shed

the black hole charge. Although there is no obvious problem that arises in the absence of a U(1)

charge, it has been postulated that gravity must remain the weakest force even when extended to

scalar interactions. Quantifying this conjecture may be done by comparing scalar and gravitational

amplitudes, or as we advocate here by comparing scattering cross sections. In theories with non-

trivial field space geometries, by working out examples with perturbation theory around arbitrary

field values and performing tadpole resummations, we argue that the conjecture must be applied

only at extrema of the scalar potential (when expressed in locally canonical coordinates). We

consider several toy models in the context of no-scale supergravity and also consider examples of

inflationary models.
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1 Introduction

It has become apparent in recent years that not all effective field theories can be consis-

tently embedded into a theory of quantum gravity. In particular, arguments based on black

hole physics and string theory give rise to nontrivial constraints that restrict the observable

parameter space of low-energy quantum field theories. Theories which violate these con-

straints are deemed inconsistent when considered part of the larger, fundamental theory of

quantum of gravity and are relegated to what has become known as the swampland [1, 2].

Various swampland conjectures have been formulated (see [3] for a review) and used to test

the available parameter space of low-energy quantum field theories.

A nontrivial conjecture about a theory of quantum gravity is the weak gravity conjec-

ture (WGC) [4], which states that in a U(1) gauge theory with gauge coupling g coupled to

gravity, there must exist a charged particle with charge q and mass m satisfying m ≤ gqMP

(where MP is the (reduced) Planck mass). This bound is also consistent with the absence of

global symmetries in quantum gravity and the requirement of a maximum charge-to-mass

ratio q/m, so that extremal mass black holes can decay and leave no charged remnants.

Interestingly, the WGC can also be reformulated as the absence of a stable weakly-coupled

gravitational bound state [5]. In other words, requiring that the Coulomb repulsion is

larger than the gravitational attraction for the WGC particle with the largest charge-to-

mass ratio is equivalent to the WGC. This is sometimes also referred to as the Repulsive

Force Conjecture [6].

The bound state argument provides one way to generalize the WGC to include scalar

fields. For massless (moduli) fields that have cubic interactions with the WGC charged

particle, this gives rise to a Coulomb-like attractive force that modifies the WGC condition

to be [5]

m2 + gijµiµjM
2
P ≤ g2q2M2

P , (1.1)

where mµi = ∇tim
2/2 is the cubic coupling of the WGC particle to moduli ti and ∇ti is the

covariant derivative. An interesting consequence of (1.1) occurs when the scalar cubic inter-

action is tuned to the U(1) gauge coupling. In this case the mass, m, must be hierarchically

smaller than the Planck scale suggesting a possible form of UV/IR mixing [7]. However,

these generalizations require the presence of a charged particle and are not applicable to

purely scalar theories. Strictly speaking, Eq. (1.1) would imply that stable, uncharged

massive particles are forbidden. In the limit that the charge vanishes, the conjecture can

be salvaged by including repulsive scalar interactions and rewriting Eq. (1.1) as [5]

m2 + gijµiµjM
2
P ≤

1

2
gij∇ti∇tjm

2M2
P . (1.2)

Nevertheless, a conjecture solely for massless, scalar fields, partially-motivated in the

g → 0 limit can be formulated by requiring that the magnitude of the scalar force, whether

2



attractive or repulsive, is stronger than gravity [5]. The Scalar Weak Gravity Conjecture

(SWGC) can be expressed as 1

m2 ≤ gijµiµjM
2
P , (1.3)

where m is now the mass of a state that has a cubic coupling to the moduli ti. Unlike the

WGC, there are no charged black hole remnant arguments, and therefore this conjecture

remains on a weaker footing since it is not clear what goes fundamentally wrong if the

scalar force is weaker than gravity. Moreover, this conjecture based on long-range forces

only applies to massless scalar fields.

Instead, another form of the conjecture for scalar fields was put forth in Ref. [8] based

entirely on elevating the statement of gravity as the weakest force to a general principle. The

conjecture applies to any scalar field and gives rise to a condition on the scalar potential of a

canonically-normalized scalar field that is motivated from four-point scattering amplitudes.

The so-called strong SWGC (sSWGC) is a condition that combines a contact four-point

scalar interaction, which is repulsive and proportional to the Dirac delta function, with the

long range attractive interactions arising from gravity and the scalar field exchange due to

cubic interactions. As written, the condition on the scalar potential was expressed as

m2 ∂
2

∂φ2

(
1

m2

)
M2

P ≥ 1 (1.4)

or

2V ′′′2 − V ′′′′V ′′ ≥ V ′′2

M2
P

, (1.5)

where V ′ = ∂V/∂φ and m2 = V ′′. This implies one cannot factor out a universal distance

dependence and therefore the sSWGC encapsulates a UV/IR mixing effect. In fact, in the

case of one real scalar field, the condition is saturated for a potential that can be interpreted

as containing both Kaluza-Klein and winding states [8]. Furthermore, it was noticed in [8],

that even simple potentials such as V (φ) = 1
2
m2φ2 + 1

4
λφ4, violate the conjecture near the

minimum, φ = 0. This point was further emphasized in [9] where it was noted that the

same potential could be used to describe a dilute gas of non-relativistic atoms and hence

would violate this version of the conjecture. For other applications of this and related

conjectures see [10–14].

The sSWGC of Ref. [8] was also scrutinized in Ref. [15], where it was suggested to

consider the non-relativistic limit of four-point scattering amplitudes and to compare the

strength of the scalar and gravitational forces at the same energy scale in an attempt to

make sense of the UV/IR condition. In particular, this involved comparing the short-range

scalar contact interactions with the s-channel contact interaction of gravity at arbitrary

1Repulsive interactions can also be included in (1.3).
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scalar field values. This requires computing the scattering amplitudes for the scalar field

fluctuations. In terms of the potential this modifies Eq. (1.5) to read as∣∣∣∣λ− 5

3
µ2

∣∣∣∣ ≥ 3

2

m2

M2
P

, (1.6)

where λ corresponds to the four-point contact interaction, the factor of 5
3

accounts for

s, t, and u-channel diagrams in the non-relativistic limit and the factor of 3
2

corresponds

to single graviton exchange in the s-channel. These factors are easily understood from

the tree level diagrams shown in Fig. 1. In the nonrelativistic limit, the scalar exchange

diagrams contribute (1
3
,−1,−1) for the (s, t, u)-channel diagrams. The absolute value in

(1.6) accounts for either net repulsive or attractive forces, so long as they are stronger than

gravity. However, if Eq. (1.6) is applied at arbitrary field values, fluctuations about these

values induce generic linear terms in the scalar potential. Away from the potential extrema,

these linear terms can contribute to the potential scattering, but were not included in the

examples considered in Ref. [15].

<latexit sha1_base64="l6v7b8WEz3KlQh/xTtq1s64OQWE=">AAAB7nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiQi6rLoxmUF+4A2lJvJpB06mYSZiVBCP8KNC0Xc+j3u/BunbRbaemDgcM65zL0nSAXXxnW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxq6yRTlLVoIhLVDVAzwSVrGW4E66aKYRwI1gnGdzO/88SU5ol8NJOU+TEOJY84RWOlTl/YaIiDas2tu3OQVeIVpAYFmoPqVz9MaBYzaahArXuemxo/R2U4FWxa6WeapUjHOGQ9SyXGTPv5fN0pObNKSKJE2ScNmau/J3KMtZ7EgU3GaEZ62ZuJ/3m9zEQ3fs5lmhkm6eKjKBPEJGR2Owm5YtSIiSVIFbe7EjpChdTYhiq2BG/55FXSvqh7V/XLh8ta47aoowwncArn4ME1NOAemtACCmN4hld4c1LnxXl3PhbRklPMHMMfOJ8/P7OPhg==</latexit>

�
<latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ <latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ

<latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ

<latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ

<latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ

<latexit sha1_base64="9W6W5mEAPHuoMKZo9Hi0v0h0Abk=">AAAB6nicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqexKUY9FLx4r2g9ol5JNs21okl2SrFCW/gQvHhTx6i/y5r8xbfegrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ31vO+UWFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx61TJxqypo0FrHuhMQwwRVrWm4F6ySaERkK1g7HtzO//cS04bF6tJOEBZIMFY84JdZJDz2Z9ssVr+rNgVeJn5MK5Gj0y1+9QUxTyZSlghjT9b3EBhnRllPBpqVealhC6JgMWddRRSQzQTY/dYrPnDLAUaxdKYvn6u+JjEhjJjJ0nZLYkVn2ZuJ/Xje10XWQcZWklim6WBSlAtsYz/7GA64ZtWLiCKGau1sxHRFNqHXplFwI/vLLq6R1UfUvq7X7WqV+k8dRhBM4hXPw4QrqcAcNaAKFITzDK7whgV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwBgTI3f</latexit>µ

Figure 1: Tree level diagrams contributing to the four-point amplitude.

A further reformulation of the sSWGC was presented in Ref. [14] where it was pro-

posed that the pair production rate into charged particles of mass m by any force mediator

(spin 0 or 1) should be larger than the equivalent gravitational production rate. Inspired

by the pair production rate by massless moduli, Ref [14] also modified the condition (1.5)

to ∣∣ξV ′′′2 − V ′′′′V ′′∣∣ ≥ V ′′2

M2
P

, (1.7)

where absolute values are inserted and ξ is an order one constant. The pair production

argument, which involves an interaction rate rather than an amplitude, gives ξ = 1 in

contrast to ξ = 2 from (1.5), whereas the amplitude for the nonrelativistic scattering of a

single scalar field gives ξ = 5
3

as argued from (1.6). The approach taken in Ref. [14] is that

ξ is not particularly relevant and (1.7) is thought of as a swampland condition in the sense

that it becomes trivial when MP → ∞. However, the issue of whether the simple recipe

m2 → V ′′ is consistent or how to generalize the condition to multiple scalar fields remain

unanswered questions.
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In this paper, we further investigate the sSWGC and generalize the interpretation of

the constraint in terms of scattering amplitudes and interaction rates (or cross sections). To

compute the four-point scattering amplitudes we employ the novel techniques developed in

Ref. [16]. In general, we may have several scalar fields with nontrivial kinetic terms which

require a canonical normalization in order to compute scattering amplitudes [17–22]. As

shown in Ref. [16], we use Riemann normal coordinates (RNC) to canonically normalize

the kinetic terms. This allows us to calculate scattering amplitudes and test the scalar

conjectures for the various examples in no-scale supergravity [23]. Because of the Kähler

geometry inherent in supergravity theories, the use of Kähler normal coordinates (KNC)

was also advocated in [16]. Indeed in theories with complex fields the use of KNC can

greatly simplify the computation of amplitudes (when supersymmetry is unbroken). These

techniques are reviewed in Section 2.

Furthermore, as discussed in Ref. [16], under RNC (or KNC) field transformations,

the scattering amplitudes are only invariant at the potential extrema where the linear

terms vanish. When the linear terms are present, tadpole contributions to the four-point

scattering must be included, and we argue that the four-point scattering at an arbitrary

field value is then equivalent to computing the scattering amplitude at one of the potential

extrema. This means that the four-point scattering, and hence the scalar WGC, only needs

to be checked at the scalar potential extrema. In Section 3, we examine in some detail the

role of tadpoles. We first show that in simple models involving one or two real scalar fields,

invariance of the scattering amplitudes under field redefinitions is lost when tadpoles are

ignored. Of course at potential extrema where tadpole contributions are absent, invariance

is maintained. We also consider a perturbative example, which allows us to include tadpole

contributions consistently in our expansion parameter, and show that at next-to-leading

order the amplitudes computed away from the minimum are equal to the amplitude at the

minimum when tadpoles are included. Because we are formulating the sSWGC in terms

of amplitudes, in general, unless we have a way of summing up all tadpole contributions,

we will restrict our attention to computing amplitudes at extrema. We adapt an argument

from [24] using the Newton Tangent method to argue this point.

In Section 4, we consider real (and complex) scalar fields minimally coupled to gravity

through the energy momentum tensor. Assuming a Minkowski background, we compute

the s-channel gravitational scattering amplitudes which are then compared to scalar inter-

actions. Thus we further restrict our calculation to minima of the potential with (near)

vanishing vacuum energy. In general, these scattering amplitudes will contain an angular

dependence, and hence when strictly comparing amplitudes, the conjecture is only satisfied

in particular directions. To avoid this issue, we also integrate over the scattering angle,

effectively calculating a scattering cross section for each example we consider. The spirit

of the sSWGC would then require the total scalar cross section to be larger than the gravi-
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tational cross section. This captures the sense of the sSWGC reformulation in [14] arguing

that gravitational interaction rates (here given in terms of a cross section) are smaller than

all other competing rates. We label this the σSWGC.

In Section 5, we consider several examples that contain one or two complex scalar

fields. The amplitudes for these examples were computed in [16]. Since we are necessarily

dealing with multiple real scalar fields that have non-trivial kinetic terms, we cannot express

the constraint as simply as in Eq. (1.6). Instead, we can consider

|A|scalar ≥ |A|gravity , (1.8)

which is effectively the general form for Eq. (1.6) for a specific process (i.e., with specific

initial and final states). Then as noted above, we can integrate these amplitudes (squared),

and sum over final states to obtain

σscalar ≥ σgravity . (1.9)

In all of the simple examples considered, some form of Eq. (1.9) is satisfied whereas there

are instances where (1.8) is not, particularly since there is in general a dependence on the

scattering angle in the scattering amplitude.

In the WGC, it sufficed to have one particle satisfying Eq. (1.1). In the scalar version,

one could similarly argue that it is sufficient to have at least one initial state and final state

interaction which is stronger than gravity. As will see below this condition (σ11SWGC) is

satisfied in all of the examples we consider and is not very constraining. A stronger version

of this would require the existence of a scalar field for which the total inclusive cross section

is greater than the gravitational cross section (σ1iSWGC). This too is satisfied in all of our

examples and σ1iSWGC implies σ11SWGC. Still stronger versions of the conjecture might

require the interactions of all scalars to be stronger than gravity in at least one final state

channel (σa1SWGC) or summed over all final states (σaiSWGC). The latter is the most

restrictive and σaiSWGC implies σa1SWGC. In the examples considered, we will comment

on which of these conjectures is satisfied.

In Section 6, we consider two inflationary models motivated from no-scale super-

gravity. Both examples exhibit Starobinsky-like inflation [25], but originate from different

superpotentials and as such have different mass spectra. At the minimum of the potential,

both models satisfy the σaiSWGC, (i.e. Eq. (1.9) for inclusive cross sections for all initial

states). However, both models exhibit a limiting case extremum which is a saddle point as

the inflaton takes infinite field values. In one of the two examples, the σaiSWGC is violated

at the saddle point, for a limited range in center of mass energies (though σ1iSWGC is not),

whereas in the other, the σaiSWGC is always satisfied. Our conclusions are summarized in

Section 7.
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2 Review of Scattering Amplitudes in No-scale Su-

pergravity

As shown in [16], the calculation of scattering amplitudes in N = 1 supergravity theories

can be greatly simplified by making a field redefinition to Kähler normal coordinates. Here,

we briefly outline that procedure.

Given a Kähler potential, K(ZI , Z̄ Ī), and a superpotential, W , we can write the

following Lagrangian for the scalar sector of the theory as [26]

L = KIJ̄(Z, Z̄)∂µZ
I∂µZ̄ J̄ − V (Z, Z̄) , (2.1)

where ZI is a complex scalar field and KIJ̄ ≡ ∂i∂ j̄K. The scalar potential can be expressed

as

V (Z, Z̄) = eG
[
GIGJ̄K

IJ̄ − 3
]

= KIJ̄F
IF J̄ − 3eG , (2.2)

where

G ≡ K + ln |W |2 (2.3)

and

F I = −eG/2GIJ̄GJ̄ . (2.4)

The inverse Kähler metric is expressed with upper indices and KIJ̄KMJ̄ = δIM . For a

general Kähler metric, the calculation of scattering amplitudes can be quite cumbersome

as the fields ZI may not have canonical kinetic terms, thus complicating the expressions

for masses and propagators, etc.

As in the general theory of relativity, given a non-trivial space-time metric, it is always

possible to choose a local set of coordinates such that the metric is Minkowskian. Of course,

the necessary coordinate transformation is space-time dependent. These coordinates are

often referred to as Riemann Normal Coordinates (RNC). For a theory with real scalar

fields and a non-trivial background field metric, we can also transform to RNC by a suitable

field redefinition defined at any point in field space [16, 27–29]. Here, we will restrict our

attention to theories described by a Kähler geometry and the appropriate field redefinition

involves Kähler Normal Coordinates (KNC).

The transformation to KNC can be applied at any point in field space, and we take

ZI = wI + zI , where zI is the fluctuation about a background field value, wI . As shown in

Refs. [27,28], one can introduce a holomorphic field redefinition of the field fluctuations zI

zI −→ zα −
∞∑
N=2

1

N !
Γαβ1β2...βN

∣∣∣
w
zβ1zβ2 . . . zβN , (2.5)
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where

Γαβ1β2...βN
= ∇β1∇β2 . . .∇βN−2

ΓαβN−1βN
, (2.6)

with the covariant derivatives only acting on the lower indices. The capital Latin letters

I, J, . . . denote the original basis and the Greek letters α, β, . . . denote the Kähler normal

coordinate basis. In (2.5), the Christoffel symbols evaluated at the background field value

should be regarded as coefficients of the non-linear transformation.

The transformation to Kähler normal coordinates diagonalizes the Kähler metric and

canonically normalizes the complex fields. The additional transformation zα → K
−1/2
zαzα z

α

ensures that Kαβ̄(w, w̄) = δαβ̄(w, w̄). Thus, in Kähler normal coordinates, the general

two-derivative interaction Lagrangian with N massive complex scalar fields (2.1) becomes

L =
(
δαβ̄ +Rαβ̄γδ̄z

γ z̄δ̄ + . . .
)
∂µz

α∂µz̄β̄ − V (z, z̄) , (2.7)

where in terms of the Kähler potential, the Kähler curvature tensor Rαβ̄γδ̄ = Kαβ̄,γδ̄ −
Kµν̄Kµβ̄,δ̄Kαν̄,γ involves just ordinary partial derivatives.

The kinetic terms in the Lagrangian (2.7) lead to a four-point scattering amplitude

involving two complex and two complex conjugate fields given by

A
zα1zα2 z̄ᾱ3 z̄ᾱ4
4,kin = Rα1ᾱ3α2ᾱ4s12 , (2.8)

along with similar amplitudes obtained by permuting the indices and crossing symmetry.

The scattering amplitudes arising from the potential terms can be easily obtained by ap-

plying the field redefinition (2.5) in the scalar potential (2.2). Then the amplitudes can be

determined by taking ordinary partial derivatives with respect to the KNC complex fields.

For example, one obtains the following four-point amplitudes involving complex fields

A
zα1zα2 z̄ᾱ3 z̄ᾱ4
4,pot = − V α1ᾱ3α2ᾱ4 − V ᾱ3α1ᾱ4α2 +

1

2
(V α1α2ᾱ3ᾱ4 + V ᾱ3ᾱ4α1α2)

−
∑
β

(
V α1α2ρβVρβ

ᾱ3ᾱ4

s12 −m2
ββ̄

+
V α2ᾱ3ρβVρβ

α1ᾱ4

s14 −m2
ββ̄

+
V α1ᾱ3ρβVρβ

α2ᾱ4

s13 −m2
ββ̄

)
, (2.9)

where the indices are complex ρβ = β, β̄. Note that the expressions for the contractions

over ρβ are shorthand for example, V α1α2ρβVρβ
α3α4 = V α1α2β̄Vβ

α3α4 + V α1α2βVβ̄
α3α4 . Recall

also that in this basis, the mass matrix is diagonal, with Vαβ = Vᾱβ̄ = 0, and that indices in

this basis can be raised and lowered with a Kronecker delta. For more detail, see Ref. [16].

It is sometimes more convenient to express the Lagrangian in terms of real scalar

fields. If we use the field expansion zα = 1√
2

(χα + iξα) and z̄ᾱ = 1√
2

(χᾱ − iξᾱ) = z̄α =
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1√
2

(χα − iξα), the kinetic terms of the Lagrangian become

KKNC =
1

2
∂µχ

α∂µχα +
1

2
∂µξ

α∂µξα

+
1

4
Rαβ̄γδ̄

[
(∂µχ

α∂µχβ̄ + ∂µξ
α∂µξβ̄)(χγχδ̄ + ξγξ δ̄ − i(χγξ δ̄ − ξγχδ̄))

−(∂µχ
α∂µξβ̄ − ∂µξα∂µχβ̄)(χγξ δ̄ − ξγχδ̄ + i(χγχδ̄ + ξγξ δ̄))

]
. (2.10)

Using the above kinetic terms of the Lagrangian, we can write the four-point scattering

amplitudes. For example,

A
χα1χα2χα3χα4
4, kin = A

ξα1ξα2ξα3ξα4
4, kin =

1

4
(Rα1ᾱ3α2ᾱ4s12 +Rα1ᾱ2α3ᾱ4s13 +Rα1ᾱ2α4ᾱ3s14) + c.c.

(2.11)

Other combinations of the real fields χ and ξ as incoming and outgoing states are possible

and given in [16]. The potential contributions in this basis are analytically cumbersome

(these are also given in full in [16]) but again are easily obtained from the field redefinition

and splitting the complex fields to their real components.

The full scalar amplitude is given by Ascalar = A4, kin + A4, pot for a specified set

of initial states {α1, α2} and final states {α3, α4}. In the reformulated sSWGC, we then

require |A|scalar > |A|gravity which is discussed in detail in Section 4 below.

3 The role of tadpoles

3.1 Simple scattering amplitudes and non-linear field redefini-

tions

It was shown in Ref. [16] that scattering amplitudes in no-scale supergravity do not remain

invariant with respect to field redefinitions (in general non-linear) whenever tadpole terms

are present. That is, whenever amplitudes are evaluated away from a local extremum. Here

we show that the same problem exists in very simple toy models involving one or two real

scalar fields.

Consider first a single, massive real scalar field with quartic self-interactions described

by the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ− 1

2
m2
φφ

2 − 1

4!
λφφ

4 . (3.1)

The four-point scattering amplitude for fluctuations about the potential minimum, φ = 0

is immediately seen to be simply

A(0)
4φ = λφ . (3.2)
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Next, we perform a non-linear field redefinition φ → φ + aφ3 where a is a real parameter.

The Lagrangian up to quartic interactions becomes

L =
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ− 1

2
m2
φφ

2 + 3aφ2∂µφ∂
µφ− 1

4!

(
24am2

φ + λφ
)
φ4 . (3.3)

Note that the field redefinition was chosen with a linear term in φ so that at the quadratic

level the Lagrangians (3.1) and (3.3) are identical. The four-point amplitude derived from

the potential terms is now

Apot
4φ = 24am2

φ + λφ . (3.4)

However, kinetic terms of the form fφ2∂µφ∂
µφ also provide a contribution, −8fm2

φ, so that

with f = 3a,

Akin
4φ = −24am2

φ , (3.5)

and the total amplitude is again given by Eq. (3.2). Note that adding a cubic term to

the Lagrangian of the form (µ/3!)φ3 would not affect the invariance for fluctuations about

the zero background value. The cubic interaction would add φ exchange diagrams (as

in Fig. 1) to the four-point amplitude which becomes A4φ = λφ − 5
3
µ2/m2

φ in the non-

relativistic limit. A simple calculation shows that the same result is obtained after the

non-linear transformation.

Perhaps a more interesting example involves two real scalar fields, φ and η, where we

assume a similar Lagrangian for η with mass mη and self-interaction λη. Since the fields are

decoupled, there is no non-zero amplitude for φφ → ηη scattering (or any permutation of

these fields). Performing the transformations φ→ φ+ aφ3 + bφη2 and η → η+ cη3 + dηφ2,

where a, b, c, d are constants, the Lagrangian, up to quartic interactions, becomes

L =
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+ (3aφ2 + bη2)∂µφ∂
µφ+ 2(b+ d)ηφ∂µφ∂

µη

+
1

2
∂µη∂

µη + (dφ2 + 3cη2)∂µη∂
µη

−1

2
m2
φ(φ2 + 2aφ4 + 2bφ2η2)− 1

4!
λφφ

4

−1

2
m2
η(η

2 + 2cη4 + 2dφ2η2)− 1

4!
ληη

4 . (3.6)

The amplitude for φφ→ φφ is, as before, A4φ = λφ, and similarly A4η = λη. For φφ→ ηη,

the contributions from the potential terms are

Apot
2φ2η = 4(bm2

φ + dm2
η) , (3.7)

and from the kinetic terms

Akin
2φ2η = 2b(s− 2m2

φ) + 2d(s− 2m2
η)− (2b+ 2d)s = −4(bm2

φ + dm2
η) , (3.8)
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where s = (p1 + p2)2 is the Mandelstam variable. The sum of these contributions Apot
2φ2η +

Akin
2φ2η = 0. Of course, this should not come as a surprise. We are calculating a scattering

amplitude in a well-defined background corresponding to the potential minimum at φ =

η = 0 and we expect the invariance of the scattering amplitudes with respect to field

redefinitions because the original and field-transformed Lagrangians are identical at the

quadratic level.

Let us now shift the field in Eq. (3.1) away from its minimum by taking φ = v + ϕ.

While the kinetic terms for the shifted field are unchanged (i.e. they remain minimal),

the potential contains additional constant, linear, quadratic and cubic terms. The nonzero

linear terms generated at generic field values v 6= 0, imply that the scattering of the

fluctuations ϕ, is no longer occurring at a potential minimum. Clearly, the background field

value is now time dependent and the process is not strictly equivalent to potential scattering

around a stable vacuum. Nevertheless, in a Fourier expansion of the time-dependent field,

we can ignore the time-dependent modes of the scalar field and just consider the time-

independent zero mode to define a scattering process. This approximation is only valid

where v̇ can be neglected compared to the interaction time scale, but will be sufficient for

our purposes.

With these caveats, the scattering amplitude for v 6= 0 in the non-relativistic limit

becomes

A(v)
4ϕ = λφ −

5

3

λ2
φv

2

m2
φ + 1

2
λφv2

, (3.9)

where the second term includes contributions from s, t, and u exchange diagrams generated

by the cubic coupling, λφv with a mass squared, m2
φ + 1

2
λφv

2, and we have ignored any

contributions from the linear (tadpole) terms. If we now perform the non-linear redefinition

on the fluctuation, ϕ→ ϕ+ aϕ3, the kinetic and potential contributions to the four-point

contact term conspire to still give λφ, however, the ϕ-exchange terms in the non-relativistic

limit lead to a total amplitude

A(v)
4ϕ = λφ −

5

3

v2(λφ + 6a(m2
φ + 1

6
λφv

2))2

m2
φ + 1

2
λφv2

, (3.10)

which disagrees with Eq. (3.9) for all a 6= 0, when v 6= 0. We can only conclude that the

inclusion of the tadpole terms is necessary for the invariance of the amplitudes.

The latter statement is much easier expressed than calculated. Consider for example,

the above single field model with mφ = 0. When we shift the field to a non-zero vacuum

value, we generate a constant, a tadpole term, a mass term, and a cubic term. Imagine

including a single tadpole contribution to the four-point contact term, as shown in the

11



second diagram in Fig. 2. The contribution to the amplitude is

∆A(1ti)
4ϕ = λφ

(λφv)(1
6
λφv

3)
1
2
λφv2(p2

i − 1
2
λφv2)

=
1
3
λ2
φv

2

p2
i − 1

2
λφv2

, (3.11)

where λφv corresponds to the cubic vertex connecting to the tadpole, 1
6
λφv

3 is the linear

term and the denominator accounts for the two propagators with mass 1
2
λφv

2 and mo-

mentum pi of the external leg containing the tadpole. Since this is a non-perturbative

contribution, we must also include diagrams with an arbitrary number of tadpoles gen-

erated either through the contact or cubic couplings. Examples of the series of diagrams

needed to be summed are shown in Figs. 2 and 3. In addition, we would have to include

all of the contributions of the tadpoles to the s, t, and u exchange diagrams generated

by the shifted field. We have not found a way to sum all of these diagrams in complete

generality. We provide however a specific example, where the contribution of the tadpoles

can be included perturbatively.
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Figure 2: Corrections to the four-point contact diagram including an infinite series of tadpole

diagrams from cubic vertices.
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Figure 3: Additional correction diagrams involving both cubic and quartic vertices.

3.2 A perturbative toy example including tadpoles

Let us start again with the Lagrangian in Eq. (3.1) and shift the field to an nonzero vacuum

value with ε ≡ v/mφ � 1. That is, we consider only background field values close to the
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potential minimum at φ = 0. The Lagrangian (3.1) becomes

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

2
ε2m4

φ

(
1 + ε2

λφ
12

)
−m3

φε

(
1 + ε2

λφ
6

)
ϕ

−1

2
m2
φ

(
1 + ε2

λφ
2

)
ϕ2 − 1

3!
ελφmφϕ

3 − 1

4!
λφϕ

4 . (3.12)

Consider the four-point scattering amplitude. To order ε0 (i.e., ignoring the tadpoles and

exchange diagrams), there is only a contact term contributing

A(0)
4ϕ = λφ , (3.13)

to the total amplitude as in Eq. (3.2). For the next correction to the four-point amplitude,

at order ε2, there are s, t, and u exchange diagrams which contribute

A(3)
4ϕ = ε2λ2

φm
2
φ

(
1

s−m2
φ

+
1

t−m2
φ

+
1

u−m2
φ

)
= −5

3
ε2λ2

φ , (3.14)

where the second equality corresponds to the non-relativistic limit (s ≈ 4m2
φ, t ≈ 0, u ≈ 0).

These arise from the same diagrams shown in Fig. 1 with µ = ελφmφ.

Next, it is possible to place a tadpole on one or both of the vertices of the exchange

diagrams. For one tadpole insertion,

A(31t)
4ϕ = −2ε2λ2

φm
2
φ

(
1

s−m2
φ

+
1

t−m2
φ

+
1

u−m2
φ

)
=

10

3
ε2λ2

φ , (3.15)

where the factor of two in front accounts for inserting the tadpole on either vertex and the

second equality is the nonrelativistic limit. Inserting tadpoles on each vertex gives

A(32t)
4ϕ = ε2λ2

φm
2
φ

(
1

s−m2
φ

+
1

t−m2
φ

+
1

u−m2
φ

)
= −5

3
ε2λ2

φ , (3.16)

where again the nonrelativistic limit has been taken in the second equality. The three

diagrams contributing to Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16) are shown in Fig. 4. One readily sees that

A(3)
4ϕ +A(31t)

4ϕ +A(32t)
4ϕ = 0.
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Figure 4: Tadpole contributions to A(31t)
4ϕ and A(32t)

4ϕ in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16).
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This cancellation at order ε2 in the four-point amplitude is already apparent in the

cubic vertex at order ε. Indeed, the effective cubic vertex obtained from inserting the

tadpole in the contact term is

A(1t)
3ϕ = −λφmφε

(
1− λφ

2
ε2 + . . .

)
. (3.17)

Thus, the effective cubic vertex A(0)
3ϕ + A(1t)

3ϕ = O(ε3) where from the Lagrangian (3.12)

A(0)
3ϕ = λφmφε.

Furthermore, there are contributions to order ε2 from adding tadpoles to the contact

interaction. There is 1) a contact term with a single tadpole

A(41t)
4ϕ = −λφ

(m2
φv)(λφv)

m2
φ(p2

i −m2
φ)

= −ε2
λ2
φm

2
φ

p2
i −m2

φ

, (3.18)

as in the second diagram in Fig. 2. In this expression, pi refers to the momentum of the leg

where the tadpole is placed, which can be any one of the incoming or outgoing momenta.

A pair of tadpoles can also be joined to the contact coupling on any of the four legs as in

the second diagram of Fig. 3, giving

A(42t)
4ϕ = λφ

λφ(m2
φv)2

m4
φ(p2

i −m2
φ)

= ε2
λ2
φm

2
φ

p2
i −m2

φ

, (3.19)

so that their sum A(41t)
4ϕ +A(42t)

4ϕ = 0.

Thus to order ε2, all tadpole terms are cancelled and the total amplitude at back-

ground field values away from (but close to) the minimum is exactly equal to the amplitude

at the minimum, Atot = A(0)
4ϕ . All other diagrams with tadpoles are of higher order in ε.

We have also checked that this cancellation is maintained to order ε4. This result, if true

to all orders in ε and for arbitrarily large values of ε (i.e., non-perturbative), would im-

ply that scattering amplitudes calculated at arbitrary field values are simply equivalent

to the amplitudes calculated at the minimum. If true, this is an important result as we

have already seen, the calculation of amplitudes at arbitrary field values when ignoring the

tadpole contributions leads to results which are dependent on particular field redefinitions

which renders the notion of an invariant scattering amplitude meaningless.

3.3 Tadpole resummations and the Newton tangent method: Feyn-

man versus Newton

Given that a general scalar potential can have several extrema, an important question is

the following. If a scattering amplitude is computed at an arbitrary scalar field value, to
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which extremum will the amplitude converge to, after tadpole resummations? The answer

was provided in [24], where it was shown that tadpole resummations for scalar VEVs have

a remarkably simple interpretation using Newton’s tangent method, a highly convergent

iterative procedure to find roots of non-linear algebraic equations. In the single field case,

it amounts to considering the function V ′(Φ), whose zeroes are the extrema of the scalar

potential. One starts at a scalar field value Φ(0) with a “wrong vacuum”, and proceeds with

a sequence of iterations determined by the zeroes of the curves tangent to the derivative of

the potential

V ′(Φ) = V ′(Φ(n)) + V
′′
(Φ(n)) (Φ− Φ(n)) . (3.20)

The subsequent field values are defined recursively from V ′(Φ = Φ(n+1)) = 0 to give

Φ(n+1) = Φ(n) − V ′(Φ(n))

V ′′(Φ(n))
, (3.21)

with Φ(n) denoting the n-th iteration of the initial field value Φ(0).

By denoting V ′(Φ(0)) ≡ V ′, V
′′
(Φ(0)) ≡ V

′′
and similarly for the higher derivatives,

the first two iterations of the field value are given explicitly by

Φ(1) = Φ(0) − V ′

V ′′
,

Φ(2) = Φ(1) − V ′(Φ(1))

V ′′(Φ(1))
= Φ(0) − V ′

V ′′

1 +

(V ′)V
′′′

2(V ′′ )2 −
(V ′)2V

′′′′

6(V ′′ )3

1− V ′V ′′′

(V ′′ )2 + (V ′)2V ′′′′

2(V ′′ )3

 ,

= Φ(0) − V ′

V ′′
− (V ′)2V

′′′

2(V ′′)3
+

(V ′)3V
′′′′

6(V ′′)4
+ · · · , (3.22)

where in the last line an expansion is made in the number of tadpole insertions. It can be

shown that each term in the tadpole expansion (3.22) corresponds to a specific Feynman

diagram, including its correct combinatorial factor. The Feynman diagrams for the terms

in (3.22) are shown in Figure 5. It is clear from (3.22) that the tangent method implements

an infinite resummation of diagrams (analogous to Dyson resummation in perturbation

theory), with better convergence properties towards an extremum. In general, as is well

known for the Newton tangent method (NTM) and exemplified in [24] for some scalar

potentials, the iterated field value always ends at an extremum. If the initial field value is

sufficiently close to an extremum, then the iteration always converges to this extremum.

However, for field values far from an extremum, the limit of the iteration depends on the

form of the scalar potential (in particular, derivatives, extrema and inflection points), and

one can end in a far away extremum. The number of iterations is a priori infinite, but

for special tuned initial field values, the iteration can end after one or two steps, since an

iteration can “shoot” directly onto an extremum!

15



<latexit sha1_base64="ZEvaKQndXb0M5gZQvDHVlSwdRSY=">AAACB3icbZDLSgMxFIbPeK31NupSkGAR6qbMSFFBhKIblxXsBTpjyaSZNjRzIckIZejOja/ixoUibn0Fd76NmXYW2nog4ef7zyE5vxdzJpVlfRsLi0vLK6uFteL6xubWtrmz25RRIghtkIhHou1hSTkLaUMxxWk7FhQHHqctb3id+a0HKiSLwjs1iqkb4H7IfEaw0qhrHjj1AbtPy/bxGDkX6DK7cmRp1DVLVsWaFJoXdi5KkFe9a345vYgkAQ0V4VjKjm3Fyk2xUIxwOi46iaQxJkPcpx0tQxxQ6aaTPcboSJMe8iOhT6jQhP6eSHEg5SjwdGeA1UDOehn8z+skyj93UxbGiaIhmT7kJxypCGWhoB4TlCg+0gITwfRfERlggYnS0RV1CPbsyvOieVKxTyvV22qpdpXHUYB9OIQy2HAGNbiBOjSAwCM8wyu8GU/Gi/FufExbF4x8Zg/+lPH5A5IllpQ=</latexit>

�(1) = �(0)

<latexit sha1_base64="EnJIcwZnlyctwVKhY6PM67/LsQ4=">AAACB3icbZDLSgMxFIbP1Futt1GXggSLUDdlphQVRCi6cVnBXqAzlkyatqGZC0lGKEN3bnwVNy4UcesruPNtzLSz0NYDCT/ffw7J+b2IM6ks69vILS2vrK7l1wsbm1vbO+buXlOGsSC0QUIeiraHJeUsoA3FFKftSFDse5y2vNF16rceqJAsDO7UOKKujwcB6zOClUZd89CpD9l9UqqcTJBzgS7TK0O2Rl2zaJWtaaFFYWeiCFnVu+aX0wtJ7NNAEY6l7NhWpNwEC8UIp5OCE0saYTLCA9rRMsA+lW4y3WOCjjXpoX4o9AkUmtLfEwn2pRz7nu70sRrKeS+F/3mdWPXP3YQFUaxoQGYP9WOOVIjSUFCPCUoUH2uBiWD6r4gMscBE6egKOgR7fuVF0ayU7dNy9bZarF1lceThAI6gBDacQQ1uoA4NIPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1pyRzezDnzI+fwCVRpaW</latexit>

�(2) = �(1)

Figure 5: The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the first few terms in the Newton tangent

method.

The upshot of the method is that starting from a given initial field value, one can

graphically find the extremum one is driven to upon the tadpole diagram resummations.

If one restricts to a specific initial field range, only a subset of all extrema can be reached,

whereas if one is interested in all possible initial field values, one can generically end up at

any extremum of the scalar potential.

The tangent method can also be applied to higher derivatives of the scalar potential,

or more generally in the quantum case to the one-point irreducible (1PI) diagrams. Each

iteration of the field value Φ(n) defines a corresponding iteration for these diagrams and

a posteriori for the whole effective potential. Let us consider the second derivative. The

NTM iteration in this case is defined by

V
′′
(Φ(n+1)) = V

′′
(

Φ(n) − V ′(Φ(n))

V ′′(Φ(n))

)
. (3.23)

The first iteration is given by

V
′′
(Φ(1)) = V

′′
(

Φ(0) − V ′(Φ(0))

V ′′(Φ(0))

)
= V

′′ − V ′V
′′′

V ′′
+

(V ′)2V
′′′′

2(V ′′)2
+ . . . , (3.24)

corresponding to the diagrams shown in the top panel of Fig. 6. Working out the numer-

ical factors one finds that the first iteration already gives the exact result for the second

derivative in the correct vacuum, m2. The second iteration starts from

V
′′
(Φ(2)) = V

′′
(

Φ(1) − V ′(Φ(1))

V ′′(Φ(1))

)
= V

′′
(Φ(1))−V

′(Φ(1))V
′′′

(Φ(1))

V ′′(Φ(1))
+

(V ′(Φ(1)))2V
′′′′

(Φ(1))

2(V ′′(Φ(1)))2
+. . . .

(3.25)

Using the first iteration (3.24), one finally obtains

V
′′
(Φ(2)) = V

′′
(Φ(1))− V ′

V ′′

V ′V
′′′

2(V ′′ )2 −
(V ′)2V

′′′′

6(V ′′ )3

1− V ′V ′′′

(V ′′ )2 + (V ′)2V ′′′′

2(V ′′ )3

(
V
′′′ − V ′V

′′′′

V ′′

)
,

' V
′′
(Φ(1))−

[
(V ′)2V

′′′

2(V ′′)3
− (V ′)3V

′′′′

6(V ′′)4

](
V
′′′ − V ′V

′′′′

V ′′

)
+ · · · , (3.26)
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corresponding to the Feynman diagrams displayed at the bottom panel of Fig. 6. We find

that the contributions of the diagrams from the second iteration cancel precisely among

themselves. The next iteration only comes from expanding the denominator (first line

of (3.26)) in the second iteration, and the corresponding diagrams are obtained graphi-

cally with additional tadpole insertions obtained in the second iteration. This leads to a

“non-renormalization” theorem: since the diagrams obtained in the second iteration ex-

actly cancel amongst themselves, the higher order iterations will also cancel, and therefore

the first iteration already provides the exact 1PI two-point function at zero-momentum

(physical mass) in the correct vacuum.

<latexit sha1_base64="frgrKOxQF7bFKoFx7VOXO4e51mQ=">AAACEHicbZBNS8MwGMfT+TbnW9Wjl+CQbZfRylBBhKEXjxPcC6x1pFm6haVpSVJhlH0EL34VLx4U8erRm9/GdOthbj6Q8Of3fx6S5+9FjEplWT9GbmV1bX0jv1nY2t7Z3TP3D1oyjAUmTRyyUHQ8JAmjnDQVVYx0IkFQ4DHS9kY3qd9+JELSkN+rcUTcAA049SlGSqOeWWqVSmWnMaQPSdmuTCrQuYRX6TXHLc17ZtGqWtOCy8LORBFk1eiZ304/xHFAuMIMSdm1rUi5CRKKYkYmBSeWJEJ4hAakqyVHAZFuMl1oAk806UM/FPpwBad0fiJBgZTjwNOdAVJDueil8D+vGyv/wk0oj2JFOJ495McMqhCm6cA+FQQrNtYCYUH1XyEeIoGw0hkWdAj24srLonVatc+qtbtasX6dxZEHR+AYlIENzkEd3IIGaAIMnsALeAPvxrPxanwYn7PWnJHNHII/ZXz9Atu5mLg=</latexit>

V 00(�(1)) = V 00(�(0))

<latexit sha1_base64="/50ZfP7N2+Zhp0Q4/uYqn91sFqM=">AAACEHicbZBNS8MwGMdTX+d8q3r0Ehyy7TLaMVQQYejF4wT3AmsdaZZuYWlaklQYZR/Bi1/FiwdFvHr05rcx3XqYmw8k/Pn9n4fk+XsRo1JZ1o+xsrq2vrGZ28pv7+zu7ZsHhy0ZxgKTJg5ZKDoekoRRTpqKKkY6kSAo8Bhpe6Ob1G8/EiFpyO/VOCJugAac+hQjpVHPLLaKxZLTGNKHpFQtT8rQuYRX6TXHbc17ZsGqWNOCy8LORAFk1eiZ304/xHFAuMIMSdm1rUi5CRKKYkYmeSeWJEJ4hAakqyVHAZFuMl1oAk816UM/FPpwBad0fiJBgZTjwNOdAVJDueil8D+vGyv/wk0oj2JFOJ495McMqhCm6cA+FQQrNtYCYUH1XyEeIoGw0hnmdQj24srLolWt2GeV2l2tUL/O4siBY3ACSsAG56AObkEDNAEGT+AFvIF349l4NT6Mz1nripHNHIE/ZXz9At7fmLo=</latexit>

V 00(�(2)) = V 00(�(1))

,

Figure 6: The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the first iteration given by Eq. (3.24) (top

panel) and the second iteration given by Eq. (3.25) (bottom panel) using Newton’s tangent

method.

It is also instructive to work out the case of the three-point function V
′′′

. The iteration

in this case is

V
′′′

(Φ(n+1)) = V
′′′
(

Φ(n) − V ′(Φ(n))

V ′′(Φ(n))

)
= V

′′′
(Φ(n))− V ′(Φ(n))

V ′′(Φ(n))
V
′′′′

(Φ(n)) + . . . , (3.27)

where . . . refer to higher-order derivatives which vanish for the example in Section 3.2.

The first iteration leads to

V
′′′

(Φ(1)) = V
′′′ − V ′

V ′′
V
′′′′

+ . . . , (3.28)

corresponding to the diagram shown in the top panel of Fig. 7. The second iteration leads

to

V
′′′

(Φ(2)) = V
′′′
(

Φ(1) − V ′(Φ(1))

V ′′(Φ(1))

)
,

= V
′′′

(Φ(1))− V ′

V ′′

V ′V
′′′

2(V ′′ )2 −
(V ′)2V

′′′′

6(V ′′ )3

1− V ′V ′′′

(V ′′ )2 + (V ′)2V ′′′′

2(V ′′ )3

V
′′′′

+ . . . , (3.29)
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Figure 7: The Feynman diagrams corresponding to the first iteration given by Eq. (3.28) (top

panel) and the second iteration given by Eq. (3.29) (bottom panel) using Newton’s tangent

method.

Figure 8: Diagrams that do not contribute to the tadpole resummations in the cubic vertex,

since they have a non-zero momentum flowing in the internal propagator.

corresponding to the diagrams illustrated in the bottom panel of Fig. 7.

Note that an interesting new feature arises in this case. Whereas in the case of the two-

point function the NTM iteration provides all Feynman diagrams with tadpole insertions in

perturbation theory, in the case of three-point functions there are four additional Feynman

diagrams in Fig. 8 that are not present in the NTM iterations shown in Fig. 7. We find that

first of all, the four diagrams in Fig. 8 cancel amongst themselves. Secondly, by adding

momenta on the external lines, NTM iterations only generate diagrams where internal

propagators have zero momenta, since they are always connected to tadpole insertions.

This is indeed the case for the diagrams in Fig. 7 and are therefore the analog of 1PI

diagrams of the effective action in perturbation theory. The four different diagrams in

Fig. 8 have internal propagators carrying non-zero momentum, since they are not uniquely

connected to tadpole insertions and therefore are the analog of reducible 1PI diagrams for

the effective action. One can also check that the numerical factors in the NTM iteration do

match the two diagrams in Fig. 7, whereas some diagrams in Fig. 8 have different (compared

to the NTM iteration) numerical factors. From this viewpoint, the case of the four-point

function (V
′′′′

) in the model defined in Eq. (3.12) is very simple. The NTM iteration in

this case is trivial since V
′′′′′

= 0 and therefore all possible Feynman diagrams with tadpole

insertions should be reducible. Indeed, by an explicit check, one finds that all diagrams with

four-external legs and tadpole insertions have at least one internal propagator with a non-

zero momentum, since they are not uniquely connected to tadpole insertions. Therefore,

they do not contribute to the renormalization of the self-coupling, although they should be

taken into account in computing physical four-point amplitudes.
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Physical amplitudes contain both reducible and irreducible diagrams. Since irre-

ducible diagrams converge by themselves to the result at extrema of the scalar potential, it

is clear that all diagrams, reducible and irreducible, will do the same. Whereas we checked

this explicitly in Section 3.2 for the example at hand, we believe that the results of this

section add strong evidence that this is a general result for perturbation theory amplitudes

evaluated at an arbitrary field value.

4 Gravitational scattering amplitudes

To test the SWGC, we must compare the amplitudes from non-gravitational interactions

with the amplitude induced by s-channel graviton exchange. The gravity t and u channels

are not included because they give rise to a long-range Coulomb interaction and therefore

cannot be compared with the effective short range (Dirac delta function) scalar interaction

in the non-relativistic limit. Only the gravity s-channel gives a short range interaction,

which can then be compared with the scalar interaction [15].

We start with the Lagrangian (see e.g., [30]) coupling a real scalar field φ to gravity

L = − 1

MP

hµνT
µν
φ , (4.1)

where the metric is expanded about Minkowski space-time with gµν = ηµν + hµν/2MP

and hµν is the canonically-normalized perturbation. The energy-momentum tensor for a

complex scalar field takes the standard form

T µνz = (∂µzα∂ν z̄ᾱ + ∂νzα∂µz̄ᾱ)− ηµν
[
∂λzα∂λz̄ᾱ − V (z, z̄)

]
+ . . . , (4.2)

where ... refers to couplings of zα to additional degrees of freedom in the supergravity

Lagrangian. The scattering amplitude for zα1 z̄ᾱ1 → zα2 z̄ᾱ2 then takes the form

Azα1 z̄ᾱ1zα2 z̄ᾱ2 =
1

M2
P

M α2ᾱ2
µν ΠµνρσM α1ᾱ1

ρσ . (4.3)

Here the graviton propagator, in de Donder gauge, is given by

Πµνρσ(k) =
1

2s
(ηρνησµ + ηρµησν − ηρσηµν) , (4.4)

where s is the Mandelstam variable, and

M α1ᾱ1
µν = (pµ

α1pν
ᾱ1 + pν

α1pµ
ᾱ1 − ηµνpα1 · pᾱ1 − ηµνV α1ᾱ1) , (4.5)

with a similar expression for the outgoing states M α2ᾱ2
ρσ . The scattering amplitude (4.3)

becomes

Azα1 z̄ᾱ1zα2 z̄ᾱ2 =
2

sMP

[
2(m4

α1ᾱ1
+m4

α2ᾱ2
)− 2(m2

α1ᾱ1
+m2

α2ᾱ2
)(t+ u)− s2 + t2 + u2

]
,

(4.6)
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where m2
αᾱ = Vαᾱ, and s = (p1 +p2)2, t = (p1−p3)2 and u = (p1−p4)2 are the Mandelstam

invariants.

For real fields, the energy-momentum tensor (4.2) can be expressed as

T µνχ, ξ = (∂µχα + i∂µξα) (∂νχα − i∂νξα)− ηµν
[

1

2

(
∂λχα + i∂λξα

)
(∂λχα − i∂λξα)− V (χ, ξ)

]
,

(4.7)

where zα = 1√
2
(χα + iξα) and z̄ᾱ = z̄α. The amplitude for the scattering of ii→ ff , where

the initial and final states must be identical particles of the type {χα, ξα}, then takes the

form

A =
1

M2
P

M f
µνΠ

µνρσM i
ρσ , (4.8)

where

M i
µν =

1

2
(p1µp2ν + p1νp2µ − ηµνp1 · p2 − ηµνVii) , (4.9)

and a similar expression for the outgoing states M f
µν . If we denote the mass of the initial

state scalar field as mi and that of the final state as mf , and we take into account factors

of two for identical particles in the initial and final state, we can evaluate Eq. (4.8) 2

A =
1

2sM2
P

[
2(m4

i +m4
f )− 2(m2

i +m2
f )(t+ u)− s2 + t2 + u2

]
, (4.10)

which in the non-relativistic limit (for the incoming states) with t = u = m2
f − m2

i and

s = 4m2
i , is simply

A = − 1

M2
P

(
m2
i +

m2
f

2

)
. (4.11)

The square of the amplitude in Eq. (4.10) can be integrated to obtain a gravitational

scattering cross section, σgrav. Using the expression

σ =
1

128πsp2
i

∫
|A|2dt =

1

64πs

pf
pi

∫ 1

−1

|A|2d(cos θ) , (4.12)

where we have included a factor of 1/2 for identical particles in the final state, and pi,f =
1
2

√
s− 4m2

i,f , we obtain

σgrav =
1

960πM4
P

pf
pi

(
s+ 2(m2

i +m2
f ) +

6

s
(m4

i + 4m2
im

2
f +m4

f )

− 8

s2
m2
im

2
f (m

2
i +m2

f ) +
56

s3
m4
im

4
f

)
. (4.13)

Note that as
√
s = ECM → ∞ the cross section (4.13) diverges like s, as expected for the

(nonrenormalizable) effective theory of gravity.

2In the limit of negligible masses, this amplitude agrees with that calculated in [31].
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5 Testing the Conjecture with simple examples

We are now in a position to test the scalar weak gravity conjecture in some of the sim-

ple models considered in [16] where the supergravity-induced amplitudes were calculated.

Recall that the amplitudes were found to be field-redefinition invariant only when evalu-

ating the amplitudes in a stable vacuum. Indeed in [16], it was shown that away from an

extremum of the potential, the amplitudes depend on whether we choose KNC or RNC.

Away from the minimum, and for minima with non-zero vacuum energy density, the calcu-

lation of the gravitational scattering amplitudes is also incorrect as one would necessarily be

forced to consider states in a non-Minkowski background. Thus here, and in the following

section, we restrict our attention to calculating amplitudes in a supersymmetry preserving

minimum with zero vacuum energy density.

In all of the models considered, we will assume a maximally symmetric Kähler geom-

etry with one or two chiral superfields. No-scale supergravity [23] is the natural framework

for a low-energy field theory derived from string theory [32]. The simplest N = 1 no-scale

supergravity models were first considered in [23,33], and are characterized by the following

Kähler potential [34]:

K = − 3α ln
(
T + T̄

)
, (5.1)

where T is a complex chiral field that can be identified as the volume modulus field, and

α is a real parameter associated with the curvature of the Kähler manifold. The minimal

no-scale Kähler potential (5.1) describes a non-compact SU(1,1)
U(1)

coset manifold. This can

be generalized by including matter fields φi that parametrize, together with the volume

modulus T , an SU(N,1)
SU(N)×U(1)

coset space, defined by the Kähler potential [35]

K = −3α ln

(
T + T̄ − |φ

i|2

3

)
. (5.2)

We will restrict our attention to examples with N = 1 or 2. There are other generalizations

based on other non-compact coset spaces, which also appear in some string models and

involve multiple moduli fields.

5.1 Single Complex Scalar Field

5.1.1 Massless Case

In our first example, we consider a simple single field model with a Kähler potential given

by Eq. (5.1). For W = 0, the Lagrangian is simply,

L =
3α

(T + T̄ )2
∂µT∂

µT̄ . (5.3)
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We choose a complex background field value w and define the fluctuation about that back-

ground as T (x) = w+ t(x). Using the transformation (2.5) to KNC, which in this case can

be written as 3

t =
√

2v
∞∑
n=1

(
t̂√
3α

)n
, (5.4)

where t̂ is the complex scalar field in the KNC basis and v =
√

2 Re[w]. In terms of real

KNC fields defined by t̂ = 1√
2

(
χ̂+ iξ̂

)
, the Lagrangian up to quartic interactions is

LKNC =
1

2
(∂µχ̂)2 +

1

2
(∂µξ̂)

2 +
1

6α

(
χ̂2 + ξ̂2

)(
(∂µχ̂)2 + (∂µξ̂)

2
)
. (5.5)

The amplitudes for this simple theory have been calculated [16] and for states with identical

initial and final states they are given by

Aχχξξ4 = Aξξχχ4 = − 2s

3αM2
P

, (5.6)

Aχχχχ4 = Aξξξξ4 = 0 . (5.7)

For W = 0, the fields are massless and s = 4p2 where p is the momentum of the incoming

(and outgoing) state in the center-of-mass frame.

The gravitational scattering amplitude for this case is easily obtained from Eq. (4.10)

giving

Agrav =
s

4M2
P

(cos2 θ − 1) , (5.8)

where θ is the angle between p1 and p3. The amplitudes for χχ→ χχ and ξξ → ξξ would

appear to violate the sSWGC for all but forward scattering in the gravitational amplitude.

In the χχ→ ξξ and ξξ → χχ channels, the sSWGC is satisfied provided α < 8/3.

When we calculate the total inclusive cross section for χχ scattering (the cross section

for ξξ scattering is identical in this case), we find

σscalar = σχχ =
s

72πα2M4
P

>
s

480πM4
P

= σgravity , (5.9)

for 3α2 < 20 and all σSWGCs are satisfied. This theory is surely overly minimal as there

are no interactions for T , beyond those generated by the kinetic terms, and the potential

for T is completely flat, the key feature of no-scale models with the full SU(1, 1)/U(1)

symmetry.

3Note that an additional rescaling t̂→ ĝ
−1/2

t̂ˆ̄t
t̂ has been performed.
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5.1.2 Massive Case

In [16], we also considered a model with a single chiral field, but with a simple quadratic

superpotential

W (T ) = m(T − 1)2 . (5.10)

The kinetic terms are still given by Eq. (5.5), but there is now a potential

VKNC(χ̂, ξ̂) =
2m2

27
(χ̂2 + ξ̂2)(6− 3

√
6χ̂+ 4χ̂2 + 4ξ̂2) , (5.11)

where we have expanded about the potential minimum at v =
√

2. At the minimum, the

two scalar fields are degenerate with masses m2
χ̂ = m2

ξ̂
= 8m2/9.

Aχχχχ4 =
32m2

27M2
P

[
−5 + 81m2

(
1

8m2 − 9s
+

1

8m2 − 9t
+

1

8m2 − 9u

)]
, (5.12)

Aξξξξ4 =
32m2

27M2
P

[
−5 + 9m2

(
1

8m2 − 9s
+

1

8m2 − 9t
+

1

8m2 − 9u

)]
, (5.13)

Aχχξξ4 = Aξξχχ4 =
2m2

27M2
P

[
−16− 9s

m2
+ 144m2

(
3

8m2 − 9s
+

1

8m2 − 9t
+

1

8m2 − 9u

)]
,

(5.14)

where t = (16
9
m2 − s

2
)(1 − cos θ), u = (16

9
m2 − s

2
)(1 + cos θ). Analytic expressions for the

cross sections can be obtained by integrating the amplitudes but are not reproduced here.

In the low energy limit, the gravitational scattering amplitude from Eq. (4.10) is

Agrav = − 4m2

3M2
P

, (5.15)

which (in absolute value) is indeed smaller than the non-gravitational amplitudes which

were found to be (380
27
,−100

27
,−20

9
,−20

9
) m

2

M2
P

for the χχ → χχ, ξξ → ξξ, χχ → ξξ, ξξ → χχ

channels, respectively. Since the current formulation of the sSWGC is no longer based on

the formation of bound states, we may wish to extend the conjecture to higher energies and

require gravitational scattering at all energies be weaker than non-gravitational scattering.

At higher energies, we show a comparison of the scattering amplitudes in Fig. 9 for each

of the processes in Eqs. (5.12), (5.13), (5.14) for cos θ = 0, 0.5, and 1. These are compared

with the gravitational amplitude for the same processes, as labeled.

As one can see, that although the scattering amplitudes for the non-gravitational

interactions are always larger than the gravitational amplitudes at low energy, at higher
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Figure 9: The scattering amplitudes given in Eqs. (5.12), (5.13), (5.14), for three choices of the

scattering angle, θ. These are compared with the gravitational amplitude for the same processes.

The fractions written in the limit s → 4m2, correspond to the non-relativistic limit for each of

the amplitudes found in [16].

energy, for all but the forward scattering angle, the amplitude for χχ → χχ changes sign

causing the amplitude to be smaller than the gravitational amplitude for some range in
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energy. However, we see in Fig. 10, when |A|2 is integrated over the scattering angle as

in Eq. (4.12), the total inclusive cross sections for both χχ and ξξ scattering are greater

than the gravitational cross sections. In Fig. 10, we show separately the cross sections for

χχ → χχ and χχ → ξξ relative to the gravitational cross section given in Eq. (4.13) in

the upper panel. While the former ratio is < 1 for s/m2
χ & 10, the total inclusive ratio is

always greater than 1, indicating that gravity is the weakest interaction in this case and

the σaiSWGC is satisfied. The lower panel of Fig. 10 shows the ratio of cross sections for

ξξ → ξξ and ξξ → χχ.
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5 10 15 20
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Figure 10: The ratio of non-gravitational to gravitational cross sections for (upper) χχ → χχ

or ξξ and (lower) ξξ → ξξ or χχ from the amplitudes in Eqs. (5.12), (5.13), (5.14). Also shown

is the ratio of inclusive cross sections.
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5.2 KKLT

It is also interesting to consider a second single model based on KKLT stabilization of the

modulus with superpotential [36]

W = W0 +Be−bT , (5.16)

where W0 and b > 0 are constants. The model has a supersymmetry preserving (AdS)

minimum which relates W0 and the expectation value of T = T̄ = v/
√

2 at the minimum,

W0 = −Be−
bv√

2

(
1 +

√
2

3
bv

)
. (5.17)

The scalar potential can be written in terms of T and T̄ as

VKKLT =
bB e−b(T+T̄ )

3(T + T̄ )2

(
3(ebT + ebT̄ )W0 +B(6 + b(T + T̄ ))

)
. (5.18)

To obtain a minimum with zero vacuum energy, we uplift the potential with [37]

∆V ≈ 1

3
√

2vAdS
b2B2e−

√
2bvAdS

(√
2vAdS

T + T̄

)2

, (5.19)

where vAdS is the VEV corresponding to the AdS minimum of VKKLT. For the choice,

B = 1, b = 1, and W0 = −10−12, the minimum occurs at v = 43.4573 [37] and the scalar

masses are given by

mχ = mξ ' 1.2× 10−13MP . (5.20)

The expression in terms of the KNC redefined real fields, χ and ξ is quite cumbersome

and we rely on a numerical calculation to obtain the amplitudes. This is shown in Fig. 11.

As in the previous example, the θ-dependent amplitudes for χχ → χχ and in this case

χχ → ξξ change sign and therefore drop below the gravitational amplitudes for certain

values of s.

The corresponding scattering cross sections for the uplifted KKLT model are shown

in Fig. 12. In this case, the non-gravitational cross sections are all significantly larger than

the gravitational cross sections.

5.3 Two Complex Scalar Fields

Before moving to testing models of inflation, we first consider a simple model involving two

chiral scalar fields which may be interpreted as a modulus T and matter field, φ. In this case,
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Figure 11: As in Fig. 9 for the uplifted KKLT model described by the scalar potential in

Eq. (5.18).

we begin with the Kähler potential of the form given in Eq. (5.2). The transformation to

the KNC basis was given in [16]. Once again, we expand the fields about a fixed background
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Figure 12: As in Fig. 10 for the uplifted KKLT model.

where t(x) and f(x) are the field fluctuations and w, r are the field VEVs. From Eq. (2.5),

we find for r = 0

t = 2w
∞∑
n=1

(
t̂√
3α

)n
, (5.21)

f =
√

2wf̂
∞∑
n=1

1√
α
n

(
t̂√
3

)n−1

, (5.22)
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leading to kinetic terms

KKNC =
1

2
(∂µχ̂)2 +

1

2
(∂µρ̂)2 +

1

2
(∂µξ̂)

2 +
1

2
(∂µτ̂)2

+
1

6α

(
((∂µχ̂)2 + (∂µξ̂)

2)(χ̂2 + ξ̂2) + ((∂µρ̂)2 + (∂µτ̂)2)(ρ̂2 + τ̂ 2)

+(∂µρ̂∂
µχ̂+ ∂µτ̂ ∂

µξ̂)(ρ̂χ̂+ τ̂ ξ̂) + (∂µρ̂∂
µξ̂ − ∂µτ̂ ∂µχ̂)(ρ̂ξ̂ − τ̂ χ̂)

)
+

1

12α

(
((∂µχ̂)2 + (∂µξ̂)

2)(ρ̂2 + τ̂ 2) + ((∂µρ̂)2 + (∂µτ̂)2)(χ̂2 + ξ̂2)
)
, (5.23)

where the complex fields are decomposed as t̂ = 1√
2
(χ̂ + iξ̂) and f̂ = 1√

2
(ρ̂+ iτ̂). This

same expression will be used in computing amplitudes for the two-field models of inflation

discussed in the next section.

5.3.1 Massless case

As in the single field example, we can first take W = 0, and compare the scattering

amplitudes resulting from the kinetic terms with the gravitational amplitudes. The relevant

scattering amplitudes are [16]

Aχχξξ4,kin = Aξξχχ4,kin = Aρρττ4,kin = Aττρρ4,kin = − 2s

3αM2
P

,

Aχχρρ4,kin = Aρρχχ4,kin = Aχχττ4,kin = Aττχχ4,kin = − s

6αM2
P

. (5.24)

As in Eq. (5.7), amplitudes with all four incoming and outgoing identical states vanish. The

gravitational amplitudes in this case are the same as that given in Eq. (5.8). As before, the

amplitudes for χχ → χχ, ξξ → ξξ, ρρ → ρρ, and ττ → ττ violate the sSWGC for all but

forward scattering in the gravitational amplitude. In the remaining channels, the sSWGC

is always satisfied provided α < 2/3. The inclusive cross section for all four initial states

(χχ, ξξ, ρρ, and ττ) are equal giving

σii =
s

64πα2M4
P

>
s

240πM4
P

= σgravity , (5.25)

for α2 < 15/4 where i = χ, ξ, ρ, σ satisfying the σaiSWGC. The additional final states

increased the scalar cross section (5.9) by a factor of 9/8 while the gravitational cross

section increased by a factor of 2.

Before moving onto the massive case, it is appropriate to consider the role of Standard

Model fields even for this toy example. In the case of χχ (or any of our initial states)

scattering, the inclusive gravitational cross section (here again including only s-channel

graviton exchange) includes an additional contribution of 2Ns/960πM4
P , where N = 49
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is the number of Standard Model complex scalar fields (in the Minimimal Supersymmetic

Standard Model). From Eqs. (5.23) and (5.24) we can discern that the scalar inclusive

cross sections would include a contribution of 2Ns/1152πM4
P , giving

σii =
s

32πα2M4
P

(
1

2
+

2N

36

)
>

s

960πM4
P

(4 + 2N) = σgravity , (5.26)

for the σaiSWGC where the two terms in the parenthesis on each side of the equation

come from the toy model fields, φ and T and N Standard Model fields respectively. This

condition is violated when N > 33 although the σa1SWGC is satisfied as the inequality is

satisfied for a single final state.

At this point, it is worth asking what we mean by gravitational interactions. In

this example, there is no superpotential and all interactions arise from the supergravity

Lagrangian, in this case non-trivial kinetic interactions, and as one can see are Planck sup-

pressed. Though Planck suppressed, we view these as a remnant of dimensional reduction

to yield the supergravity Lagrangian. In Eq. (5.26), σgravity includes only the s-channel

graviton exchange. Additional ’scalar’ interactions would arise from a non-trivial superpo-

tential as discussed in the next subsection.

5.3.2 Massive case

Since we are more interested in cases with a non-zero potential, we first consider the simple

example with superpotential

W (T, φ) = m(T − 1)2 + λφ3 . (5.27)

The resulting scalar potential in the KNC basis is

VKNC =
4

9
m2(χ̃2 + ξ̃2) +

9

4
λ2(ρ̃2 + τ̃ 2)2 − 2

3

√
2

3
m2(ξ̃2χ̃+ χ̃3)

+
8

27
m2(χ̃2 + ξ̃2)2 +

4

27
m2(χ̃2 + ξ̃2)(ρ̃2 + τ̃ 2) . (5.28)

The fields χ and ξ are again massive with m2
χ̂ = m2

ξ̂
= 8m2/9 as in the previous example.

However, in the absence of a bilinear term for φ, or supersymmetry breaking, the matter

fields, ρ and τ remain massless.

For this example, the amplitudes for χχ → χχ, ξξ → ξξ and χχ → ξξ are identical

to those given in Eqs. (5.12),(5.13),(5.14). The additional relevant amplitudes including

kinetic contributions for α = 1 are

Aχχρρ4 = Aρρχχ4 = Aχχττ4 = Aττχχ4 = − 8m2

27M2
P

− s

6M2
P

, (5.29)
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Aξξρρ4 = Aρρξξ4 = Aξξττ4 = Aττξξ4 = − 8m2

27M2
P

− s

6M2
P

, (5.30)

Aρρρρ4 = Aττττ4 = − 54λ2 , (5.31)

Aρρττ4 = Aττρρ4 = − 2s

3M2
P

− 18λ2 . (5.32)

These can be compared to the gravitational amplitude in Eq. (5.8).

In Fig. 13, we show the scattering cross sections for χχ (upper panel) and ρρ (lower

panel) initial states. As one can see, for χχ initial states, the cross sections to χχ and ξξ

are the same as in the previous section, and the cross section to ρρ and ττ are small in

comparison. Since there are twice as many final states, at large s, the gravitational cross

section is twice as large compared to the two-field example and the ratio of scalar to gravity

cross sections is down by a factor of 2 as seen by comparing Figs. 10 and 13.

The cross sections for ρρ (or ττ) to any final state are easily obtained from Eqs. (5.29)

- (5.32). They are

σχχ,ξξ =
s

1152πM4
P

(
1 +

2m2
χ

s

)2
√

1−
4m2

χ

s
, (5.33)

for ρρ→ χχ, ρρ→ ξξ. Also,

σρρ =
729λ4

8πs
, (5.34)

for ρρ→ ρρ, and

σττ =
s

72πM4
P

(
1 + 27λ2M

2
P

s

)2

, (5.35)

for ρρ → ττ . These should be compared with the gravitational cross sections which at

large s are simply

σgrav =
s

960πM4
P

, (5.36)

for each channel. The cross section for ττ initial states is the same. At large s, the ratio

of the scalar cross sections to gravity for ρρ → χχ is simply 5/6. While the ratio of the

ρρ → ρρ cross sections is large at small s, the ratio is < 1 for s & 300λ2M2
P . However at

large s, the ratio of the ρρ → ττ cross sections is 40/3 and hence the scalar cross section

always exceeds the gravitational cross section as seen in Fig. 13.

Before concluding this section, we come back to the question of which interactions

are gravitational. Only the processes ρρ → ρρ and ρρ → ττ (and similarly for ττ initial

states), have interactions which are not Planck suppressed. As these cross sections fall

with 1/s as s increases, while the gravitational cross sections increase with s. Should the

conjecture be applied only at low s?
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Figure 13: As in Fig. 10 for the two-chiral field model with superpotential (5.27).

6 Confronting Inflation in No-scale Supergravity

Perhaps a more interesting confrontation of supergravity models with the sSWGC arise in

two-field no-scale models [38–43] which lead to Starobinsky inflation [25]. In [8,15], it was

argued that single field Starobinsky inflationary models must be part of the swampland

as the gravitational scattering amplitudes exceeded the inflaton self-scattering amplitudes

at large background field values. At the minimum, however, gravity was found to be

the weakest force. As we have argued above and in [16], away from the minimum, it is

not possible to calculate accurate scattering amplitudes while neglecting the effect of the

tadpole contributions. Furthermore, at large field values, one can not simply calculate
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the gravitational amplitude using the propagator in Eq. (4.4) for which the gravitational

fluctuations, hµν are expanded in a Minkowski background.

Nevertheless, it remains an interesting question whether or not the interactions of

the inflaton and related fields derived from no-scale supergravity satisfy the conjecture. In

no-scale supergravity, at least two chiral fields are necessary to obtain a direction in field

space which yields Starobinsky inflation [40]. Starting with a Kähler potential of the form

(5.2), there are many choices for the superpotential, related by the SU(2,1)/SU(2)×U(1)

symmetry, which result in the same scalar potential in a given direction [40,41]. Even the

identity of the inflaton (as either T or φ) is arbitrary up to a field redefinition. This is

perhaps not surprising as (5.2) can also be written as

K = −3α ln

(
1− y2

1

3
− y2

2

3

)
, (6.1)

up to a Kähler transformation of the superpotential. For the inflationary models considered

here, we restrict our analysis to α = 1.

We will consider two common examples. One in which Reφ is identified with the

inflaton and the superpotential has a Wess-Zumino-like form [39]

W = M

(
1

2
φ2 − 1

3
√

3
φ3

)
, (6.2)

where M is the inflaton mass at the minimum. With another choice of superpotential [46],

W =
√

3Mφ

(
T − 1

2

)
, (6.3)

ReT is identified with the inflaton and also leads to Starobinsky-like inflation. The mass

scale, M , is fixed by the amplitude of CMB anisotropies to be M ≈ 1.5 × 10−5MP . We

discuss both of these possibilities in the next subsections. As we will see, successful inflation

in either case will require a modification of the Kähler potential so that one of the two fields

is stabilized during inflation. This is most easily done by adding a quartic term in the

argument of the logarithm in the Kähler potential [40, 47, 48] or by imposing a superfield

constraint eliminating the corresponding scalar field.

In the absence of a stabilization term, the transformation to the KNC basis and

the kinetic part of the Lagrangian is given by Eqs. (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23), respectively.

Similarly, the kinetic contributions to the scattering amplitudes are given by Eq. (5.24).

We discuss the modifications to the transformations and kinetic terms due to stabilization

for each of the two models in their respective subsections. Because the mass spectra of

the two models differ, the derived scattering amplitudes and cross sections differ and we

discuss each of the two models separately.
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6.1 Wess-Zumino-Like Inflation

Combining the Kähler potential (5.2) with the superpotential (6.2), the scalar potential

along the direction T = T̄ = 1
2
, Imφ = 0, is of the Starobinsky form

V =
3

4
M2

(
1− e−

√
2/3x
)2

, (6.4)

where along this direction, we define the canonical field φ̃ =
√

3 tanh−1(φ/
√

3), and φ̃ =

(x + iy)/
√

2. Indeed, inflation only occurs if the volume modulus is stabilized (Imφ = 0

minimizes the potential). One possibility for the stabilization of the modulus is achieved

by adding quartic couplings to the argument of the Kähler potential [40,47,48] of the form

K = −3 ln

(
T + T̄ − |φ|

2

3
+

(
T + T̄ − 1

)4
+ d

(
T − T̄

)4

Λ2
T

)
, (6.5)

where d is a constant and ΛT is a mass scale smaller than the Planck scale MP . The first

quartic term stabilizes the real part and leads to ReT = 1
2
, and the second term stabilizes

the potential in the imaginary direction of T with ImT = 0. For d = 1, the strength of the

stabilization in the real and imaginary directions is equal. When supersymmetry is broken,

stabilization provides masses for T

m2
ReT = 144

m2
3/2

Λ2
T

; m2
ImT = 144 d

m2
3/2

Λ2
T

, (6.6)

which are hierarchically larger than the gravitino mass if ΛT � 1. During inflation super-

symmetry is broken as W 6= 0. At the minimum, supersymmetry is most simply broken by

adding a constant, m3/2, to the superpotential. We assume m3/2 = 1 TeV.

The stabilization terms require a modification of the transformation of t in Eq. (5.21)

to express the Lagrangian in terms of KNC. To fourth order in t̂ this is

∆t = −16w4

ΛT

[
4(1− d)

(
t̂√
3

)3

+ (5− 3d)

(
t̂√
3

)4
]
. (6.7)

Note that for d = 1, the lowest order correction is quartic. The effect of the modified

transformations induces additional kinetic terms to be added to Eq. (5.23)

∆KKNC =
2(1 + d)

Λ2
T

(
χ2 + ξ2

) (
(∂µχ)2 + (∂µξ)

2
)
, (6.8)

At the potential minimum, as in the previous (two-field) example, our canonical fields

are t̂ = 1√
2
(χ̂+ iξ̂) and f̂ = 1√

2
(ρ̂+ iτ̂). The masses of the fluctuations about the minimum

at T = 1/2 and φ = 0 are mχ = 4
√

3m3/2/ΛT , mξ = 4
√

3dm3/2/ΛT , and mρ = mτ = M .
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The amplitudes for χχ → χχ, χχ → ξξ and ρρ → ρρ, ρρ → χχ scattering are shown

in Fig. 14 for d = 1 and ΛT = MP . The partial and inclusive cross sections for these

initial states are shown in Fig. 15. The processes χχ→ ρρ and χχ→ ττ are kinematically

forbidden unless s is sufficiently large (far beyond what is shown in these plots). The

amplitudes and cross sections for ρρ→ ξξ and ρρ→ ττ as well as ξξ and ττ scattering are

similar and therefore not shown.
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Figure 14: The scattering amplitudes for the Wess-Zumino-like inflationary model for three

choices of the scattering angle with d = 1 and λT = MP . These are compared with the gravi-

tational amplitude for the same processes. Shown are the amplitudes for χχ → χχ (upper left),

χχ→ ξξ (upper right), ρρ→ χχ (lower left), and ρρ→ ρρ (lower right).

For the χχ initial state (effectively the volume modulus T ), once again, we see that

the amplitude in one channel (χχ→ ξξ) becomes smaller than the gravitational amplitude

since it changes sign. The integrated cross section for this process also falls below the

gravitational cross section and has a minimum at s ' 4.18m2
χ. However, the χχ → χχ

cross section is large for all s, dominated by the quartic contact term, and the total inclusive

cross section is larger than the gravitational cross section as seen in the top panel of Fig. 15.

Inflaton scattering is shown here as ρρ scattering. While several of the final state channels

have cross sections below the gravitational cross section, the total scattering cross section
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is dominated by ρρ→ ρρ scattering. This channel receives large contributions from t and

u channel χ exchange. Since mχ � mρ, this cross section is many orders of magnitude

larger than the gravitational cross section as shown in bottom panel of Fig. 15.
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Figure 15: The ratio of the scalar scattering cross section relative to the gravitational cross

section as a function of s/m2 for the Wess-Zumino-like inflationary model. In the upper panel,

the ratio of cross sections for χχ → χχ and ξξ as well as the inclusive cross section ratio are

shown. In the lower panel, the ratio of cross sections for ρρ→ ρρ, ττ, χχ, and ξξ, as well as the

inclusive cross section are shown.

As discussed earlier, near the minimum, we can be confident that the scattering

amplitudes are given by those at the minimum. We have also argued that when far from

a minimum, the amplitudes should be calculated at the appropriate extremum determined
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by the Newton tangent method [24]. Thus for most if not all of the inflationary trajectory,

the appropriate extremum to calculate a scattering amplitude is at T = 1/2 and φ →
√

3

corresponding to x→∞. In terms of the KNC fields, this corresponds to w = 1√
2
(v + iu)

with v = 1√
2

and u = 0 and r = 1√
2
(p + it) with p =

√
6 and t = 0. This is an extreme

limit of the field space manifold. Indeed, the argument of the logarithm of the Kähler

potential vanishes in this limit. We note that in the absence of the stabilization term

this limit would not correspond to an extremum as there would be no minimum in the

T direction. For any finite value of ΛT , the minimum occurs at approximately v = 1√
2

-

the approximation improves as ΛT → 0. Thus, any attempt at a calculation in this limit

is approximate since v = 1√
2

is not the exact minimum, and therefore there are residual

tadpoles which should (but have not) been accounted for. Numerically, instabilities may

occur as the limit in several divergent quantities may not be well defined. Finally, in this

limit, the background space-time metric is no longer Minkowski but rather de Sitter. In

principle the scattering amplitudes should be recomputed in a de Sitter background and in

particular the gravitational amplitude would be modified when using the correct graviton

propagator. We have not considered these effects.

In the limit v → 1√
2

and p→
√

6, the masses of χ and τ diverge, leaving us with two

‘light’ scalars: ξ with mass mξ = M
√

12M2
P + Λ2

T/ΛT and the inflaton ρ, which is massless

in this limit. The scattering cross sections compared to gravity are shown in Fig. 16 with

d = 1 and ΛT = MP . Final states for ξξ scattering include both ξξ and ρρ for any center

of mass energy and the cross section is always larger than the gravitational cross section.

In the case of ρρ scattering, at low energy, only ρρ final states are allowed. As this cross

section decreases with s, for s & 0.01m2
ξ , the scalar cross section violates the σaiSWGC

until s > 4m2
ξ when ρρ → ξξ scattering becomes kinematically viable. In this case, even

σa1SWGC is violated in the energy interval 0.01 < s/4m2
ξ < 4. However, because ξξ → ρρ

scattering is greater than its gravitational counterpart, the σ1iSWGC remains satisfied.

Note that in this model during the inflationary epoch, along the potential plateau, the

kinetic terms approach a diverging pole, which are also known as pole-inflation [44], [45]. It

was argued in [10] that such models generically violate the Swampland Distance Conjecture

(SDC) [2]. It is tempting to speculate that the violation of σaiSWGC and σa1SWGC in

some energy range could be related to the violation of the SDC.

6.2 Cecotti-Like Inflation

Alternatively, the volume modulus, T , may play the role of the inflaton if we combine

the Kähler potential (5.2) with the superpotential (6.3). In this case, the Starobinsky

potential is found along the direction φ = 0 and ImT = 0 for a canonical field, x defined
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Figure 16: As in Fig. 15 for scattering when the background field values take the limit, v → 1√
2

and p→
√

6.

by T = 1
2
e
√

2/3x.

Once again, inflationary dynamics require stabilization, in this case for φ. Quartic

stabilization is again sufficient and can be achieved with the following Kähler potential

K = −3α ln

(
T + T̄ − |φ|

2

3
+
|φ|4

Λ2
φ

)
. (6.9)

In this case, there are no changes to the field redefinitions given in Eq. (5.21) and (5.22),
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and the kinetic terms receive a correction given by

∆KKNC =
3

Λ2
φ

(
ρ2 + τ 2

) (
(∂µρ)2 + (∂µτ)2

)
. (6.10)

At the potential minimum, the masses of all four real scalar fields are equal to M .

The amplitudes and cross sections for χχ and ρρ scattering at the minimum are shown in

Figs. 17 and 18, respectively with Λφ = MP . In this case all four final states are available

in χχ scattering and both cross sections are larger than the corresponding gravitational

cross section.
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Figure 17: As in Fig. 14 for the Cecotti inflationary model.

The saddle point in the Cecotti model occurs when φ = 0 and T →∞ or when p = 0

and v → ∞. In this limit the masses of ρ and τ both diverge and the light fields have

masses, mχ = 0 and mξ = M . The cross section for χχ→ ξξ and the equal reverse process

at the saddle point is shown in Fig. 19. In contrast to the previous inflationary example,

the cross section in this model always satisfies the σaiSWGC.

Note that in this model during the inflationary period, the kinetic terms approach a

zero, instead of a pole seen in the previous Wess-Zumino inflationary model. It was argued
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Figure 18: As in Fig. 15 for the Cecotti inflationary model.

in [10] that such models respect the SDC [2] and that they have better prospects for string

realizations. Other swampland conjectures related to no-scale supergravity were discussed

in [49].

7 Conclusions

When low-energy effective field theories are embedded into a theory of quantum gravity,

nontrivial constraints can be obtained on the available parameter space. Based on black

hole physics, the WGC provides one of the most surprising constraints on a U(1) gauge
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Figure 19: As in Fig. 18 for scattering when the background field values take the limit, v →∞
and p = 0.

theory when coupled to gravity by requiring the existence of a WGC charged particle with

m ≤ gqMP . Interestingly, this constraint can also be understood as the condition that the

Coulomb interaction is stronger than gravity. The problems that arise when the WGC is

violated are evident. This conjecture can be modified to include scalar fields that couple to

the WGC particle in the U(1) gauge theory. However, when this conjecture is generalized to

only include scalar fields (SWGC), arguments based on black hole physics no longer apply.

Indeed, the absence of a charge would violate the conjecture unless repulsive interactions

are introduced as in Eq. (1.2). In contrast, in the SWGC, the attractive Coulomb-like forces

are moved to the opposite side of the inequality as in Eq. (1.3), but we lose the obvious

problem which arises when the conjecture is violated. Instead, as advocated in Ref. [8],

one can adopt the principle that gravity should always be the weakest force (sSWGC).

One way to test the sSWGC at arbitrary field values, involves comparing the four-

point scattering amplitudes from scalar interactions with those arising from gravity (specif-

ically at a particular energy scale). For the case of multiple scalar fields with noncanonical

kinetic terms, which are generic in no-scale supergravity models, we employ the methods

of Ref. [16] to canonically normalize the scalar fields. This is done by transforming the

scalar fields to the KNC (or RNC) basis, greatly simplifying the calculation of scattering

amplitudes of the asymptotic states. Since the scattering is computed at arbitrary field

values, all terms in the scalar potential V (φ) should be included in the calculation of the

amplitudes. In particular, linear terms are generated at generic field values away from

the potential extrema. However, as shown in Ref. [16], the scattering amplitudes do not
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remain invariant under a field transformation, if the linear terms are neglected. Instead,

as expected, the amplitudes are invariant at the potential extrema (where the linear terms

vanish). To the extent that a scattering process can be defined at non-extremal field values

(by neglecting the time-dependence of the background value) we also provide evidence that

summing all tadpole contributions reproduces the scattering that would be obtained at the

potential minima. This suggests that scattering amplitudes only need to be compared at

the extrema of the scalar potential.

The fact that scattering amplitudes are covariant, depending on the energy scale and

angular direction, further suggests one should integrate over the scattering angle in order

to compare the scalar interactions with gravity (σSWGC). We consider several examples of

real (and complex) scalars coupled to gravity and sum over the possible final states. This

effectively yields a scattering cross section that can then be compared to gravity, providing

a much more general condition compared to the usual comparison with nonrelativistic

forces. This also mimics the reformulation of the sSWGC in Ref [14], which argued that

the gravitational interaction rates should always be smaller than the pair production at

threshold. Therefore, adopting the condition that σscalar > σgravity to test the sSWGC,

we find no violations in our toy examples depending on the specific formulation of the

conjecture.

We also applied our methods to two realistic inflationary models motivated from no-

scale supergravity. At the potential minimum, both models satisfied the σaiSWGC. Namely

for each of the four real fields in the model, the inclusive scalar cross section is larger than

the inclusive gravitational cross section. Along one real direction, both models of inflation

are Starobinsky-like. Therefore, each has a saddle point extremum in the limit that the

canonical inflaton tends to infinity. At this extremal limit, we found a violation of our

σaiSWGC and σa1SWGC conditions in the Wess-Zumino-like inflation example. Namely,

the cross section for inflaton scattering (the inflaton is massless in this limit) is smaller

than the gravitational cross section for a certain range of center of mass energies. Indeed,

both conjectures are satisfied in both the high and low energy limits. On the other hand,

the σ1iSWGC is satisfied as it requires only one initial state inclusive cross section to

be larger than the gravitational cross section. Thus, the model may not be relegated to

the swampland. In addition, we reiterate that we have not accounted for the fact that

the background metric is de Sitter in this limit, whereas we have assumed a Minkowski

background throughout the paper.

Previous attempts at testing scalar field theories using some form of the SWGC, were

based on amplitudes or properties of the scalar potential at all points in field space. In

the latter case, the presence of tadpole terms (necessarily present away from extrema -

by definition) were neglected. In [16], we provided a procedure for calculating amplitudes
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for non-trivial field space manifold utilizing either Riemann or Kähler normal coordinates.

The latter is particularly well suited for calculations in the context of non-minimal super-

gravity models such as no-scale supergravity. We also showed that amplitudes calculated

when neglecting tadpole contributions were not field redefinition invariant. Using a simple

example, this point was clarified in section 3.1, while in section 3.2 we showed that for small

deviations from an extremum, the inclusion of tadpole contributions leads to amplitudes

which are given by their extremal expressions. We also argued more generally that from

the Newton tangent method, amplitudes at arbitrary field values should be equivalent to

the corresponding amplitudes evaluated at the extrema of the potential.

Nevertheless, we are left with a number of questions. Which (if any) of the several

versions of the σSWGC is a true test of whether a scalar field theory is in the swampland?

We have seen in nearly every example, that a comparison of the scalar and gravitational

amplitudes is not a suitable test because at certain center of mass energies and scattering

angles, the scalar amplitude changes sign and therefore vanishes at some energies. Perhaps

this is avoided in the low energy limit, but it is not clear why this limit would be appropriate

as we do not rely on the existence of bound states (as in the WGC). Even when comparing

amplitudes, it is unclear if this should be applied for each distinct initial and final state,

or if to satisfy the conjecture, it is sufficient to have a large (low energy) amplitude for a

single final state for any initial state, or if it is necessary to satisfy the inequality for all

initial states and at least one (or all) final state(s).

The problem of scattering angle is removed by calculating and comparing cross sec-

tions. We have outlined several possible forms for the conjecture expressed in terms of

scattering cross sections. The strongest constraint would require satisfying the inequality

for all initial and final states. However, with the exception of the KKLT model discussed

in section 5.2, this version of the conjecture is violated in every model considered, as there

is always a specific initial and final state where the cross section is smaller than the grav-

itational cross section. Finally, it is also not clear which states are necessary to consider.

All of the toy models (including the inflationary models) consist of one or two chiral fields.

However, in addition, there are all of the Standard Model fields and in a supersymmetric

theory would include at least 98 Standard Model (real) scalars. Should these be included

in a gravitational inclusive cross-section? Should the conjecture be applied only in the low

energy limit, or at all scattering energies? In the context of supergravity, which interactions

should be considered gravitational? It is clear that a better understanding of the nature

of the conjecture as applied to scalar fields is needed if we wish to discriminate between

viable UV theories and the swampland.
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ABSTRACT

The 21cm global signal is an important probe to reveal the properties of the first astrophysical objects and the processes of
the structure formation from which one can constrain astrophysical and cosmological parameters. To extract the information of
such parameters, one needs to efficiently evaluate the 21cm global signal for statistical analysis. First we developed an artificial
neural network-based emulator to predict the 21cm global signal, which works with significantly less computational cost and
high precision. Then we apply our emulator to demonstrate the parameter estimation based on the Bayesian analysis by using the
publicly available EDGES low-band data. We find that the result is sensitive to the foreground model, the assumption of noise,
and the frequency range used in the analysis. The Bayesian evidence suggests the models with higher order polynomial function
and enhanced noise are preferred. We also compare models suggested from the EDGES low-band data and the ones from recent
JWST measurements of the galaxy luminosity function at 𝑧 = 16. We find that the model which produces the 21cm absorption
line at 𝑧 ≈ 15 is well consistent with the central value of the observed luminosity function at 𝑧 = 16.

Key words: (cosmology:) dark ages, reionization, first stars – early Universe – (galaxies:) high-redshift

1 INTRODUCTION

During the Cosmic Dawn, when the first stars and galaxies are
formed, the intergalactic medium (IGM) was filled with the neu-
tral hydrogen atom. Thus, the 21cm line, emitted from the neutral
hydrogen atoms, can be one of the powerful tools to study the Cosmic
Dawn (e.g. Furlanetto et al. 2006b; Shimabukuro et al. 2023; Minoda
et al. 2022a). The spatial average and fluctuations of the 21cm signal
evolved as the result of radiation from the first luminous objects. For
example, the absorption of the 21cm global signal indicates coupling
between the HI spin temperature and gas temperature via Lyman-𝛼
emission from the first stars (known as “Wouthyusen-Field (WF)
effect” (Wouthuysen 1952; Field 1959)).
There are many 21cm global signal instruments; EDGES (Rogers

& Bowman 2012; Bowman et al. 2018), BIGHORNS (Sokolowski
et al. 2015), SARAS2 (Bevins et al. 2022b). In particular, the EDGES
have continuously investigated the 21cm global signal, and various
methods are developed (e.g. Monsalve et al. 2017a; Murray et al.
2022). The high-band data are used to constrain the galaxy evolution
at the epoch of reionization (Monsalve et al. 2017b, 2018, 2019).
In 2018, the EDGES low band has reported a strong absorption
line at 𝑧 = 17.8, which cannot be explained without new physics or
unknown systematic error (Bowman et al. 2018). The absorption line
at high redshift indicates efficient structure formation at high redshift.
This might indicate the high star formation rate and emission from
the first stars (Madau 2018). For example, the role of Pop III stars

★ E-mail: shintaro.yoshiura@nao.ac.jp
† JSPS Research Fellow

is investigated in (e.g. Chatterjee et al. 2020) using the observed
EDGES signal. The reported EDGES-low signal is also used for
constraining the dark matter model (e.g. Rudakovskyi et al. 2020).
One can also constrain primordial fluctuations, particularly on small
scales (Yoshiura et al. 2018, 2020a; Minoda et al. 2022b), since the
amplitude of density fluctuations on small scales is relevant to the
structure formation process through which the 21cm signal can be
affected1.
A follow-up observation with the SARAS3 has suggested the non-

existence of such a strong absorption signal reported by EDGES
(Singh et al. 2022) and accordingly the high-𝑧 astrophysics has been
constrained (Bevins et al. 2022a). However, they only examined the
absorption signal with the same shape as EDGES, and did not rule
out the existence of absorption lines at the same redshift.
In addition to the global signal, one can also use the 21cm power

spectrum to test the EDGES discovery. The observation of the 21cm

1

Other probes of primordial power spectrum on small scales have been
discussed such as primordial black holes (Bugaev &Klimai 2009; Josan et al.
2009; Sato-Polito et al. 2019); ultra-compact minihalos (Bringmann et al.
2012; Nakama et al. 2018; Emami & Smoot 2018); CMB spectral distortion
(Hu et al. 1994; Chluba et al. 2012a,b; Khatri & Sunyaev 2013; Clesse et al.
2014; Cabass et al. 2016; Kainulainen et al. 2017); supernovae lensing Ben-
Dayan & Takahashi (2016); luminosity function of high-𝑧 galaxies (Yoshiura
et al. 2020a); dark matter substructure (Ando et al. 2022); 21cm fluctuations
(Kohri et al. 2013; Sekiguchi et al. 2018; Muñoz et al. 2017); 21-cm signal
from minihalos Sekiguchi et al. (2018); 21cm forest (Shimabukuro et al.
2014) and Lyman-𝛼 forest (Bird et al. 2011; Palanque-Delabrouille et al.
2015), reionization history (Minoda et al. 2023) and so on.

© 2015 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

11
44

1v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.C

O
] 

 1
9 

M
ay

 2
02

3



2 S. Yoshiura et al.

power spectrum at the Cosmic Dawn has been actively operated for
the last 10 years such as MWA (Ewall-Wice et al. 2016; Yoshiura
et al. 2021), LOFAR (Gehlot et al. 2019), AARTFAAC (Gehlot et al.
2020), OVRO-LWA (Eastwood et al. 2019; Garsden et al. 2021),
and LWA-SV (Dilullo et al. 2020, 2021). However, the current power
spectrum results at the CosmicDawn have not constrained themodels
which can explain the strong absorption.

Previous studies raised several possibilities of systematics in the
EDGES data (Hills et al. 2018; Sims & Pober 2020; Singh & Sub-
rahmanyan 2019; Spinelli et al. 2019). Indeed any global signal
instruments suffer from a number of systematics such as, for ex-
ample, the ionosphere coupling with nonuniform foregrounds (Shen
et al. 2021, 2022). Detailed modeling and validation of instrumen-
tal beam response are mandatory (Mahesh et al. 2021; Sims et al.
2023) even at the horizon (Bassett et al. 2021b), otherwise the biased
signal will be recovered (e.g. Spinelli et al. 2022). Apparently, si-
multaneous modeling of the foreground with antenna responses can
mitigate the structured residuals (Anstey et al. 2021; Pagano et al.
2022). Thus a prior antenna design should be required (Anstey et al.
2022). It is also crucial to identify the unknown systematic error
using Bayesian evidence to avoid biased results (Scheutwinkel et al.
2022b). In the future, 21cm global signal observation with multiple
instruments (REACH, de Lera Acedo et al. 2022; Saxena et al. 2022)
and observation from the far side of the moon (Burns et al. 2021a,b)
can correctly remove/mitigate the systematics. Multiple approaches
to measure the 21cm global signal have been now proposed (e.g.
McKinley et al. 2020; Thekkeppattu et al. 2022; Price 2022; Zhang
et al. 2023). Thus, in the upcoming years, a large amount of data
observed with different instruments will be available.

We here mention that the Cosmic Dawn is now receiving a great
deal of attention from astronomers. Recent observations with the
James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) found the most distant galax-
ies (e.g. Adams et al. 2023; Atek et al. 2023; Donnan et al. 2023;
Finkelstein et al. 2022; Yan et al. 2023; Naidu et al. 2022b; Castellano
et al. 2022; Naidu et al. 2022a; Harikane et al. 2023; Haro et al. 2023;
Zavala et al. 2023). They revealed unexpected star formation rates
during the Cosmic Dawn. The result suggests a high star formation
rate and a top-heavy initial mass function. It would be important to
test such scenarios with a different probe, and indeed the 21cm line
can be a key alternative observable to reveal astrophysical processes
during the Cosmic Dawn.

It is therefore imperative to develop software to study the 21cm
global signal toward aBayesian analysiswith future observations. For
example, the 21CMMC (Greig & Mesinger 2015, 2017, 2018) has
been developed for the BayesianMCMC analysis while the change of
cosmological parameters makes the performance slow. In Chatterjee
et al. (2021), they have developed the MCMC package (CosmoR-
eionMC) and constrained the astrophysical and cosmological param-
eters including the spectral index and the amplitude of the primordial
power spectrum using the combination of data from the CMB ob-
served by Planck, quasar absorption spectra and 21cm global signal.
Very recently, Naik et al. (2022) performed the MCMC analysis with
parameters describing the bump in the primordial power spectrum
and 2 astrophysical ones. However, the prediction of a 21cm signal
needs high computational costs to calculate the complicated pro-
cess with many astrophysical and cosmological parameters in three
dimensions. For a quick and accurate prediction of a 21cm signal,
emulators have been developed (Kern et al. (2017); Bevins et al.
(2021b); Cohen et al. (2020); Bye et al. (2022); Schmit & Pritchard
(2018)) although the running and running of running parameters of
primordial power spectrum, which is a common way of describing

the detailed scale-dependence, especially on small scales, are not
taken into account.
In this work, we build an artificial neural network (ANN) based

emulator so that we can efficiently predict the 21cm global signal
with multiple astrophysical parameters and the ones to characterize
the primordial fluctuations such as the spectral index and the running
parameters. We demonstrate parameter constraints with Bayesian
analysis using the developed emulator and publicly available EDGES
low-band data.
This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we describe

the model of the 21cm signal used to create the training and test data
and the algorithm of emulation. Section 3 contains the description of
ourBayesian analysis. In Section 4,we give the results of theBayesian
analysis and discuss how the assumptions of the foreground, noises,
and frequency range affect parameter constraints. Comparisons of
models suggested by EDGES and JWST are also discussed. We
summarize this paper in the final section. Through this paper, we
fix the cosmological parameters as Ωm = 0.316, ΩΛ = 1 − Ωm,
Ωb = 0.0491, H0 = 67.27, 𝜎8 = 0.831 (Planck Collaboration et al.
2016).

2 METHODS: MODELLING 21CM SIGNAL, EMULATOR
AND LUMINOSITY FUNCTION

This section describes the modeling of the 21cm line brightness
temperature, the high-𝑧 ultra-violet luminosity function (UVLF), and
the ANN-based emulator.

2.1 21cm brightness temperature

The 21cm line is observed as emission/absorption against the radio
background such as the CMB, and then the 21cm line brightness
temperature is given as (e.g. Furlanetto et al. 2006a)

𝛿𝑇b ≈ 27𝑥HI (1 + 𝛿)
(
𝑇S − 𝑇𝛾
𝑇S

) (
1 + 𝑧
10

) 1
2
[mK], (1)

where 𝑇S is the spin temperature, 𝑥HI is the neutral fraction of hy-
drogen gases, 𝛿 is matter over-density and 𝑇𝛾 = 2.725/(1 + 𝑧) is the
temperature of CMB. Note that we do not consider the enhanced ra-
dio backgrounds (e.g. Feng&Holder 2018; Fialkov&Barkana 2019;
Reis et al. 2020; Ewall-Wice et al. 2020) proposed to reproduce the
very strong absorption signal reported in Bowman et al. (2018).
We used a modified version of 21cmFASTv22 (Mesinger et al.

2011; Park et al. 2019), which is similar to the methodology used in
Yoshiura et al. (2018); Minoda et al. (2023), for evaluating the 21cm
line brightness temperature. Specifically, we added the running 𝛼s
and the running of running 𝛽s to the primordial power spectrum. The
detailed method used in the 21cmFAST for solving the ionization
and evolution of spin temperature is well described in Mesinger et al.
(2011); Park et al. (2019). We here describe the method briefly. The
initial matter power spectrum will be used for creating an initial
high-resolution matter density map and estimation of the halo mass
function3. The three-dimensional matter density map of each redshift
bin is evaluated using 2LPT from the initial matter distribution with

2 There are several recent updates on the 21cmFAST such as the inhomoge-
neous Lyman-Werner and relative-velocity feedback (Muñoz et al. 2022).
3 The choice of halo mass function, the stellar population synthesis, and
cosmology can affect the 21cm global signal with a few - tens of mK (Mirocha
et al. 2021).

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)



EDGES and JWST with 21cm signal 3

high resolution. The ionization is solved by comparing the number of
neutral baryons and recombination with ionizing photons (Sobacchi
& Mesinger 2014). The heating of IGM is caused by the X-ray
emission4, calculated as angle-averaged specific intensity, with the
optical depth being taken into account. The Lyman-𝛼 background is
originated from the X-ray excitation of the neutral hydrogen atom
and direct stellar emission of the Lyman series. The 21cm signal is
evaluated using the maps of neutral fraction, spin temperature, and
matter density. The global signal (i.e. sky averaged) 21cm signal is
calculated using the resultant 21cm brightness temperature maps.
The emission from luminous objects is controlled by several as-

trophysical parameters, which we list following Park et al. (2019);
the fraction of gas converted into stars in a halo of mass 1010𝑀� ,
𝑓star, the power-law index of 𝑓star as a function of halo mass, 𝛼star, a
fraction of time scale of the star formation against Hubble time, 𝑡star,
the escape fraction of ionizing photons of a halo of mass 1010𝑀� ,
𝑓esc, the power-law index of 𝑓esc as a function of halo mass, 𝛼esc,
turn over mass, 𝑀turn, which is the lowest halo mass to host the ef-
ficient star formation, X-ray luminosity per star formation, 𝐿X, and
minimum X-ray energy, 𝐸0.
In addition to astrophysical parameters, the small-scale primordial

power spectrum can also play an important role in the evolution
of the 21cm global signal. The primordial power spectrum can be
parametrized as

𝑃prim ∝
(
𝑘

𝑘ref

)𝑛s−1+ 12 𝛼s ln(𝑘/𝑘ref )+ 16 𝛽s ln2 (𝑘/𝑘ref )
, (2)

where 𝑛𝑠 is the spectral index, 𝛼𝑠 and 𝛽𝑠 are the running and the
running of the running parameters. 𝑘ref = 0.05Mpc−1 is the reference
scale. In Yoshiura et al. (2018, 2020a), the effects of 𝛼s and 𝛽s on
the 21cm global signal are investigated. The enhancement of the
matter power spectrum owing to the positively large value of 𝛼s and
𝛽s makes the structure formation faster. As a result, the redshift of
the 21cm absorption signal is shifted to earlier. Thus the primordial
power spectrum is also important in predicting the 21cmglobal signal
and we vary 𝑛𝑠 , 𝛼𝑠 , and 𝛽𝑠 as well as the astrophysical parameters
in the following analysis.
We run the 21cmFAST for roughly 49000 different parameter sets

in the PC cluster of CfCA and store the global 21cm line signal. The
simulation was performed in a cosmological volume of 128Mpc3,
1923 cells for initial condition and 643 cells for ionized and tem-
perature maps5. We divide the redshift into 53 bins over the range
of 6 < 𝑧 < 30. Parameters are randomly selected from a range
motivated by Park et al. (2019). The ranges of parameters of the pri-
mordial power spectrum (𝑛s, 𝛼s, and 𝛽s) are consistent with the 5 𝜎
confidence level of the constraints from Planck Collaboration et al.
(2020). The ranges of parameters are listed in Table 1. The set of
parameters and the resultant 21cm global signal is used for training
our emulator as described below. We will use roughly 44000 data as
training data and the rest as test data.

4 Note that additional heating processes such as the Lyman-𝛼 heating pro-
duced by the Lyman-𝛼 photons can change the shape of global signal
(Villanueva-Domingo et al. 2020; Ghara &Mellema 2020; Mittal & Kulkarni
2021).
5 We tested various sets of resolutions and find that the resolution does not
significantly affect the evolution of the 21cm global signal.

Table 1. List of parameters and the range used to create training data sets.

lower limit higher limit

𝑛s 0.9385 0.9865
𝛼s -0.048 0.052
𝛽s -0.055 0.075
log10 𝑓star -3.0 0.0
𝑎star -0.5 1.0
log10 𝑓esc -3.0 0
𝑎esc -1.0 0.5
log10 𝑀turn 8 10
𝑡star 0 1
log10 𝐿X 38 42
𝐸0 100 1500

2.2 Emulator

As the emulator of a 21cm global signal, we employ an ANN-based
architecture which is similar to some previous works (Cohen et al.
2020; Bevins et al. 2021b; Bye et al. 2022).We perform the optimiza-
tion of ANN models using 12 different architectures6. The hidden
layers have a Tanh activation function except for the last layer which
has a linear activation. The input layer of the network for the global
signal has 11 inputs (8 astrophysical parameters, 3 primordial power
spectrum parameters), and 1 redshift index. The redshift indices
(from 1 to 53) correspond to the output redshift bins of 21cmFAST.
The network yields one output corresponding to the brightness tem-
perature at the redshift index. The loss function used to optimize the
network is Mean Squared Error. We use the batch size of 53, ADAM
optimizer, and learning rate of 0.002. We train the network for 100
epochs using the all training data set. As quantitative evaluators of
the accuracy of our network, we employ root mean squared error
(RMSE) as in Bevins et al. (2021b); Cohen et al. (2020). The RMSE
for a test data set is given as

𝑅𝑀𝑆𝐸 =

√√√√
1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=0

(
𝛿𝑇sim (𝑧 𝑗 ) − 𝛿𝑇pred (𝑧 𝑗 )

)2
, (3)

where 𝑁 is number of redshift bins, 𝑧 𝑗 is redshift at 𝑗-th bin, 𝛿𝑇sim is
simulated 21cm brightness temperature from 21cmFAST and 𝛿𝑇pred
is 21cm signal predicted using the emulator. As a result, the archi-
tecture consists of 1 input layer, 4 hidden layers with 32 neurons for
each layer, and 1 output layer, achieving the mean RMSE of 2.45
mKwhich is the smallest among the other architectures. The figure 1
shows examples of the 21cm global signal predicted by our emulator.
The accuracy might be improved further by optimization of training
parameters and the architecture. However, this RMSE is more or
less consistent with the previous work and lower than the expected
thermal noise error of the EDGES data at a frequency bin. Thus, we
consider that the current emulator is accurate enough for this work.
Note that the redshift bins of our training data sets do not corre-

spond to the frequency bins of the EDGES data one by one. Thus, in
the Bayesian analysis, we predict the 21cm brightness temperature
by linearly interpolating the values to evaluate the 21cm signal at the
frequency bins of the EDGES data.

6 The 12 models are the combinations of the number of hidden layers (2, 3,
and 4) and the number of neurons at the hidden layers (4,8,16, and 32).

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 1. Examples of 21cm global signals. Solid lines are randomly taken
from the test data set. The dotted lines are predicted using the emulator we
developed.

2.3 Luminosity function

Using the parameters used in the 21cmFAST, we can evaluate the
high-𝑧 UVLF following Park et al. (2019). The star formation rate
(SFR) is described as

¤𝑀∗ (𝑀h, 𝑧) = 𝑀∗
𝑀h

𝑡star𝐻−1
𝑧

, (4)

where 𝐻−1
𝑧 is Hubble time at the redshift 𝑧 and the stellar mass 𝑀∗

is given as

𝑀∗ (𝑀h, 𝑧) = 𝑓star,m

(
Ωb
Ωm

)
𝑀h, (5)

where 𝑀h is halo mass and the 𝑓star,m is less than 1 and given as
𝑓star,m = 𝑓star𝑀

𝛼star
h,10 . 𝑀h,10 is halo mass normalized by 10

10𝑀� .
The SFR is converted to rest-frame UV luminosity by the conversion
factor 𝐾UV = 1.15 × 10−28𝑀� yr−1/ergs s−1Hz−1 (assuming the
Salpeter IMF, Sun & Furlanetto 2016). The UV magnitude 𝑀UV
is derived from the luminosity by following AB magnitude relation
(Oke & Gunn 1983). Finally, the UVLF is given as

𝜙(𝑀UV) = 𝑓duty
𝑑𝑛

𝑑𝑀h

���� 𝑑𝑀h𝑑𝑀UV

���� , (6)

where 𝑓duty = exp(−𝑀turn/𝑀h) is a suppression factor for star for-
mation in small halos. The halo mass function 𝑑𝑛/𝑑𝑀h is calculated
following (Murray et al. 2013) with the parametrization for the pri-
mordial power spectrum7 (2) as in e.g. Yoshiura et al. (2020b), using
the top-hat window function.
Previous works (Park et al. 2019; Yoshiura et al. 2020b) have

shown that the UVLF at 𝑧 ≤ 10 is a powerful quantity to constrain
the astrophysical parameters and primordial power spectrum. How-
ever, when we perform the Bayesian analysis using the EDGES data
corresponding to 𝑧 > 13, we do not include the UVLF in the likeli-
hood. We calculate the UVLF at 𝑧 = 12 and 𝑧 = 16 only to discuss
the implication of EDGES to the recent JWST results.

7 We here assume the amplitude of the primordial power spectrum at the
reference scale is 2.207 × 10−9 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016).

3 METHOD: DATA ANALYSIS

Using our emulator to evaluate the 21cm global signal, we perform
the Nested sampling Bayesian analysis to constrain the astrophysical
parameters with several assumptions for foreground model, system-
atics, and appropriate noise level. To this end, we use the publicly
available EDGES low-band data (Bowman et al. 2018)8. The data
contains an integrated sky spectrum from 51MHz to 99MHz. For the
model of foreground, systematics, and noise, we adopt those moti-
vated in Sims & Pober (2020). We refer the reader to the reference for
a more detailed discussion of the models. We describe the methods
below following Sims & Pober (2020).
We define a Gaussian log-likelihood function9 for the model 𝑀

as,

lnL(\, 𝑀) = −𝑛
2
ln(2𝜋) − 1

2

𝑛∑︁
𝑖

ln𝜎2𝑖 −
𝑛∑︁
𝑖

1
2
(𝐷𝑖 − 𝑚𝑖 (\))2

𝜎2
𝑖

, (7)

where 𝑛 is the number of frequency channels, 𝜎𝑖 is the noise level of
EDGES data at 𝑖-th frequency channel, 𝐷𝑖 is the EDGES low-band
data at channel 𝑖, 𝑚𝑖 is the component of our model 𝑀 at channel 𝑖
and \ is a vector of our model parameters. Based on Bayes’s theorem,
the posterior distribution function of the parameters is given as

𝑃(\ |D, 𝑀) = L(\, 𝑀)𝜋(\, 𝑀)
Z , (8)

where 𝜋 is the parameter’s prior probability distribution and the
Bayesian evidence,Z, is given as

Z =

∫
L(\)𝜋(\)𝑑𝑥\, (9)

where 𝑥 is the number of dimensions of our parameter space. Com-
paring the value ofZ, we can perform model selection. If some two
models 𝑀0 and 𝑀1 are equally probable a priori, lnZ0 − lnZ1 > 3
indicates the model 𝑀0 is more likely than 𝑀1 (Kass & Raftery
1995). In this work, we use Polychord (Handley et al. 2015a,b) to
calculate the Bayes evidence and obtain the posterior probability dis-
tribution of parameters. The accuracy of the evidence and posterior
distribution can be improved by increasing the number of live points
nlive which is a parameter used in Polychord. We use nlive = 2000 for
evaluating the lnZ. For some models, we checked that the evidence
values evaluated with nlive = 400010 are consistent with the values
calculated with nlive = 2000.
The measured sky signal is dominated by the Galactic synchrotron

radiation and can be described with a smooth function of the fre-
quency. We, therefore, use the 𝑁-th log polynomial function as our
foreground model

𝑇FG = 10
∑𝑁

𝑖=0 𝑑𝑖 log10 (a/a0)𝑖 [K], (10)

where 𝑑𝑖 are the model parameters used in our fitting and a0 =

75MHz. Foregrounds are expected to be well smooth (Shaver et al.
1999) and described with at least 3rd order polynomial function
(Pritchard & Loeb 2010). The ionosphere absorption and miscal-
ibration of the beam and instrumental gain might be sources of

8 https://loco.lab.asu.edu/edges/edges-data-release/
9 In Scheutwinkel et al. (2022a), they argued that the generalized normal
likelihood function would be an appropriate likelihood function if the noise
model is unknown. In this work, we assume the noise follows Gaussian
distribution. Therefore a Gaussian log-likelihood would be suitable in our
analysis.
10 To improve the accuracy of the posterior distribution, we use the results
with nlive = 4000 in figure 4-12.
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Table 2. List of parameters and the range used for the Bayesian analysis.
For the astrophysical and cosmological parameters of the emulator, the prior
range is listed in Table 1.

param lower limit higher limit

𝑑0 -5 5
𝑑1 -3 -2
𝑑2 − 𝑑9 -100 100
𝑎0 -10.0 2.0
𝑎1 -10.0 2.0
𝑃 10.0 15.0
𝑏 -4.0 4.0

further fluctuation of the spectrum as mentioned above. A higher-
order polynomial function could allow more freedom in modelling
the modulated foreground but also could lead to overfitting, so the
number of polynomial orders should be determined carefully. We,
therefore, vary the order of polynomials from 5th to 9th. It is worth
mentioning that several advanced methods have been rapidly devel-
oping to analyze the foreground-dominated 21cm observation (e.g.
Bassett et al. 2021a; Bevins et al. 2021a). However, in this study,
we use a traditional polynomial function to fit the foregrounds for
simplicity.
As found in previous works (e.g. Hills et al. 2018; Singh&Subrah-

manyan 2019; Sims&Pober 2020), systematicswith sinusoidal shape
might exist in the EDGES low-band data. The sinusoidal systematics,
for example, can arise due to inaccurate correction of instrumental
beam response. Thus, we employ the function below to model the
systematics,

𝑇cal (a) =
(
a

a0

)𝑏
{10𝑎0 sin (2𝜋a/𝑃) + 10𝑎1 cos (2𝜋a/𝑃)} [K], (11)

where 𝑎0, 𝑎1, 𝑏 and 𝑃 are free parameters of the systematics.
The thermal noise of the global signal observation can be given as

𝑇rms (a) = [𝑇sky (a) + 𝑇rec]/
√︁
𝑤(a)Δ𝑡Δa. Here the sky temperature

𝑇sky is the integrated sky spectrumof EDGES.According toBowman
et al. (2018), we can assume the receiver temperature 𝑇rec to be
200 K, the channel width of Δa = 0.390625 MHz and the effective
integration time of Δ𝑡 =107 hours. The data at higher than 87 MHz
suffer from the strong contamination of RFI11. Thus, the effective
integration time is corrected using normalized channel weights, 𝑤
and the normalized weight has low values at a > 87 MHz. For
comparison, we perform the Bayesian analysis using the data only at
a < 87MHz and all frequency data (51 < a < 99MHz). Regrading
the noise level, if there are additional noise sources such as calibration
error and polarized foregrounds as discussed in Sims&Pober (2020),
they can be larger than the thermal noise. We, therefore, define the
noise level as 𝜎𝑖 = 𝐴n𝑇rms (a𝑖) + 𝑇wn/

√︁
𝑤(a𝑖), and we perform

the Bayesian analysis using the theoretical noise model (𝐴n = 1,
𝑇wn = 0 K) and enhanced noise model (𝐴n = 2.25, 𝑇wn = 0.015
K) for comparison. The enhanced noise model is motivated by the
maximum posterior parameters of the highest evidence models in
Sims & Pober (2020). The parameters and the ranges assumed in the
Bayesian analysis for the foreground, the systematics, and the noise
level are summarized in Table 2.
In the Bayesian analysis, the measured signal should be compared

to the sum of the 21cm global signal predicted using the emulator,
foreground, the sinusoidal systematics, and the thermal noise.

11 See the Extended Data Figure 7 in Bowman et al. (2018).
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Figure 2. Impact of running parameters on the 21cm global signal. The
signals are calculated using the emulator. The thick solid line is our fiducial
model (𝛼s = 0.002 and 𝛽s = 0.01).

4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We first check the effect of running parameters on the 21cm global
signal in figure 2. The figure shows the 21cm global signal calculated
using the emulator developed in this work. The thick solid line is the
model with 𝛼s = 0.002 and 𝛽s = 0.01 corresponding to the mean
values in Planck 2018 (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020). The figure
clearly shows that the higher (lower) values of 𝛼s and 𝛽s shift the
21cm absorption trough to the higher (lower) redshift. This shift is
caused due to the enhancement (reduction) of the initial matter power
spectrum which affects the halo mass function (e.g. Yoshiura et al.
2020a; Minoda et al. 2023).
We next see the connection between the 21cm global signal and

UVLF. Figure 3 shows the 21cm global signal and UVLF at 𝑧 =12
and 16. The thick solid line is calculated using the central parameter
values of the prior range (Table 1). With the central values for the
parameters, we find the 21cm global signal has an absorption trough
at 𝑧 = 11. The corresponding UVLF of 𝑧 = 12 and 𝑧 = 16 are not
consistent with observational results of Harikane et al. (2023).
Now we demonstrate how the 21cm global signal and UVLF are

affected by varying these cosmological and astrophysical parameters.
Among the parameters listed in Table 1, the effect of 𝑓star on the high-
𝑧 UVLF, which is measured in JWST, is particularly important. Its
central value in the prior range is 𝑓star = 0.03, and we show the case
of 𝑓star = 0.25 with the thin solid line in figure 3. In this case, the
UVLFs at 𝑧 = 12 and 16 overlap with the JWST results within 1𝜎.
Further enhancement might be required to explain the JWST best-fit
value of UVLF at 𝑧 = 16, but such a parameter can easily conflict
with the observation of galaxies at lower redshifts.
Instead of increasing 𝑓star, larger running parameters 𝛼s and 𝛽s can

increase theUVLF.We show the results with𝛼s = 0.022, 𝛽s = 0.036,
and the other parameters remaining the central values in the prior
range as the thick dashed line in figure 3. This result is fitted well
to the UVLF data points at 𝑧 = 12, but the discrepancy between the
UVLF at 𝑧 = 16 still remains. Additionally, increasing both of the
running parameters and 𝑓star is also shown with the thin dashed line.
The UVLF at 𝑧 = 16 can well explain the observation of JWST, but
the UVLF at 𝑧 = 12 fails. The discrepancy may require modified
models such as the redshift evolution of astrophysical parameters,
emission from Pop III stars, and UV luminosity calculated using the
top-heavy IMF and so on (Harikane et al. 2023). Since our main
focus is the 21 cm global signal, we do not include the UVLF in the
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likelihood of the Bayesian analysis which wewill see in the following
subsections.

4.1 Comparing All Cases

Our emulator is constructed with 11 parameters. We demonstrate the
emulator with the EDGES low-band data which covers the frequency
range of the 21cm line before the cosmic reionization. Thus, we fix
the escape fraction as the log10 𝑓esc = −1.5 and 𝛼esc = −0.25 since
these parameters are mainly relevant to the reionization. We also
consider a model with fixing the parameters for the primordial power
spectrum as 𝑛s = 0.9665, 𝛼s = 0.0, and 𝛽s = 0.0. It would be
worth mentioning that the model with 𝑛s = 0.9625, 𝛼s = 0.002, and
𝛽s = 0.01, which corresponds to themean values of Planck constraint
(Planck Collaboration et al. 2020), has the absorption peak at higher
redshifts than that of the model with 𝛼s = 𝛽s = 0 as shown as the thin
solid line in figure 2. However, the influence is minor compared to
the effects of astrophysical parameters. We also examine the model
without a 21cm signal.
We assess the foreground models with orders of polynomials from

5th to 9th. The prior range of the parameters used in the fitting is listed
in Table 1 and 2. We perform the analysis for multiple combinations
of these models as listed in Table 3.
Regarding the systematics, we found that the model without the

sinusoidal systematics, described as Eq. (11), has significantly larger
RMS and lower lnZ. This might suggest the existence of sinusoidal
systematics. Therefore we decided to use sinusoidal systematics in
all models.
We perform the Bayesian analysis using all frequency bands (51-

99MHz) or only lower bands (51-87 MHz) and use 2 different noise
models. For clear discussion, we define 4 cases for the combination
of the frequency band and noise model, namely FullBW(full band-
width), HcutBW (high-frequency cut bandwidth), TN (theoretical
noise, 𝐴n = 1, 𝑇wn = 0 K), and EN (enhanced noise, 𝐴n = 2.25,
𝑇wn = 0.015 K). In addition, depending on the model framework as
to how we fix the parameters, we separate the models into 4 labelled
as M1, M2, M3 and M4 (see Table 3). We also define 11 IDs for dif-
ferent combinations of 21cm signal and foregrounds (see Table 3).
We refer, for example, to the model of M1-FG8 and FullBW-TN as
FullBW-TN-M1-FG8.
The Bayesian evidence values of all models are summarized in

Table 3. We compare the evidence of 44 models12. The evidence val-
ues become significantly high if we assume an enhanced noise model
(i.e. 𝐴n=2.25, 𝑇wn=0.015). This indicates the presence of additional
noise sources such as calibration error and polarized foregrounds as
discussed in Sims & Pober (2020) and/or the presence of unknown
systematic error which is not properly modeled with the sinusoidal
function. It should be mentioned that the values assumed for the
enhanced noise (𝐴n=2.25, 𝑇wn=0.015) are not physically motivated
ones. Thus, additional systematic spectrum features may improve the
evidence values without the enhancement of noise. We also find that
the models with 5th-order polynomials have low evidence values ex-
cept for HCutBW-EN. Thus the polynomial function of higher than
6th-orders is required to remove the foregrounds.
In many cases except for FullBW-TN, the evidence is high even

without the 21cm signal. Thus, we could not confirm the presence of

12 The Bayesian evidence indicates how well the model describes the data.
The result of 51<a<99 MHz should not be directly compared with the result
of 51<a<87 MHz.

a 21cm absorption line. In FullBW-TN,we find the statistically signif-
icant difference of ln 𝑍 between the FullBW-TN-M4-FG9 (without
21cm signal) and FullBW-TN-M3-FG9 (with 21cm signal). How-
ever, the evidence is much lower than that of FullBW-EN. This might
caution that the analysis of a 21cm global signal can lead to noise-
biased results. However, it should be emphasized that our results do
not draw any conclusion regarding the strong absorption reported in
Bowman et al. (2018) since our emulator cannot produce the flattened
Gaussian shape and absorption of 500 mK reported by EDGES.

4.2 Example: FullBW-EN-M1-FG7

We discuss the result of FullBW-EN-M1-FG7 in detail as an example
model. Figure 4 shows the posterior distribution of astrophysical
parameters. The shape of the posterior distribution of all astrophysical
parameters is almost flat over the prior range. Figure 5 shows the 21cm
global signal calculated from the posterior samples13. The constraint
is consistent with zero within 1 𝜎 error. The blue region shows the
posterior of the 21cm global signal from random samples within
priors14. The figure indicates that we cannot argue the detection of
the 21cm line from this model.
The strong upper limits on the 21cm power spectrum observation

measured by HERA (HERA Collaboration et al. 2023) have put the
constraints on the spin temperature at 𝑧 = 10.4 and 𝑧 = 7.9 using
various 21cmmodels including 21cmFAST. Thus, joint analysis with
the power spectrum result would give a tighter lower limit on the
21cm global signal at 𝑧 < 10. In Bevins et al. (2023), they have
performed a joint Bayesian analysis using the SARAS3 and HERA
observation data. Our constraints on the 21cm signal are consistent
with their result while they have not used the 21cmFAST to obtain
the 21cm signal and imposed a wider prior range in the likelihood
analysis.
The model of star formation rate used in the 21cmFAST can be

applied to evaluate the UVLF following Park et al. (2019). Thus, we
can also obtain the posterior distribution of theUVLF. Figure 6 shows
the constraint on the UVLF at 𝑧 = 12 and 𝑧 = 16. The results are
well consistent with the recent JWST results (Harikane et al. 2023).
The central value of UVLF at 𝑧 = 16 slightly offsets the centre of our
confidential region.

4.3 Comparison with other cases

We first examine the effect of the order of polynomials by comparing
M1-FG5 toM1-FG9 of FullBW-EN. The constrained global signal is
similar to each other and consistent with zero within 1 𝜎 error except
the FullBW-EN-M1-FG5. The FullBW-EN-M1-FG5 with the lower
polynomial order of the foreground model suggests an absorption at
𝑧 ≈ 17 with a peak amplitude of roughly 150 mK but has lower lnZ
(Figure 7). This result caution that an improper assumption on the
order of the polynomial can potentially lead to a biased detection.
Comparing FullBW-EN-M1-FG7 and HCutBW-EN-M1-FG7, we

find the constraints on the global signal are similar and consistent
with zero at 1 𝜎. HCutBW-EN-M1-FG7 (i.e. removing data at a >
87MHz) also shows weak constraints on astrophysical parameters
(Figure 4).

13 We use fgivenx (Handley 2018).
14 Specifically, we create 20000 samples of 21cm global signal from random
parameters within the prior range. The posterior density distribution, shown
as the blue region, is evaluated as 3 𝜎 region of the random samples using
fgivenx.
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Figure 3. Examples of 21cm global signal and UVLF. The thick solid line is the model with all parameters being central values of the prior range. The thin solid
line has the same parameters as the thick solid line except 𝑓star of 0.25. Dashed lines are the model with 𝛼𝑠 = 0.022 and 𝛽𝑠 = 0.036.

Table 3. List of model combinations used in the Nested sampling analysis. The Bayesian evidence values, lnZ, are also listed. The largest Bayesian evidence
in each systematic (frequency range and noise) model is highlighted in bold. We use the nlive = 2000 to evaluate lnZ listed in this table.

lnZ (𝐴n = 1, 𝑇wn = 0) lnZ (𝐴n = 2.25, 𝑇wn = 0.015)

FullBW-TN HCutBW-TN FullBW-EN HCutBW-EN
ID 21cm params foreground (51< a <99 MHz) (51< a <87 MHz) (51< a <99 MHz) (51< a <87 MHz)

M1-FG5 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc, 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s 5th order -397.213 -32.5 199.679 157.974
M1-FG6 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc, 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s 6th order -272.954 -24.5 216.410 158.030
M1-FG7 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc, 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s 7th order -274.281 -22.5 215.952 157.560
M1-FG8 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc, 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s 8th order -271.662 -22.2 216.101 157.692
M1-FG9 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc, 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s 9th order -273.323 -22.0 216.770 157.780
M2-FG5 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc 5th order -372.202 -31.4 200.155 157.682
M2-FG9 Fix 𝑓esc, 𝑎esc 9th order -271.537 -22.9 216.038 157.817
M3-FG5 use all 5th order -327.27 -32.3 203.109 157.550
M3-FG9 use all 9th order -271.24 -22.0 216.111 157.459
M4-FG5 no 21cm signal 5th order -1297.994 -33.0 170.291 157.757
M4-FG9 no 21cm signal 9th order -274.688 -22.4 216.579 157.875

Figure 4. Posterior distribution of astrophysical parameters in FullBW-EN-M1-FG7 (black, using 51-99 MHz). We use our emulator of 21cm global signal,
7th-order polynomial function for the foreground, enhanced noise, and sinusoidal systematics in the analysis. Corresponding posterior of the 21cm global signal
and the UVLF are respectively shown in Figure 5 and Figure 6. We also show the posterior distribution of astrophysical parameters of the HcutBW-EN-M1-FG7
(orange, using 51-87 MHz) to show the influence of the frequency band.

Now, we discuss the case of the other noise model, which is the-
oretically motivated thermal noise. The FullBW-TN (HCutBW-TN)
results are consistent with zero within 2 (1) 𝜎 although we can find
complicated structures in the posterior global signal for some cases
(e.g. absorption features in Figure 8.). The structure should be caused
by clusters of posterior distributions of foreground parameters. For
example, the posterior distributions of 𝑑0 and 𝑑1 show clusters as
shown in Figure 9. Even with a small difference in foreground pa-
rameters, the impact can be larger than the 21cm signal because

the foreground is significantly bright. The models with theoretical
noise model tend to show such clustering posterior distribution of the
foreground parameters. This clustering posterior distribution of the
foreground parameters might be interpreted as misfitting due to the
underestimation of noise. There are other possible noise sources, such
as the calibration error or the polarized foreground as described in
section 3.We checked that there are two or three peaks in the posterior
distributions of astrophysical parameters. Each possible absorption
line (Figure 8) might correspond to each cluster (Figure 9).

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)



8 S. Yoshiura et al.

7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0 22.5 25.0 27.5
z

0.35
0.30
0.25
0.20
0.15
0.10
0.05
0.00

21
cm

 G
S 

[K
]

1

2

3

Figure 5. The posterior of 21cm global signal corresponds to the parame-
ter constraints in figure 4. This is the result of FullBW-EN-M1-FG7. The
dashed lines are the min/max range of the global signal calculated using
20000 random samples within the prior in FullBW-EN-M1. The blue region
corresponds to the prior samples within 3 𝜎.
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Figure 6. The posterior of UVLF in FullBW-EN-M1-FG7. The thick line
indicates the posterior of the UVLF evaluated from random samples. Red
dots, error bars, and upper limits are the observed UVLF reported (Harikane
et al. 2023).
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Figure 7. Same as figure 5, bur for the FullBW-EN-M1-FG5. The posterior
of global signal (the black contour) indicates the absorption line at 𝑧 ≈ 17,
however, this model has a lower evidence value as lnZ = 199.679 than the
other foreground models (FullBW-EN-M1-FG6 to FG9 in table 3).

4.4 Effect of runnings

The model with higher 𝛼s and higher 𝛽s can enhance the halo mass
function. Therefore, the timing of Lyman-𝛼 coupling and X-ray heat-
ing is shifted to higher redshift, and hence the position of the 21cm
absorption trough moves to a higher redshift as shown in Figure 2.
The variation of the primordial power spectrum introduces more de-
grees of freedom to the shape and position of the global signal profile.
Comparing the FullBW-EN-M1-FG9 (fixing 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s) and FullBW-
EN-M2-FG9 (varying 𝑛s, 𝛼s, 𝛽s) can give insight into the effect of
the primordial power spectrum on the astrophysical parameter con-
straints (Figure 10). The constraints are weak for both cases while the
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Figure 8. The posterior of 21cm global signal in FullBW-TN-M1-FG7. In
this model, our emulator, 7-th order polynomial function, theoretical noise
and all frequency bands are used. The 𝑓esc and primordial power spectrum are
fixed. We assume the theoretical noise model. The Bayesian evidence of this
model is significantly lower than our fiducial model (FullBW-EN-M1-FG7).

posterior distributions are not perfectly consistent with each other.
For the constraints on parameters of the primordial power spectrum,
we also find an almost flat posterior distribution except FullBW-TN-
M2-FG9 (Figure 11). The figure indicates that constraints on the
primordial power spectrum from 21cm global signal depend on the
assumptions on foreground and noise in the analysis. For example,
the case of FullBW-TN-M2-FG9, we find an upper limits on the 𝛽s,
in which the constraint might be affected biased by unknown system-
atics and underestimated error. In any case, our analysis indicates
that the 21cm global signal has the potential to constrain the running
parameters if the shape of the 21cm global signal is well constrained.

4.5 Effect of escape fraction

As the EDGES data corresponds to the redshift larger than 13, and
the ionization would not happen at such high redshift, therefore we
fixed parameters related to the escape fraction of ionizing photons in
models M1 and M2. On the other hand, in the M3 model, we treat
the 𝑓esc and 𝑎esc as free parameters. In the FullBW-EN-M3-FG9, we
find that the posterior distributions of parameters are almost flat and
the constraints on the global signal are consistent with zero.

4.6 Luminosity function

The models of high logZ provide the posterior luminosity function
consistent with the JWST results as shown in figure. 6. However, the
constraints on the luminosity function is weak. On the other hand, in
the FullBW-TN-M1-FG9, for example, the constraints on the UVLF
become tight and low values of the UVLF are disfavored as shown
in Figure 12. Furthermore, in the FullBW-TN-M1-FG9, the presence
of a certain absorption line at 𝑧 > 13 is preferred in the posterior
distribution of the global signal. To create the absorption feature, an
effective star formation rate is required to produce a large amount
of Lyman-𝛼 photons enough to couple the spin temperature with the
cold gas temperature. Therefore the recent discovery of high UVLF
at high-𝑧might be consistent with the 21cm absorption line at 𝑧 ≈ 15.
It should be mentioned that the favoured parameters require a high
value of log10 𝑓star > −0.5 and a low value of 𝑡star < 0.3. We note
that Haro et al. (2023) recently derived the follow-up spectroscopic
result of JWST and find one of the galaxies candidates at 𝑧 = 16 was
the galaxy at 𝑧 = 4.9 while the galaxy suspected to be at 𝑧 > 10 was
confirmed as the galaxy at 𝑧 = 11.4.
We mention that the required star formation rate to explain the

EDGES absorption line has been discussed in Madau (2018). Very
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Figure 9. The posterior distribution of foreground parameters and astrophysical parameters in FullBW-TN-M1-FG7. Note that, for plotting the contours of 𝑑0
and 𝑑1, we subtract median values (𝑑0,m = 3.243 and 𝑑1,m = −2.570) from the samples and multiply 104 and 103, respectively.

Figure 10. Comparison of the posterior distribution of astrophysical parameters of FullBW-EN-M1-FG9 (black) and FullBW-EN-M2-FG9 (orange) to show the
influence of the primordial power spectrum on the parameter constraints.

Figure 11. The posterior distribution of primordial power spectrum pa-
rameters. We compare 4 models; FullBW-TN-M2-FG9 (red), HCutBW-TN-
M2-FG9 (green), FullBW-EN-M2-FG9 (black), and HCutBW-EN-M2-FG9
(blue).

recently, Hassan et al. (2023) pointed out the UV luminosity density
required to explain the EDGES absorption signal is consistent with
the recent JWST observation (𝑧 < 15) and the extrapolation of the
galaxyUVobserved byHST. They also show that theUVLF at 𝑧 = 16
necessary to explain the EDGES absorption is slighly higher than the
UVLF extrapolated from UVLF at 𝑧 = 12.
In Bera et al. (2022), they have shown such a model is consis-

tent with current observations (e.g. neutral fraction) and pointed out
the JWST can probe it. Thus, it should be interesting to perform
MCMC analysis simultaneously using the UVLF, neutral fraction,
21cm global signal, and so on.

5 SUMMARY AND FUTURE WORKS

We developed the ANN-based emulator to predict the 21cm global
signal with 8 astrophysical parameters and 3 regarding the primordial
power spectrum. The emulator can predict the 21cm global signal
with the accuracy of RMSE of a fewmK. Since the primordial power
spectrum can control the halo mass function, we include the pa-
rameters describing the primordial power spectrum. Therefore this
emulator is useful for parameter estimation for not only the high-𝑧
star formation but also the inflation models. To demonstrate it, we
performed the Bayesian analysis using the publicly available EDGES
low-band data, from which we obtained weak constraints on the pa-
rameters. The result depends on the model of the 21cm signal, the
model of the foreground, the noise level, and the frequency range
used in the analysis. Using the Bayesian evidence, we compared
these models. The Bayesian evidence suggests that the higher-order
polynomial function is required to remove the foreground success-
fully and prefers the assumption of enhanced noise. The values of
Bayesian evidence do not depend on the presence of the 21cm global
signal and indeed the posterior distribution of the 21cm global signal
is consistent with zero. Our analysis suggests that the detection of a
21cm global signal should be carefully understood as it depends on
various assumptions on foreground, noise and so on.
The posterior distribution of the UVLF at 𝑧 = 12 and 𝑧 = 16

derived from our Bayesian analysis using the EDGES data is well
consistent with the UVLF reported by the JWST observation.
We also found that, under our assumption of the foreground, noise,

MNRAS 000, 1–11 (2015)
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Figure 12. The posterior distribution of 21cm global signal (left panel), UVLF of galaxies at 𝑧 = 12 (middle panel), and UVLF at 𝑧 = 16 (right panel). This
result is the FullBW-TN-M1-FG9. Red points and upper limits are the results of recent JWST observation (Harikane et al. 2023). Note that the model has a lower
ln 𝑍 value compared to our fiducial model.

and systematics, the EDGES data cannot constrain the running pa-
rameters well. However, the 21cm signal can constrain the 𝛽s if the
shape and position of the 21cm signal are well constrained.
We in this work developed an emulator of the 21cm global signal

including the parameters describing the primordial power spectrum.
However we can consider not only the global signal but also other
quantities such as the 21cm power spectrum, neutral fraction of
hydrogen, and the evolution of spin temperature. We plan to build
emulators of all such quantities and perform Bayesian analysis with
current observations in future work.
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ABSTRACT

The relation between the event rate of long Gamma-Ray Bursts at low redshift and the star

formation rate is still controversial, especially in the low-redshift end. Dong et al. confirmed

that the Gamma-Ray Burst rate always exceeds the star formation rate at low-redshift of z < 1

in despite of the sample completeness. However, the reason of low-redshift excess is still

unclear. Considering low-luminosity bursts with smaller redshift generally, we choose three

Swift long burst samples and classify them into low- and high-luminosity bursts in order to

check whether the low-redshift excess is existent and if the excess is biased by the sample size

and completeness. To degenerate the redshift evolution from luminosity, we adopt the non-

parametric method to study the event rate of the two types of long bursts in each sample. It is

found that the high-luminosity burst rates are consistent with the star formation rate within the

whole redshift range while the event rates of low-luminosity bursts exceed the star formation

rate at low redshift of z < 1. Consequently, we conclude that the low-redshift excess is

contributed by the low-luminosity bursts with possibly new origins unconnected with the star

formation, which is also independent of the sample size and the sample completeness.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRBs) can be traditionally classified into long and short classes according to the

duration (T90), with at a dividing line of ∼ 2 s (e.g. Kouveliotou et al. 1993; Zhang & Choi 2008; Wang

et al. 2020) or ∼ 1 s (Bromberg et al. 2013; Gruber et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2020b). The discrepancy

on the dividing line is mainly caused by the sample selection and energy band. Note that the T90 values of

Swift GRBs with good duration measurement (Gruber et al. 2014) or well-measured spectrum (Zhang et al.

2020b; Deng et al. 2022) are bimodally distributed with a boundary of T90 ∼ 1 s. In any case, it proves

that the apparent middle class in some T90-selected GRB samples is inexistent or artificial (e.g. Zhang et al.

2016; Tarnopolski 2019a,b; Zhang et al. 2020b; Deng et al. 2022; Tarnopolski 2022). Long GRBs (lGRBs)

with T90 > 2 s are believed to come from core-collapsed massive stars (e.g. Woosley 1993; Paczyński 1998;

Woosley & Bloom 2006; Hjorth et al. 2003; Stanek et al. 2003; Zhang 2018), so that the lGRB rate was

frequently compared with the star formation rate (SFR) in a low-metallicity environment previously (Wang

& Dai 2009; Palmerio & Daigne 2021; Elı́as & Martı́nez 2018). However, short GRBs (sGRBs) with T90 <

2 s are usually interpreted as the mergers of compact objects such as double neutron stars (DNS) or neutron

star-black hole (NS-BH) binaries (e.g., Eichler et al. 1989; Paczyński 1991; Narayan, Paczyński & Piran

1992). Observationally, lGRBs can also be divided into high- and low-luminosity classes(see Zhang 2018,

for a detail), subgroups with or without extended emissions (Zhang et al. 2020a) or the types of classical

GRBs, X-ray-rich GRBs and X-ray flashes (XRFs) (Zhang et al. 2020b) and so on. Considering the joint

observational features, Zhang et al. (2009) proposed to classify GRBs into two subgroups of long/soft type

I and short/hard type II in physics.

Since most lGRBs are believed to have a massive star core-collapse origin, their redshift distribution

is expected to trace the SFR, which has been revealed by various SFR indicators (namely Madau et al.

∗ Email:z-b-zhang@163.com
† Email:hyf@nju.edu.cn
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1998; Daigne, Rossi & Mochkovitch 2006; Hopkins & Beacom 2006). Over the past decades, the event

rates derived mainly for distinct samples of lGRBs with different methods are still controversial and even

conflicting with star formation history. Interestingly, it was found that some inferred lGRB rates, compared

with the SFR, exhibit a similar excess at either low-redshift (e.g. Yu et al. 2015; Petrosian, Kitanidis &

Kocevski 2015; Zhang & Wang 2018; Lloyd-Ronning, Aykutalp & Johnson 2019) or high-reshift (e.g.

Yüksel et al. 2008; Kistler et al. 2008; Virgili et al. 2011; Lan et al. 2019) ends. Considering the current high-

z SFR distribution with various observations and larger uncertainties (see e.g. Dong et al. 2022, hereafter

D22), the difference between the lGRB formation rate and the SFR is not subject to a severe debate. On the

contrary, whether the estimated lGRB rate is an unbiased tracer of the SFR within the low-z domain is still

an important issue that has been deeply investigated recently (e.g. Yu et al. 2015; Petrosian, Kitanidis &

Kocevski 2015; Pescalli et al. 2016; Palmerio & Daigne 2021; Dainotti, Petrosian & Bowden 2021; Dong et

al. 2022; Nugent et al. 2022). Similarly, some authors claimed that the formation rate of sGRBs also exceeds

the SFR at the low redshift (Zhang & Wang 2018; Dainotti, Petrosian & Bowden 2021). Surprisingly,

Nugent et al. (2022) conducted stellar population analysis of 69 sGRB host galaxies and concluded that

the event rate of sGRBs will trace the SFR if only the combination of host star formation and stellar mass

is taken into account. Since most low-luminosity GRBs reside in the lower redshift region (e.g. Sazonov,

Lutovinov & Sunyaev 2004; Cobb et al. 2006; Liang et al. 2007), mapping how the low- and high-luminosity

lGRBs evolve with redshift is a very meaningful and urgent task.

People have employed various statistical methods to assess the GRB formation rate and compare with the

SFR. There are mainly two approaches frequently applied for this purpose. The first one is the tradition-

ally parametric estimate, namely the direct fit (Gehrels et al. 2004; Guetta & Piran 2005; Daigne, Rossi &

Mochkovitch 2006; Le & Dermer 2007; Liang et al. 2007; Yüksel et al. 2008; Wanderman & Piran 2010,

2015; Elı́as & Martı́nez 2018) or the maximum likelihood method (Lan et al. 2019) or the stellar population

analysis (Nugent et al. 2022; Ghirlanda & Salvaterra 2022) applied to the observations, in which the depen-

dence of luminosity on redshift was neglected and the luminosity distribution should be assumed in advance.

The second one is the non-parametric τ -statistic method (Lynden-Bell 1971; Efron & Petrosian 1992; Pet-

rosian, Kitanidis & Kocevski 2015) that was firstly proposed to investigate the luminosity distribution and
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density evolution of a flux-limited quasar sample. Noticeably, the evolution of luminosity with redshift will

be appropriately deducted by a factor of (1 + z)δ. It has now been popularly adopted to calculate the lumi-

nosity function and event rate of both lGRBs and sGRBs (Wu et al. 2012; Petrosian, Kitanidis & Kocevski

2015; Yu et al. 2015; Pescalli et al. 2016; Tsvetkova et al. 2017; Zhang & Wang 2018; Lloyd-Ronning,

Aykutalp & Johnson 2019; Dainotti, Petrosian & Bowden 2021; Dong et al. 2022). We need to realize that

the expected event rates could be somewhat biased by the statistical method, the instrumental effect and

the sample selection. By contrast, the non-parametric method has special advantage for a truncated sample

since it does not depend on any distributional assumptions of luminosities and can give point-by-point de-

scription of the cumulative distributions. Therefore, we continue to apply the non-parametric c− method to

investigate different samples of Swift lGRBs in this work.

To reduce the instrumental bias, GRBs detected by a single satellite are usually utilized as the first choice,

that is why a majority of previous works had paid particular attention to the Swift/BAT GRBs, of which most

GRB samples in the literature are incomplete according to the selection standards defined in Jakobsson et

al. (2006) and Salvaterra et al. (2012). Although the completeness of GRB sample was emphasized to be

essential in Pescalli et al. (2016) (hereafter P16), our recent work showed that the completeness degree did

not affect the resulting event rates too much as long as the selected GRBs have a larger sample size and

sufficient redshift coverage (Dong et al. 2022), which conversely demonstrates that the low-redshif excess

of GRB rate is not attributed to the sample incompleteness. Even for the same Swift lGRB sample, distinct

methods may give rise to inconsistent results. For example, P16 used the non-parametric method to study

a complete sample of 81 Swift lGRBs and found no low-redshift excess, which however may be caused by

a neglect of the differential comoving volume in their calculations. Using the same complete lGRB sample

in P16, Lan et al. (2019) employed the maximum likelihood method to examine the luminosity function

and event rate and concluded that the GRB event rate is roughly consistent with the SFRs at z < 2 but

shows a discrepancy at high redshift of z > 2. However, D22 also applied the non-parametric method to

the P16 sample and confirmed the similar low-redshift (z < 1) excess and the high-redshift consistency in

both complete and non-complete Swift lGRB samples. Meanwhile, they concluded that the resulting event

rates are basically threshold-independent provided that the number of bursts above the flux limit is sufficient
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enough. However, whether the formation rate of low-luminosity GRBs differs from that of high-luminosity

ones and how the two types of GRBs with diverse luminosity match the SFR are unknown yet. It motivates

us to utilize the large Swift GRB sample to investigate this important issue. At the same time, we also

compare the resulting event rates of an incomplete sample with those of a complete sample.

The letter is arranged as follows. Section 2 describes our sample selection, data reduction and method. We

present our detailed results in Section 3. We summarize our findings in Section 4 and end with a discussion

in Section 5.

2. DATA AND METHOD

To obtain the less-biased luminosity function and event rates of low- and high-luminosity lGRBs and

their dependence on the redshift, we need to collect those lGRBs with both redshift measurement and well-

constrained spectra so that the bolometric luminosity can be precisely calculated. Firstly, we select 365

lGRBs with redshift and peak photon flux in the Swift/BAT catalog1 dated from January 26, 2005 to May

31, 2022. Note that the big lGRB sample (called BL sample thereinafter) does not surfer from any selection

effects except the Malmquist bias (Dainotti et al. 2018). The conversion of photon flux into peak energy

flux (Fp) and the calculation method can be referred to Zhang et al. (2018). Owing to the narrow energy

range of Swift/BAT detector, a single power-law spectrum of Φ(E) ∝ E−α (see also Tang et al. 2019)

has been applied to calculate the bolometric luminosity L = 4πd2
L(z)FpKc, where Fp is in units of erg

cm−2 s−1, Kc is the K-correction factor and dL(z) = cH−1
0 (1 + z)

∫ z
0

[ΩΛ + Ωm(1 + z)3]−0.5dz denotes

the luminosity distance at a redshift of z. Here, a flat ΛCDM universe with Ωm = 0.27, ΩΛ = 0.73 and

H0 = 70 km s−1Mpc−1 will be used (Zhang et al. 2021). Secondly, we also take the sample of 127 Swift

lGRBs with well-measured spectra from Yu et al. (2015) (hereafter Y15) and the complete sample of 79

lGRBs in D22 in order to check whether the resulting event rates of lGRBs are dependent on the spectral

quality, the sample size and the sample completeness.

Subsequently, we divide the above three samples of lGRBs into low-luminosity and high-luminosity ones

according to the differential luminosity distributions as shown in Figure 1, where the broken luminosities on

1 https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb table/
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the left panels are defined as the dividing lines and the relationships between luminosity and redshift of low-

and high-luminosity lGRBs are displayed on the right panels. To put the luminosity limit on the plots, we

need to set a suitable flux limit in advance. For the samples of Y15 and D22, we have taken the threshold as

Flim = 2×10−8 erg cm−2s−1. For our newly-built sample BL, we make the differential flux distributions of

two kinds of lGRBs in Figure 2, from which the smallest flux of Flim = 5.33× 10−8 erg cm−2s−1 has been

assumed to be the threshold in order to reserve sufficient low-luminosity lGRBs. It is worth noting that we

have determined the boundaries between low- and high-luminosities via the following broken power-law

function

dN/dL ∝

 (L/Lb)
α1 , L ≤ Lb

(L/Lb)
α2 , L > Lb

. (1)

As a result, we get the broken luminosities as Lb ∼ 4.92× 1051 erg s−1, 3.4× 1052 erg s−1 and 1.09× 1052

erg s−1 for the Y15, BL and D22 samples, respectively, which are larger than the former artificial reference

value of Lb ∼ 1050 erg s−1 about 1-2 orders of magnitude. In practice, there are no strict constraints to

distinguish between low- and high-luminosity lGRBs previously. For example, Cobb et al. (2006) suggested

that SN 1998bw/GRB 980425 and SN 2003lw/GRB 031203 are subluminous in γ-rays but they did not

provide a standard for the classification (see also Liang et al. 2007). The fractions of low-luminosity lGRBs

on basis of our criterion given by Equation (1) are ∼22% for sample Y15, ∼44% for sample BL and

∼41% for sample D22 in each. Regarding the sample BL, we caution that the percentages of low-redshift

(0 < z < 1) lGRBs are ∼ 36% and ∼6.2% for the low- and high-luminosity lGRBs, respectively. The

fraction of low-luminosity lGRBs goes up to ∼88% in the redshift range from 0 to 1. This demonstrates

that most low-luminosity lGRBs are located at high-redshift location instead of in the nearby universe and

will be absolutely dominant at the low-redshift end.

Following our recent work, we utilize the Lynden Bell’s c− method and the τ -statistic to degenerate the

dependence of peak luminosity on redshift as L ∝ (1 + z)k (see Dong et al. 2022, for details). By varying

the k values until τ reaches zero, we obtain kl = 0.41+0.4
−0.4 and kh = 1.3+0.36

−0.41 in Y15 sample, kl = 2.63+0.35
−0.3

and kh = 0.06+0.28
−0.26 in BL sample, kl = 4.01+0.65

−0.65 and kh = 1.27+0.6
−0.63 in D22 sample for low- and high-

luminosity lGRBs, correspondingly, as shown in Figure 3. It can be seen that the power-law indices of kl
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Figure 1. Panels (a), (c) and (e) are the differential luminosity distributions of samples Y15, BL and D22, respectively.

The solid thick lines denote the best fits with a broken power-law of Equation (1) and the vertical thin lines mark the

boundaries between the low- and high-luminosities. Panels (b), (d) and (f) show the observed relations of luminosity

with reshift for the Y15, BL and D22 samples correspondingly above a given threshold (dashed line). The low- and

high-luminosity lGRBs are symbolized with the filled squares and circles, respectively.

and kh are significantly different in each sample. Interestingly, we notice that the sequence of kl > kh in the

two samples of BL and D22 is opposite to that of sample Y15, which may be caused by the lower proportion

of low-luminosity lGRBs in the Y15 sample. However, all the deduced k values are sample-dependent and

roughly coincident with some previous estimates. For instance, Wu et al. (2012) found the value of k to

be 2.3+0.56
−0.51 for a sample of 95 lGRBs detected by multiple satellites including Swift, Fermi/GBM, Konus-

wind, and so on. Tsvetkova et al. (2017) got a smaller value of k ∼ 1.7 for a sample of 150 Konus-wind

lGRBs with reliable redshift measurements. This may imply that the resulting k values are less biased by

the instrumental effect in contrast with the sample selection effect.
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Figure 2. The differential flux distributions of low (filled squares) and high (filled circles) luminosity lGRBs. The

two vertical dashed lines represent the smallest fluxes of them. The two declining solid lines denote the homegeneous

distribution of N ∝ F−3/2 in the Euclidian space.

3. GRB RATE VERSUS SFR

Using the cumulative redshift distribution function φ(z), one can calculate the lGRB rate, ρ(z), as done in

D22. The normalized cumulative redshift distributions of samples Y15, BL and D22 are shown in Figure 4,

where we find that the low-luminosity lGRBs are relatively closer to us than those high-luminosity ones in

each sample. In comparison, the cumulative redshift distributions of low-luminosity lGRBs increase faster

in the smaller redshift domain. Interestingly, the median redshifts of both low- and high-luminosity lGRBs

in sample Y15 are evidently larger than those corresponding medians of sample D22, but smaller than the

medians of sample BL. More interestingly, we find that the median redshift of high-luminosity lGRBs in

each sample is about two times larger than that of low-luminosity lGRBs, in which the physical reason is

unknown yet. However, we can speculate that dark GRBs with high redshift are most probably the low-

luminosity bursts without detection due to the Malmquist bias (Dainotti, Petrosian & Bowden 2021) and

need more effective ways to detect in the future (Jiang et al. 2021; Tanvir et al. 2021; Thomas et al. 2022).

Now, we apply the cumulative redshift distribution to compute the event rates of the two classes of lGRBs

in each sample. The results are compared with the SFR in Figure 5. It can be obviously found that the
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Figure 3. The τ -statistic results of low-luminosity (thin solid line) and high-luminosity (thick solid line) GRBs for

samples Y15 (panel a), BL (panel b) and D22 (panel c), respectively. The vertical lines show the expected k values

when τ is equal to zero.
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Figure 4. Cumulative redshift distributions of the three samples of low (thin solid line) and high (thick solid line)

luminosity lGRBs. All data have been normalized to the maximum redshift. Panels (a), (b) and (c) correspond to the

Y15, BL and D22 samples, respectively.

dependence of the event rate on redshift for the low- and high-luminosity lGRBs is very different no mat-

ter whether the lGRB sample is complete or not, which is consistent with our findings in D22. In other

words, the event rates of high-luminosity lGRBs match the SFR well within all redshift ranges and the low-

luminosity lGRBs exhibit significant excess at low-redshift of z < 1, particularly for the complete sample

D22. Even for the smaller and incomplete Y15 sample, the low-redshift excess is still very obvious. On

the other hand, Figure 5b indicates that the event rate of a small fraction of low-luminosity lGRBs with

higher redshift of z > 1 is somewhat in agreement with the SFR instead. Therefore, we conclude that the

low-redshift excess found in both complete and incomplete lGRB samples before is contributed by the low-
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Figure 5. Comparisons between the SFR (gray points) and the event rates of low (red thin ladder lines) and high (blue

thick ladder lines) luminosity lGRBs for samples Y15, BL and D22, respectively. The observed SFR data together

with the best fitting line (cyan solid lines) have been taken from D22 and the light shaded regions indicate the 3σ

prediction range.

luminosity lGRBs. This is evidently different from the previous viewpoint that the low-redshift excess was

biased by the incompleteness of GRB samples (e.g. Pescalli et al. 2016; Lan et al. 2019). Strictly speaking,

the sample completeness degree can influence the estimate of GRB rate slightly as displayed in Figure 5, but

it can not change the GRB evolutionary trend in nature and its importance may be overestimated in some

previous studies. Our results indicat that the high-luminosity lGRBs are produced from the core-collapse of

massive stars and most low-luminosity lGRBs could originate from other processes unrelated with the star

formation.

4. CONCLUSIONS

Based on the above analysis of GRB rates for both complete and incomplete lGRB samples, we draw the

following conclusions:

(1) The relations between peak luminosity and redshift of lGRBs are described by L ∝ (1 + z)k with

kl = 0.41+0.4
−0.4 and kh = 1.3+0.36

−0.41 for sample Y15, kl = 2.63+0.35
−0.3 and kh = 0.06+0.28

−0.26 for sample BL,

kl = 4.01+0.65
−0.65 and kh = 1.27+0.6

−0.63 for sample D22, respectively.

(2) After dividing the lGRBs into low- and high-luminosity ones, we find that the event rates of high-

luminosity lGRBs match the SFR well within all redshift ranges and the low-luminosity lGRBs show sig-
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nificant excess at low-redshift of z < 1. Therefore, we conclude that the low-redshift excess of GRB rate is

resulted from the low-luminosity lGRBs.

(3) We find that lGRB rates always exceed SFR at low redshift of z < 1 no matter whether the lGRB

samples are complete or not. That is to say, the low-redshift excess found in the literature can not be

attributed to the sample incompleteness.

Consequently, we argue that the high- and low-luminosity lGRBs might have different physical origins,

that is, high-luminosity bursts following the SFR are produced from the death of massive stars and the low-

luminosity bursts may come from other processes that is uncorrelated with the SFR. This might shed new

light on the investigation of GRB progenitors and central engines.

5. DISCUSSION

Currently, the origin of the low-luminosity GRBs is still an open question. For example, Liang et al.

(2007) and Guetta & Della Valle (2007) claimed the existence of two physically distinct classes of lGRBs

but cannot exclude a single population. Lan et al. (2021) showed that the low-luminosity lGRBs are not

the straightforward extension of high-luminosity ones through the luminosity distribution of their sample.

Pais, Piran & Nakar (2023) mentioned that a cocoon breakout is most likely the origin of low-luminosity

GRBs and their broad absorption lines have been observed in several SNe accompanied by low-luminosity

lGRBs (e.g. Bufano et al. 2012; Xu et al. 2013; Izzo et al. 2019). Another possible origin like the cocoon

shock breakout from AGN disk was also proposed (Zhu et al. 2021). Particularly, MichałowskI et al. (2018)

argued that the low-luminosity GRB 111005A represents an independent class of GRBs differing from the

typical core-collapse events and inferred that the GRB rate may be biased towards low SFRs.

Regardless of the origin of the excess of GRB rates at low redshift, the discrepancy between the GRB

rate and the SFR has been tried to be reconciled by the cosmic metallicity evolution (Salvaterra et al. 2012;

Lloyd-Ronning, Aykutalp & Johnson 2019) and an evolving luminosity function of GRBs (Lloyd-Ronning,

Fryer, & Ramirez-Ruiz 2002; Pescalli et al. 2016; Lan et al. 2021). Soderberg et al. (2006) deduced the true

rate of sub-energetic GRBs to be ∼230 Gpc−3 yr−1 which is about 10 times more abundant than typical

bright GRBs. The low-luminosity lGRBs are likely a unique population because of its high local GRB rate

and small beaming factor (see e.g. Liang et al. 2007; Guetta & Della Valle 2007; Zhu et al. 2021). However,
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the real reason of the event rate exceeding the SFR at low redshift remains mysterious. The most important

finding in this paper is that the low-redshift excess of GRB rate is caused by the low-luminosity other than

faint lGRBs in evidence.

It can be understood that some previous works show no excess in the range of low redshift since their

samples are mainly consisted of high-luminosity lGRBs (Wu et al. 2012; Salvaterra et al. 2012; Pescalli

et al. 2016; Ghirlanda & Salvaterra 2022), which was due to the fact that they have utilized the complete

GRB samples, for example the BAT6 sample (Salvaterra et al. 2012) that is dominated by the bright Swift

lGRBs. Dong et al. (2022) also applied the same non-parametric method to a complete sample including the

dimmer bursts and however found the low-redshift excess to be existent. Simultaneously, they verified that

the GRB rate exceeds the SFR at the low redshift even for the non-complete GRB samples when the fraction

of low-redshift GRBs is sufficient enough. Very importantly, we discover in this work that the low-redshift

excess is caused by the low-luminosity lGRBs instead of the high-luminosity ones, which is independent of

the completeness of GRB samples.
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Narayan, R., Paczyński, B., and Piran, T., 1992, ApJL,

395, L83. doi: 10.1086/186493

Nugent A. E., Fong W.-F., Dong Y., Leja J., Berger E.,

Zevin M., Chornock R., et al., 2022, arXiv,

arXiv:2206.01764
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Abstract – Experiments aimed at searching for variations in the fine-structure constant α are
based on spectroscopy of transitions in microscopic bound systems, such as atoms and ions, or
resonances in optical cavities. The sensitivities of these systems to variations in α are typically
on the order of unity and are fixed for a given system. For heavy atoms, highly charged ions
and nuclear transitions, the sensitivity can be increased by benefiting from the relativistic effects
and favorable arrangement of quantum states. This article proposes a new method for controlling
the sensitivity factor of macroscopic physical systems. Specific concepts of optical cavities with
tunable sensitivity to α are described. These systems show qualitatively different properties from
those of previous studies of the sensitivity of macroscopic systems to variations in α, in which the
sensitivity was found to be fixed and fundamentally limited to an order of unity. Although possible
experimental constraints attainable with the specific optical cavity arrangements proposed in this
article do not yet exceed the present best constraints on α variations, this work paves the way for
developing new approaches to searching for variations in the fundamental constants of physics.

Introduction. – Although the standard model de-
scribes nature at the microscale with remarkable accu-
racy, it does not provide an explanation of the values of
the parameters on which it is based, i.e., the fundamental
constants. This has triggered a number of questions and
hypotheses, including those about possible variations in
the fundamental constants, which are also motivated by
fundamental forces unification theories in which time and
space variations in the fundamental constants naturally
appear [1].

Recently, considerable experimental effort (both labora-
tory experiments [2–5] and astrophysical observations [6])
has been made to search for variability in the fundamen-
tal constants. In this paper, we focus on the fine-structure
constant α. We show that it is possible to design a macro-
scopic physical system for which the sensitivity to varia-
tions in α can be controlled. As a specific example, we the-
oretically consider a class of optical cavities with singular
configurations for which the sensitivity of the frequency
of the cavity modes to variations in α can be tuned, in
principle, up to infinity. Although possible experimental
constraints on α variations attainable with the specific de-

signs proposed in this article would not exceed the present
best constraints, our considerations show that the sensi-
tivity factor does not need to be fixed for a given system
and that macroscopic systems can have enhanced sensitiv-
ity to variations in α. This introduces new perspectives
on the search for variations in physical constants and the
related tests of fundamental physics, such as dark matter
searches [4, 5, 7, 8] and tests of extra-dimensional theories
[9].

The detection limits of atomic, molecular, and optical
experiments aimed at searching for α variations are deter-
mined by two factors: 1) the sensitivity of the considered
frequency reference to variations in α and 2) the relative
precision of the frequency measurements. The highest rel-
ative precision is achievable in the optical domain [10,11],
e.g., with optical cavities approaching 10−17 in the 1 to
100 s time range [12–14]. To quantify the sensitivity of
a frequency reference to variations in α, a dimensionless
coefficient, Kα, is defined as

δν0

ν0
= Kα

δα

α
, (1)

p-1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

11
26

4v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
at

om
-p

h]
  1

8 
M

ay
 2

02
3



B. Zjawin et al.

where ν0 is the frequency of the reference [15, 16]. The
value of Kα depends on the choice of units; in this work,
we use SI units unless otherwise stated. Searches for vari-
ations in α usually benefit from a comparison between
different ultranarrow atomic or ionic optical transitions
[17–19]. In general, the effective sensitivity coefficient for
a comparison of two optical atomic transitions is on the
order of unity or smaller and increases with the difference
in the nuclear charges of the two atomic species due to rel-
ativistic corrections [16, 20, 21]. Recently, a transition in
Yb was proposed as a new frequency standard, having the
highest sensitivity coefficient among optical atomic clock
transitions, Kα = −13 (K̃α = −15 in atomic units) [22].
Kα can be further improved by applying highly charged
ions for which Kα increases with the ionization poten-
tial, reaching Kα = 1142 (K̃α = 1140 in atomic units)
in Cf16+ [23]. Currently, the strongest α dependence has
been predicted for a nuclear transition in 229Th for which
Kα ≈ −9000 [24,25]. We note that for some systems with
transitions between nearly degenerate states, the sensi-
tivity coefficient is strongly enhanced [26–29]. However,
since the level spacing lies in the radio/microwave fre-
quency range, the measurements based on such transi-
tions do not benefit from ultrahigh relative precision rel-
evant for optical metrology. In addition to atomic, ionic
and nuclear transitions, macroscopic systems, such as op-
tical resonators, can be used to search for variations in α
[4, 5, 30, 31]. Existing optical resonators with solid-state
spacers are limited to Kα = 1, and there have been no
proposals on how to significantly enhance their α depen-
dence. Moreover, for all the systems mentioned above,
the sensitivity of a frequency reference to variations in α
is fixed without capability to tune it.

In this work, we study macroscopic physical systems.
As an example of such systems, we focus on optical res-
onators. We show that their sensitivity to variations in α
can be controlled and enormously enhanced by replacing
ordinary solid-state spacers (whose length is solely deter-
mined by electrostatic interactions) with classical macro-
scopic systems whose equilibrium points are determined
by a balance between not only electrostatic but also mag-
netostatic interactions. We identify singularities in the
static solutions at which Kα diverges to infinity.

Optical cavity design. – The frequency of theNcav -
th longitudinal mode of an optical cavity in vacuum is
given by

νcav =
Ncavc

2R
, (2)

where c is the speed of light and R is the distance be-
tween the mirrors. In the case of ordinary optical res-
onators, R is simply equal to the length of the solid-state
spacer. Within the Born-Oppenheimer approximation,
which includes only electrostatic interactions, the linear
dimensions of any physical object (starting from atoms
and molecules up to crystals and amorphous solids such as
ultra-low expansion glass) scale as ∝ α−1; see the Methods

in [4] for a derivation in SI units and [31,32] for a deriva-
tion in a.u. Therefore, the length of the cavity spacer can
be expressed as

R = ρα−1, (3)

where ρ is a factor that does not depend on α. It follows
from Equation (2) and (3) that

νcav =
Ncavc

2ρ
α. (4)

After substituting Equation (4) into Equation (1), one can

simply show that Kα = 1 (in atomic units K̃α = −1).
This analysis was carried out in reference [4] in SI units
and in references [30, 31] in atomic units. Considering
the relativistic effects in solid-state structures leads to a
deviation from Kα = 1 on the order of 0.1 for gold and
lead, with less deviation for lighter elements such as those
of cavity spacer materials [30, 31, 33]. This implies that
Kα ≈ 1 for ordinary cavities.

We show how to engineer the sensitivity of optical res-
onators to variations in α. Our method is based on replac-
ing an ordinary solid-state spacer with a different mech-
anism that determines the distance between the mirrors,
R. For an ordinary solid-state spacer, the α-dependence
of R is given by Equation (3). Here, we show that the
α-dependence of R can be arbitrarily tuned over a wide
range when R is determined not by the length of the solid-
state spacer but by the balance between electrostatic and
magnetostatic forces, as illustrated in Figure 1. Note that
the relation in Equation (2) is valid for any type of mecha-
nism that sets the spacing of the mirrors, R, and once the
R(α) dependence is calculated, the sensitivity coefficient
Kα can be directly determined from Equation (1) and (2).

The α-dependencies of the electrostatic and magneto-
static forces. To calculate the α-dependence of R for
the arrangement shown in Figure 1, we start by discussing
the α - dependencies of the electrostatic force between two
charged spheres, FQ, and the magnetostatic force between
two magnets, FM . The electrostatic force can be expressed
as

FQ(r) =
N2
e e

2

4πε0
r−2 = ξQαr

−2, (5)

where Ne is the number of elementary charges stored in
each of the spheres, e is the elementary charge, ε0 is
the vacuum permittivity, ξQ = N2

e h̄c, h̄ is the reduced
Planck’s constant, c is the speed of light and the fine-
structure constant is given by

α =
e2

4πε0h̄c
. (6)

The magnetostatic force acting between two parallel and
coaxial magnets, each having a magnetic moment µ, can
be written as

FM (r) =
3µ0

2π

µ2

r4
=

3

2π

1

ε0c2
µ2

r4
. (7)
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Fig. 1: The concept of an optical resonator with tunable sensi-
tivity to fine-structure constant variations. The separation be-
tween the mirrors, R, is determined by the equilibrium between
the electrostatic and magnetostatic interactions. The separa-
tion between the magnets is the same as the cavity length, R,
and the separation between the charged spheres is R − l. The
position of the equilibrium point is dictated by the l/R0 ratio,
where l is the length of the offset rod and R0 is the zero-offset
equilibrium cavity length (the separation between the mirrors
when no offset is applied and the forces are in balance). The
mirrors can move only along the cavity axis; for simplicity, we
do not present a mechanical system that limits movement in
other dimensions.

To analyze the dependence of a magnetic moment, µ, on
α, we consider the example of a magnetic interaction orig-
inating from the intrinsic magnetic dipole moment of an
electron, µs, which can be written as

µs = −gsµBS, (8)

where gs, µB and S are the electron g-factor, Bohr magne-
ton and spin (S = 1/2), respectively. The Bohr magneton
is given by µB = (eh̄)/(2me), where me is the electron
mass. Perturbation calculations show that gs can be ex-
pressed as

gs = 2 + 2C2

(α
π

)
+ 2C4

(α
π

)2

+ 2C6

(α
π

)3

+ · · · , (9)

where the Schwinger correction, C2, equals 1/2. The co-
efficients Ci, for i = 4, 6, are calculated analytically, and
the coefficients Ci, for i = 8, 10, are evaluated numeri-
cally [34]. Equation (9) shows that, to the first order, gs
does not depend on α, and the first leading term changes
the effective sensitivity of gs to α, (dgs/dα)/(gs/α), by
only 0.0012. We ignore this small correction, which al-
lows us to write µs = −2 1

2µB = −µB and, hence,

µ2 = N2
µµ

2
B = N2

µe
2h̄2/(2me)

2 for Nµ contributing elec-
trons. Therefore, the α dependence of the magnetostatic
force in SI units is

FM (r) =
3

2πc2ε0

N2
µe

2h̄2/(2me)
2

r4
=

3h̄3

2m2
ec

N2
µ

r4

(
e2

4πε0h̄c

)
.

(10)

After substituting α = e2/(4πε0h̄c), we obtain the α-
dependence of FM in SI units

FM (r) =
3h̄3

2m2
ec

N2
µ

r4
α = ξMαr

−4, (11)

where ξM = (3h̄3N2
µ)/(2m2

ec). The analysis provided here
can be repeated for magnetic interactions originating from
the orbital angular momentum, µl, which leads to the
same α dependence of the magnetostatic force. Thus, both
forces electrostatic (FQ) and magnetostatic (FM ) forces
are proportional to α in SI units and depend on r as ∝ r−2

and ∝ r−4, respectively.

The equilibrium point of the cavity. In the arrange-
ment illustrated in Figure 1 the separations between the
magnets and between the mirrors are the same and are de-
noted asR. One of the charged spheres is placed on a solid-
state rod that acts as an offset from the position of the
magnet. Therefore, the separation between the charged
spheres is R − l. The offset rod plays a central role in
this configuration since it changes the local power-law R
dependence of the electrostatic contribution to the force
acting on the mirrors, FQ = ξQα(R− l)−2. This force can
be locally represented as FQ ∝ R−N . Without the offset
rod (for l = 0), N = 2. When a nonzero offset is applied
(l 6= 0), the power

N = 2
R

R− l
(12)

can be arbitrarily tuned in the range of 2 to infinity by
changing the values of R and l (we consider here only the
relevant R > l case); see Appendix for the derivation.
For the magnetostatic force, there is no offset rod; there-
fore, the force depends on R as FM ∝ R−4 (N = 4).
The two forces, FM and FQ, are shown as a function of
R/R0 (black and green lines, respectively) in the upper
panel in Figure 2. Since the result is shown on a log-
log plot, the power N in Equation (12) gives the local
slope of the curves. The zero-offset equilibrium length,
R0 =

√
ξM/ξQ, is the distance between the magnets when

the electrostatic and magnetostatic forces are in balance
with no applied offset (l = 0). The value of the l/R0 ra-
tio determines the relative position of the black and green
curves in Figure 2, which determines the number of equi-
librium points, i.e., the number of static solutions in which
the forces are balanced. The balance is achieved when
FQ(r = R − l) = FM (r = R), that is, after substituting
the expressions from Equation (5) and (11)

ξQ
1

(R− l)2
= ξM

1

R4
. (13)

After ignoring the solutions for l > R, which are irrelevant
for this analysis, Equation (13) can be written in the form
of a quadratic function:

R2 −R0R+R0l = 0. (14)
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Balance between the two forces is achieved for R that are
solutions of Equation (14):

R =
1

2
R0

(
1∓

√
1− 4

l

R0

)
. (15)

In the particular case of l/R0 = 0.25, there is exactly
one equilibrium point (the crossing point of the green and
black solid lines in Figure 2). Smaller and larger values
of l/R0 lead to two (green dotted line in Figure 2) and
zero (green dashed line in Figure 2) static solutions, re-
spectively. When the number of static solutions is two,
their stability depends on which force is chosen to be at-
tractive. In the configuration presented in Figure 1, when
the electrostatic force is attractive and the magnetostatic
force is repulsive, the solution marked with the blue dot in
the upper panel in Figure 2 is stable, and the red-marked
solution is unstable. For opposite signs of the forces, the
situation is reversed: the red-marked solution is stable,
and the blue-marked solution is unstable.

Susceptibility to variations in α. – The α-
dependence of R can be directly determined from Equa-
tion (15). Since R0 does not depend on α, the α-
dependence arises only from the length of a solid-state
spacer, l. As noted above (see the discussion before Equa-
tion (3)), the linear dimensions of solid-state spacers are
proportional to α−1; hence, l can be written as

l = λα−1, (16)

where λ is a parameter that does not depend on α. It fol-
lows from Equation (15) and (16) that the α-dependence
of R is given by

R(α) =
1

2
R0

(
1∓

√
1− 4

λ

R0
α−1

)
. (17)

Substituting this result into Equation (2) gives the α de-
pendence of the frequency of a cavity mode:

νcav(α) =
Ncavc

R0

1

1∓
√

1− 4 λ
R0
α−1

. (18)

It follows from Equation (1) that the sensitivity coefficient
can be evaluated as

Kα =
α

νcav

dνcav
dα

. (19)

Substituting the νcav(α) function from Equation (18) into
Equation (19) gives (the details of this step are given in
Appendix )

Kα =
1

2
± 1

2

1√
1− 4 l

R0

. (20)

A crucial point of our concept is that the value of Kα

can be continuously tuned from −∞ to +∞ (excluding a
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Fig. 2: Upper panel: electrostatic (FQ) and magnetostatic
(FM ) forces (green and black lines, respectively) as a function
of the normalized cavity length, R/R0. The forces are normal-
ized to F0 = FM (R0) = FQ(R0) for l = 0. The offset-to-R0

ratio, l/R0, equals 0.1, 0.25 and 0.5 for the dotted, solid and
dashed green lines, respectively. In the case of attractive elec-
trostatic and repulsive magnetostatic forces, the blue and red
dots correspond to the stable and unstable equilibrium points,
respectively (the stability is exchanged for reversed signs of the
forces). Bottom panel: the sensitivity coefficient as a function
of the offset-rod length. The solution depicted with the blue
line is stable for attractive electrostatic and repulsive magne-
tostatic forces. The solution shown with the red curve is stable
for the reversed signs of the forces (the red and blue lines in
the bottom panel correspond to the red and blue points in the
upper panel). The orange line indicates the sensitivity for the
case with no offset rod (l = 0). The brown and magenta lines
indicate the sensitivities for an ordinary cavity with a solid-
state spacer and for an electronic transition in a nonrelativistic
atom, respectively. R0 is an equilibrium value of R when there
is no offset rod and l = 0.

small range from Kα = 0.5 to 1) by changing the l/R0 ra-
tio. The adjustment of the Kα value towards the singular
point (where Kα diverges to ∞) is illustrated in the bot-
tom panel in Figure 2. The finite value of Kα corresponds
to the stable configurations represented by the intersec-
tion of the dotted green line and the black line (blue or
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red point depending on the signs of the forces). When the
l/R0 ratio increases, the green dotted line moves towards
the green solid line. The singular point occurs when the
blue and red points converge to a single point, and the
secant green dotted line becomes the tangent solid green
line, that is, when l/R0 = 0.25. In this configuration,
Kα diverges to infinity. The Kα dependence on l/R0 is
presented in the bottom panel in Figure 2. The blue and
red lines represent the stable and unstable branches, re-
spectively, of the configuration presented in Figure 1, i.e.,
for the case of an attractive electrostatic force and a re-
pulsive magnetostatic force. We also mark the values of
Kα for some typical frequency references: the ordinary
cavity with a solid-state spacer (Kα = 1, brown dashed
line), the configuration without an offset (Kα = 0, or-
ange dashed line) and a nonrelativistic atomic transition
(Kα = 2, magenta dashed line).

We showed that adding a macroscopic arrangement that
combines electrostatic and magnetostatic interactions to a
solid-state spacer results in strong enhancement of the sen-
sitivity of an optical cavity to variations in α. However,
the configuration illustrated in Figure 1 is not the only
configuration that exhibits this feature. We discuss this
finding in detail in Appendix , where we demonstrate that
the strong enhancement in the sensitivity to variations in
α can be achieved in an arrangement that is based on
a balance between electrostatic and gravitational interac-
tions. Although a configuration that involves gravitational
force is unrealistic from the point of view of experimental
realization, it is noteworthy to mention it since it shows
that the arrangement in Figure 1 is not the only macro-
scopic physical system in which Kα is not fixed and can
be arbitrarily tuned.

Susceptibility to variations in other parameters.
– In Section 3, we consider the sensitivity of the macro-
scopic system illustrated in Figure 1 to variations in α un-
der the assumption that other factors that may affect the
cavity mode frequency do not change. Our analysis shows
that macroscopic systems are not fundamentally limited
to have fixed sensitivity factors. Although the particular
configurations proposed in this article would not exceed
the present best experimental constraints on α variations,
it is interesting to analyze their enhancement in sensitivity
to potential sources of noise. We consider two examples:
thermal noise of the mirror coatings and substrates and
fluctuations in the offset-rod length.

Example 1: thermal fluctuations of the mirror substrates
and coatings. For the configuration illustrated in Figure
1, the equilibrium position R is given by Equation (15). If
the thermal fluctuations of the mirror substrates and coat-
ings are to be accounted for then the equilibrium point
R cannot be identified with the mirror spacing. In the
denominator of Equation (2), R should be replaced with
R+ ε, where ε is an offset due to the way the mirrors are
mounted, the mirror substrates thickness, etc. For sim-
plicity, we may assume that mirror mounting is designed

in a way that ε = 0, but we cannot assume that its noise,
δε, is zero. Noise in R, δR, and δε enter Equation (2)
independently; hence, the singular behavior of R does not
enhance the noise of the cavity mode frequency originat-
ing from thermal fluctuations of the mirror substrates and
coatings (δε). Therefore, the enhancement in Kα directly
improves the ratio of the hypothetical alpha-variation sig-
nal to this source of noise (with respect to an ordinary
cavity with a solid-state spacer). It should be noted that
the performance of the present best optical resonators is
limited by the thermal noise of the mirror coatings [35].

Example 2: fluctuations in the length of the offset rod.
In this Section, we analyze another example of an insta-
bility source that exhibits qualitatively different behavior
than the example in Section 4.1, that is, fluctuations in
the offset rod length (l in Figure 1). To quantify it, we
define a dimensionless coefficient, Kl, as

δν0

ν0
= Kl

δl

l
. (21)

In Section 3, Equation (18), we showed that for the con-
figuration illustrated in Figure 1, the frequency of a cavity
mode can be written as

νcav(l) =
Ncavc

R0

1

1∓
√

1− 4 l
R0

. (22)

By substituting it into the formula for the sensitivity co-
efficient,

Kl =
l

νcav

dνcav
dl

, (23)

we obtain

Kl = −1

2
∓ 1

2

1√
1− 4 l

R0

. (24)

For the configuration presented in Figure 1, the sensitiv-
ity coefficients Kl and Kα have a similar form. It means
that this specific configuration has enhanced sensitivities
to both instability in l and variations in α.

In Appendix , we discuss a different configuration in
which the enhanced Kα does not entail an enhancement
in Kl. For the configuration illustrated in Figure 3, the
sensitivity coefficient to the fluctuations in the length of
the offset rod is

Kl = −1, (25)

see Appendix for the derivation. A comparison of
Equation (24) and (25) shows that the choice of a
specific macroscopic system may dramatically change the
enhancement of the cavity to a given quantity.

Summary and discussion. – We proposed a con-
struction of a macroscopic physical system with enhanced
sensitivity to variations in α. In contrast to various meth-
ods previously proposed for searches of variations in α,
the approach considered here allows the α-sensitivity to
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be arbitrarily tuned, in principle, up to infinity. Instead of
benefiting from favorable arrangements of quantum states
in natural microscopic bound systems (such as atoms,
molecules or ions), we show that Kα can be engineered
by designing a synthetic macroscopic system that reveals
some singularities in the equilibrium points. In particu-
lar, we calculated the singular points in which Kα diverges
to infinity for the optical resonator configuration that in-
cludes electrostatic and magnetostatic interactions. Our
result is qualitatively different from those of previous stud-
ies of the sensitivity of optical resonators to variations in
α, in which Kα was found to be fundamentally limited to
an order of unity. This approach opens a way for further
searches with other arrangements that would be possible
from the perspective of an experimental realization. Fi-
nally, the concept demonstrated here has the potential
to be extended to other fundamental constants, e.g., the
proton-to-electron mass ratio.

Acknowledgements
BZ is supported by the Foundation for Polish Science

(IRAP project, ICTQT, contract no. 2018/MAB/5,
co-financed by EU within Smart Growth Operational
Programme). The ’International Centre for The-
ory of Quantum Technologies’ project (contract no.
MAB/2018/5) is carried out within the International
Research Agendas Programme of the Foundation for
Polish Science co-financed by the European Union from
the funds of the Smart Growth Operational Programme,
axis IV: Increasing the research potential (Measure
4.3). PW is supported by the National Science Centre,
Poland, project no. 2019/35/B/ST2/01118. MB is
supported by the National Science Centre, Poland,
project no. 2015/19/D/ST2/02195. DL is supported
by the Polish National Science Centre project no.
2015/18/E/ST2/00585. The contribution of MZ is sup-
ported by the National Science Centre, Poland, under the
QuantERA Programme, no. 2017/25/Z/ST2/03021. The
project ”A next-generation worldwide quantum sensor
network with optical atomic clocks” is carried out within
the TEAM IV Programme of the Foundation for Polish
Science cofinanced by the European Union under the
European Regional Development Fund. Support has been
received from the project EMPIR 17FUN03 USOQS.
This project has received funding from the EMPIR
Programme cofinanced by the Participating States and
from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research and
Innovation Programme. The research is a part of the
program of the National Laboratory FAMO (KL FAMO)
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Appendix

Power-law approximation of the electrostatic
force. – The electrostatic force acting on the mirrors
in the configuration illustrated in Figure 1 is given by
FQ = ξQα(R − l)−2. To see how the offset-rod length l
changes the local power-law R dependence of the force, FQ
can be locally represented as FQ ∝ R−N . Without the off-
set rod (l = 0), the force can be written as FQ = ξQαR

−2,
and we recover N = 2. When a nonzero offset is ap-
plied (l 6= 0), the force can be locally approximated as
ξQα(R−l)−2 ∝ R−N , where the power N can be extracted
from the following equation:

dFQ
F

= −N dR

R
. (26)

Therefore, N is given by

N = − R

FQ

dFQ
dR

, (27)

which gives the result presented in Equation (12):

N = 2
R

R− l
. (28)

The sensitivity coefficient Kα. – In the main text,
we provided a derivation (Equation (13)-(20)) of the for-
mula for the sensitivity coefficient Kα (Equation (20)) for
the arrangement in Figure 1. In this Supporting Informa-
tion, we explain in more detail the step from Equation (18)
and (19) to Equation (20). Evaluation of the derivative
from Equation (19) is straightforward

d

dα
νcav(α) = ±Ncavc

R0

4λ
R0α

2α
√

1− 4λ
R0α

(
1∓

√
1− 4λ

R0α

)2 .

(29)
To simplify the formula from Equation (19) to the form of
Equation (20), a few additional steps are required:

Kα = ±1

2

4λ
R0α√

1− 4λ
R0α

(
1∓

√
1− 4λ

R0α

) (30)

= ∓1

2

(
1− 4λ

R0α

)
− 1√

1− 4λ
R0α

(
1∓

√
1− 4λ

R0α

) (31)

=
1

2

(√
1− 4λ

R0α
± 1
)(√

1− 4λ
R0α
∓ 1
)

√
1− 4λ

R0α

(√
1− 4λ

R0α
∓ 1
) (32)

=
1

2

√
1− 4λ

R0α
± 1√

1− 4λ
R0α

(33)

=
1

2
± 1

2

1√
1− 4λ

R0α

. (34)

Choice of units. – Although Kα is a dimensionless
coefficient, its value depends on the choice of units [36].
In this work, we use SI units, but the analysis can be per-
formed in any other system of units and will lead to exactly
the same prediction of an actual experiment. In this sec-
tion, we repeat the analysis from the main text but use
atomic units (a.u.). We start by discussing the conversion
factors between SI and a.u. for several physical quantities
that are relevant for our analysis. The quantities in a.u.
and SI units are denoted by a corresponding symbol with
and without a tilde, respectively.

The fine-structure constant, α, in SI units is expressed
as

α =
e2

4πε0h̄c
, (35)

where ε0 is the vacuum permittivity, e is the elementary
charge, c is the speed of light and h̄ is the reduced Planck’s
constant. The length unit in a.u. is bohr, which, in SI,
units can be evaluated from the following expression:

a0 =
4πε0h̄

2

mee2
=

(
h̄

mec

)
α−1, (36)

where me is the electron mass. Therefore, the relation
between a length expressed in SI units, r, and in a.u., r̃,
is

r =

(
h̄

mec

)
α−1r̃. (37)

The energy unit is hartree,

Eh =
mee

4

(4πε0h̄)2
=
(
mec

2
)
α2. (38)

By combining Equation (36) and (38), we get the unit of
force,

Eh
a0

=
m2
ee

6

(4πε0)3h̄4 =

(
m2
ec

3

h̄

)
α3. (39)

Therefore, the relation between a force expressed in SI
units, F , and in a.u., F̃ , is

F =

(
m2
ec

3

h̄

)
α3F̃ . (40)

Equation (37) and (40) are the rules needed to transform
the physical quantities used in our work from SI units to
a.u.

The electrostatic force between two charged spheres in
SI units is

FQ(r) =
1

4πε0

q2

r2
, (41)

where q = eNe is the charge stored at each of the spheres,
e is the elementary charge and Ne is the number of ele-
mentary charges at each sphere. The explicit dependence
of FQ on α, which is given by Equation (5), is obtained by
using the α expression in SI units, given in Equation (6)

FQ(r) =

(
h̄c
N2
e

r2

)
α. (42)
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By directly substituting Equation (37), (40) and (42), we
obtain

(
m2
ec

3

h̄

)
α3F̃Q(r̃) =

h̄c N2
e(

h̄
mec

)2

α−2r̃2

α. (43)

After simple rearranging and ordering the factors, we ob-
tain the expression for the electrostatic force in atomic
units

F̃Q(r̃) = ξ̃Q
1

r̃2
, (44)

where ξ̃Q = N2
e .

The magnetostatic force between two parallel and coax-
ial magnets (each having a magnetic dipole moment µ) in
SI units was derived in the main text and can be written
as (see Equation 11)

FM (r) =
3h̄3

2m2
ec

N2
µ

r4
α. (45)

Following the approach adopted for the electrostatic force
case, the conversion from SI units to a.u. is achieved by
substituting Equation (37) and (40) to obtain(

m2
ec

3

h̄

)
α3F̃M (r̃) =

3

2

h̄3

m2
ec

N2
µ(

h̄
mec

)4

α−4r̃4

α. (46)

After simple rearrangements, we obtain the α-dependence
of FM in a.u.

F̃M (r̃) =

(
3

2

N2
µ

r̃4

)
α2 = ξ̃Mα

2 1

r̃4
, (47)

where ξ̃M =
3N2

µ

2 .
The balance condition for the arrangement from Fig-

ure 1 in a.u., F̃Q(r̃ = R̃ − l̃) = F̃M (r̃ = R̃), takes the
following form:

ξ̃Q
1

(R̃− l̃)2
= ξ̃Mα

2 1

R̃4
. (48)

Assuming R̃ > l̃, the balance condition can be written in
the form of a quadratic function

R̃2 − R̃0R̃+ R̃0 l̃ = 0, (49)

where R̃0 = nα, and n =
√

3/2(Nµ/Ne) is a dimensionless
factor. The solution of Equation (49) is

R̃ =
R̃0

2

1∓

√
1− 4

l̃

R̃0

 . (50)

Hence, the α-dependence of R̃ can be written as

R̃(α) =
nα

2

1∓

√
1− 4

l̃

n
α−1

 . (51)

The unit of time in a.u. is a0/(αc); hence, the frequencies
of the cavity mode in SI units and a.u. are related by

νcav =
αc

a0
ν̃cav. (52)

The length transforms as R = a0R̃; hence, Equation (2)
can be expressed in a.u. as

ν̃cav =
Ncav

2R̃
α−1. (53)

The α dependence of ν̃cav can be calculated by merging
Equation (51) and (53)

ν̃cav(α) =
Ncav
n

α−2

1∓

√
1− 4

l̃

n
α−1

−1

. (54)

Equation (19) has the same form in SI units and a.u.,
which gives the sensitivity coefficient in a.u.

K̃α = −3

2
± 1

2

1√
1− 4 l̃

R̃0

. (55)

It clearly emerges from Equation (55) and (20) that the
Kα values in atomic and SI units are different. However,
in an actual experiment, the physically meaningful quan-
tity that can be measured is a dimensionless ratio of the
frequency of the cavity considered here, νcav, and the fre-
quency of some other references, νref :

δ(νcav/νref )

(νcav/νref )
= (Kα −Kref

α )
δα

α
, (56)

where Kref
α is the sensitivity of the second reference to

variations in α. Equation (56) has the same form in SI
units and atomic units. The values of the individual sensi-
tivities Kα and Kref

α can differ in different choices of units;
however, the effective sensitivity coefficient Kα −Kref

α is
independent of the choice of units. As an example, we
choose an ordinary cavity with a solid-state spacer as a
second reference. For an ordinary cavity Kref

α = 1 in SI

units and K̃ref
α = −1 a.u. [36]. By substituting Equa-

tion (55) and (20) into Equation (56), we obtain the effec-
tive sensitivity coefficient:

Kα −Kref
α = K̃α − K̃ref

α =
1

2
∓ 1

2

1√
1− 4 l

R0

, (57)

which takes the same value in both systems of units. Note
that the offset-to-R0 ratio has the same α - dependence
in SI units, l/R0 ∝ α−1, and in a.u., l̃/R̃0 ∝ α−1. This
example shows that if a comparison of two frequency refer-
ences is considered, instead of a single frequency reference,
the sensitivity coefficient is independent of the choice of
units.
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R

l

m m

+ +

Fig. 3: Realization of an optical resonator with enhanced sen-
sitivity to fine-structure constant variations. The length of the
resonator, R, is determined by the equilibrium between the
electrostatic and gravitational interactions. The separations
between the masses and the mirrors, R, are the same, and the
separation between the charged spheres is R− l. The position
of the equilibrium point is set by

√
αξ, where ξ reflects the

charge stored at each of the spheres and the mass, m. For sim-
plicity, a mechanical system that limits the mirror movement
in dimensions other than the cavity axis is not presented.

Configuration with gravitational force. – The
configuration illustrated in Figure 1 is a particular case of
enhancing the sensitivity of an optical resonator to α varia-
tions that involves electrostatic and magnetostatic interac-
tions. One may imagine other configurations that include
different forces (for example, gravitational or electrody-
namic forces). In this Supporting Information, we discuss
one other possibility that reveals some important quali-
tatively different features. We consider a model system
that involves electrostatic and gravitational interactions;
see Figure 3. Although such a configuration is unrealis-
tic from the point of view of experimental realization at
the moment (the gravitational force is far too weak to be
in equilibrium with electrostatic force), it constitutes an
example of a different configuration that also reveals en-
hanced α sensitivity and possesses qualitatively different
features.

10 3 10 2 10 1 100 101

1 2(R/R0)

10 1

100

101

102

K
-1
/2

FQ vs MF

10 2 100 102
R/l

-(
K
 -

2
)

FQ vs GF

10 1

100

101

102

Fig. 4: Left panel: Kα as a function of the normalized cavity
length, R/R0 (cyan line), for the model system in which the
length of the cavity is determined by the balance between FQ
and FM . Right panel: Kα as a function of the cavity length and
the offset-rod length, R/l (purple line), for the case employing
FQ and FG. The orange, brown and magenta lines indicate the
sensitivity for the FQ vs FM case with no offset rod (l = 0),
an ordinary cavity with a solid-state spacer and an electronic
transition in a nonrelativistic atom, respectively.

The gravitational force acting between two objects with
masses m is

FG(r) = G
m2

r2
, (58)

where G is the gravitational constant. We denote
ξG = Gm2. The gravitational force clearly does not de-
pend on α in SI units. In the configuration illustrated
in Figure 3, the separations between the mirrors and the
attracting masses are equal and denoted by R. The sep-
aration between the charged spheres is R − l. Analogous
to the configuration presented in Figure 1, the offset-rod
length, l, is crucial since it changes the local power-law R
dependence of the electrostatic contribution to the force
between the mirrors. The derivation of Kα that corre-
sponds to this configuration is the same as the one per-
formed in the main text for the configuration with magne-
tostatic force. Here, balance between the forces is achieved
when FQ(r = R− l) = FG(r = R), that is, when

ξQα
1

(R− l)2
= ξG

1

R2
. (59)

Balance is achieved for the following value of R:

R =
1

1−
√
αξ
l, (60)

where ξ =
√
ξQ/ξG. We consider here only the relevant

R > l case, which corresponds to 1 >
√
αξ > 0. Substitut-

ing the value ofR given by Equation (60) into Equation (2)
gives the α dependence of the cavity modes:

νcav(α) =
Ncavc

2λα−1
(1−

√
αξ), (61)

where we used the fact that the offset rod length scales
inversely with α, l = λα−1. The sensitivity coefficient is
then given by Eq (1). Kα for this configuration, in SI
units, can be written as

Kα =
1

2
√
αξ − 2

+
3

2
. (62)

In a similar manner to the configuration employing FQ and
FM , we identify a singular solution for

√
αξ → 1 at which

Kα diverges to infinity. There is, however, one important
feature that distinguishes the two configurations presented
in Figures 1 and 3. The enhancement of the Kα coefficient
for the FQ vs FG configuration occurs over a wide range
of R (i.e., Kα diverges to -∞ for R/l→∞), while for the
FQ vs FM configuration, it occurs in a narrow range of
R/R0 = 0.5; see Figure 4.

We now examine the sensitivity of the configuration il-
lustrated in Figure 3 to variations in l. The cavity modes
depend on l as follows:

νcav(l) =
Ncavc

2l
(1−

√
αξ). (63)

It is straightforward to see that Kl = −1 in this case. As
a consequence of Kl being constant, the noise caused by l
instabilities will not be enhanced in the singular solutions
where Kα diverges to infinity.
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We study the effects of geontropic vacuum fluctuations in quantum gravity on next-generation

terrestrial gravitational wave detectors. If the VZ effect proposed in Ref. [1], as modeled in Refs. [2,

3], appears in the upcoming GQuEST experiment, we show that it will be a large background for

astrophysical gravitational wave searches in observatories like Cosmic Explorer and the Einstein

Telescope.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bridging the gap between theory and experiment in the

study of quantum gravity is at the forefront of research in

physics. Although the effects of quantum gravity are or-

dinarily expected to appear on unobservably-small scales

of order the Planck length, lp =
√

8πG~/c3 ∼ 10−34 m,

recent works [1, 2, 4–8] have shown that this naive effec-

tive field theory (EFT) reasoning may not capture the

complete physical picture. Instead, Refs. [1, 4] showed,

using standard holographic techniques, that spacetime

fluctuations accumulate from the UV into the IR to pro-

duce an effect that scales with the size L of the physical

system. In particular, in flat spacetime, the trajectories

of photons in an interferometer of length L enclose a fi-

nite spacetime region known as a causal diamond. The

geometric fluctuations induced by entropic fluctuations

within the causal diamond, or “geontropic fluctuations,”

manifest as uncertainty in the arm length of the interfer-

ometer, as measured by the photon travel time, with a

variance that scales as

〈∆L2〉 ∼ lpL. (1)

Additionally, these fluctuations exhibit long-range trans-

verse correlations which enable observation. This re-

sult has proven to be theoretically robust, having been

confirmed with several distinct theoretical approaches in

Refs. [2, 5–8], such that the geontropic fluctuations are

∗ mbub@caltech.edu
† yanbei@caltech.edu
‡ yfdu@caltech.edu
§ dlli@caltech.edu
¶ yiwenz@caltech.edu
∗∗ kzurek@caltech.edu

observed in flat Minkowski, dS, and AdS spacetimes. For

a summary of all of these works, see Ref. [9].

More recently, Ref. [3], building upon the work of

Ref. [2], developed a model of these geontropic fluctu-

ations in terms of bosonic degrees of freedom coupled to

the metric. The model is designed to capture the most

prominent features of the theory developed in Refs. [1, 4–

8], while being local and allowing for the explicit compu-

tation of the gauge-invariant interferometer observable.

It features a scalar field φ, the “pixellon”, a breath-

ing mode corresponding to spacetime fluctuations of the

(spherically symmetric) volume of spacetime under ob-

servation. This model allows for the calculation of the

power spectral density (PSD) of geontropic fluctuations

in spherically-symmetric configurations, in particular for

traditional L-shaped interferometers such as LIGO [10]

and LISA [11].

Ref. [3] also compared the PSD of the pixellon model to

the strain sensitivities of several current and future grav-

itational wave (GW) detectors, namely LIGO/Virgo [10],

Holometer [12], GEO600 [13], and LISA [11]. These ex-

periments either produced modest constraints on the pix-

ellon model (in the cases of LIGO and Holometer) or

were not sensitive to the model (in the cases of GEO600

and LISA). There are several general reasons for this.

For large instruments such as LISA, we expect a reduced

signal as the geontropic strain scales parametrically as

h = ∆L
L ∼

√
lp
L . On the other hand, existing terrestrial

experiments typically have poorer strain sensitivities near

the relatively high frequency ωpeak ∼ 1
L at which the pix-

ellon signal achieves its peak. In this paper, we build

upon this previous work and survey the landscape of

next-generation GW detectors, characterizing their sensi-

tivity to geontropic fluctuations as modeled by the pixel-
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2

lon. We also consider these experiments in the context of

the upcoming GQuEST experiment [14], which explicitly

seeks to measure the geontropic signal. Note that in this

paper we assume the pixellon is a good physically equiv-

alent description of the geontropic fluctuations predicted

by the VZ effect [1, 4–9]. As discussed above, while it

has been shown that the pixellon model reproduces im-

portant features of the VZ effect (such as the angular

correlations), the physical equivalence in all aspects of

the interferometer observable has not been shown, and is

the subject of ongoing, first-principles calculations. We

plan to update observational signatures as the theoreti-

cal modeling captures more aspects of the first-principles

calculations.

With this caveat in mind, the paper is organized as

follows. In Sec. II, we briefly summarize the pixellon

model of Refs. [2, 3]. In Sec. III, we review a variety of

proposed GW detectors following Ref. [15], and discuss

their potential sensitivity to the geontropic signal. In

Sec. IV, we extend the calculation of the pixellon PSD in

Ref. [3] to more general interferometer-like experiments,

particularly for those with geometries other than the tra-

ditional L-shape, and for optically-levitated sensors. In

Sec. V, we then apply the results to specific experiments

and compare the geontropic signal to the expected strain

sensitivities of these experiments. Finally, in Sec. VI, we

collect our results and discuss their implications for the

future of GW observation.

In anticipation of our main result, in Fig. 1, we plot

the predicted pixellon signal alongside the strain sensi-

tivities of two prominent next-generation GW detectors:

Cosmic Explorer (CE) [16, 17] and the Einstein Telescope

(ET) [18]. From these plots, we find a typical geontropic

signal exceeds the strain sensitivities of these detectors

by two orders of magnitude over a wide range of frequen-

cies. As such, the signal represents a large stochastic

background which, if present, would imply a reevaluation

of the future of GW astronomy. Moreover, we will show

that of the experiments considered in this paper, only

CE and ET will have better sensitivity to the geontropic

signal than GQuEST, which is a nearer-term apparatus

than CE and ET.

II. PIXELLON MODEL

In this section, we review the pixellon model proposed

in Refs. [2, 3] to model the geontropic fluctuations of the

spherical entangling surface bounding an interferometer,

which is also a specialization of the dilaton model studied

in Refs. [5, 6] to causal diamonds in 4-d flat spacetime.

Before proceeding, we emphasize that while we expect

the pixellon model to reproduce a number of the salient

features of the effect proposed in Refs. [1, 4, 5, 7], the

physical equivalence between the model and the complete

theory remains to be shown. Demonstrating this physi-

cal equivalence will be crucial for claiming a decisive test

of the VZ effect. More specifically, Ref. [3] considered a

breathing mode of the metric associated with the space-

time volume probed by the interferometer,

ds2 = −dt2 + (1− φ)(dr2 + r2dΩ2) , (2)

where φ is a bosonic scalar field,

φ(x) = lp

∫
d3p

(2π)3

1√
2ω(p)

(
ape

ip·x + a†pe
−ip·x) , (3)

and satisfies the dispersion relation of a sound mode,

ω = cs|p| , cs =

√
1

3
. (4)

The dispersion relation in Eq. (4) and the normalization

factor lp in Eq. (3) were derived from plugging the metric

in Eq. (2) into the linearized Einstein-Hilbert action [3].

The creation and annihilation operators (a†p, ap) satisfy

the standard commutation relation,

[
ap1

, a†p2

]
= (2π)3δ(3)(p1 − p2) . (5)

Instead of being a vacuum state, φ is thermal with a

nontrivial thermal density matrix ρpix [2, 3]:

ρpix =
1

Z
exp

[
−β
∫

d3p

(2π)3
(εp − µ)a†pap

]
, (6)

Z =
∏
p

1

1− e−β(εp−µ)
, (7)

where εp is the energy of the pixellon mode of momentum

p, and µ is the chemical potential counting the back-

ground degrees of freedom. In this case, the pixellon

modes φ have an occupation number given by the stan-
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FIG. 1. Pixellon strain (dashed and dotted lines) overlaid with the strain sensitivities for CE [17] and ET [18] (solid lines). For
CE, we have included both designs with arm lengths L = 20 km (orange lines) and L = 40 km (blue lines). The dotted lines
give the pixellon strain from Eq. (35) computed without an IR cutoff, and the dashed lines give the same quantity including
the IR cutoff from Eq. (28). The pixellon strain is computed with the benchmark value α = 1.

dard bosonic statistics, i.e.,

Tr
(
ρpixa

†
p1
ap2

)
= (2π)3σpix(p1)δ(3)(p1 − p2) ,

σpix(p) =
1

eβ(εp−µ) − 1
. (8)

To further simplify the occupation number σpix(p),

Refs. [2, 3] used that in flat spacetime, the modular

Hamiltonian K inside a causal diamond satisfies [1, 5]

〈K〉 ∼ 〈∆K2〉 ∼ A(Σ)

l2p
, (9)

and similar results in AdS were found in Refs. [4, 19, 20].

Since the number of gravitational degrees of freedom N
inside the causal diamond is given by

N ≡ 〈K〉 , (10)

the energy fluctuation per degree of freedom is given by

[2, 3]

β(εp − µ) ≡ βω(p) ∼
√
〈∆K2〉
〈K〉

∼ lp
L
. (11)

If one uses Eq. (11), identifies ω(p) ∼ 1
L , and expands

σpix(p) in Eq. (8) to leading order in
lp
L , one finds

σpix(p) =
a

lpω(p)
, (12)

where a is a dimensionless number, to be fixed by ex-

periment. In Eq. (11), β ∼ lp corresponds to the lo-

cal temperature of the near-horizon region probed by

the light beams. Comparing the pixellon model here to

Refs. [1, 2, 4] and incorporating φ as a sound mode [i.e.,

Eq. (4)], Ref. [3] fixed a = c2s/(2π), which corresponds to

β = 2πlp/c
2
s. Defining

α ≡ 2π

c2s
a , (13)

we obtain the theory-motivated benchmark for detection

α ∼ 1.

In Ref. [3], the pixellon model was used to compute

the auto-correlation function of length fluctuations of

a single Michelson interferometer with length L and

separation angle θ. It was found that the peak of

the signal is at ωL ∼ 1 with an overall amplitude√
〈∆L2〉 ∼

√
lpL. Moreover, the angular correlations

from the pixellon model match well with the predictions

of Refs. [1, 7] from shockwave geometry. The peak fre-

quency ωpeak ∼ 1
L is consistent with both the identi-

fication ω(p) ∼ 1
L made by Eq. (12) and the pixellon

mode being a breathing mode controlling the size of the

spherical entangling surface bounding the interferometer.

From this typical frequency and the strain’s amplitude,

one can directly see that for a general detector probing

a causal diamond of size L, we need a strain sensitivity√
Sh(f) .

√
ωpeak〈∆L2〉 ∼

√
lp ∼ 10−23 Hz−1/2 near

the frequency ωpeak ∼ 1
L , where Sh(f) is the one-sided

noise strain defined in Eq. (34). Most current interfer-
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ometers, especially those aiming for GW detection, do

not have such good strain sensitivity near the free spec-

tral range, which is a higher frequency than is probed by

many interferometers. Thus, we would first like to in-

vestigate whether other types of high-frequency GW de-

tectors, besides the next-generation interferometers, can

potentially detect geontropic signals.

III. HIGH-FREQUENCY GW DETECTORS

This section follows the review in Ref. [15] to investi-

gate a broad class of high-frequency GW detectors with

various operating principles. To understand how the de-

tection of geontropic fluctuations fits in this landscape,

we first discuss the proposed scientific goals of these high-

frequency GW detectors. Most current proposals intend

to probe astrophysical objects in unexplored limits, or

test quantum gravity near highly curved spacetime. In

contrast, the effect considered in Refs. [1–9] and this work

fills the gap of examining quantum gravity in flat space-

time. Moreover, the necessary sensitivity and frequency

range are within the same regime as other science cases,

so utilizing these detectors for geontropic signals is nat-

ural. In the second half of this section, we examine these

detectors’ suitabilities for measuring geontropic fluctua-

tions and argue that interferometer-like experiments are

the most optimal.

A. Sources of high-frequency GWs

Since the successful detection of GWs by the LIGO-

Virgo collaboration [21], there have been continuous ef-

forts to improve the sensitivity of GW detectors at higher

frequencies. One direct motivation for this is to study

extreme astrophysical objects in limits or environments

which cannot be reached by current GW detectors. For

example, the merger of sub-solar mass primordial BHs

of 10−9–10−1M� can emit GWs with frequencies of 10–

109 kHz [15]. For neutron stars (NSs), the remnant hot,

high-density matter after their merger can generate GWs

at either ∼ 1–4 kHz [22] for a BH remnant or & 6 kHz

[23, 24] for an NS remnant [25]. These high-frequency

GWs provide opportunities to study different phases of

matter predicted by quantum chromodynamics in a high-

density finite-temperature environment [26]. At larger

scales, high-frequency GW detectors will assist in learn-

ing about GWs emitted by the thermal plasma of the

early universe [27] (1–100 GHz), the stochastic GW back-

ground generated by primordial BHs [28] (10–1010 THz),

cosmic strings [29] (1–106 kHz), and other events at cos-

mological scales [15].

One vital application of these high-frequency GW de-

tectors is to explore quantum gravity, the central focus

of this work. Standard tests of quantum gravity using

GWs focus on examining the properties of quantum BHs

against their classical counterparts. For example, GW

detections have been used to test the no-hair theorem

[30], stating that any classical stationary BH (a solution

to the Einstein-Maxwell equation) is characterized only

by its mass, charge, and angular momentum [31]. Still,

quantum gravity might dress BHs with hair [32, 33]. The

spectrum of GWs can also serve as a test of the horizon’s

existence [34, 35], where quantum gravity can modify the

structure of the near-horizon geometry [36], either dras-

tically via a “firewall” hiding all quantum effects [37], or

smoothly with the quantum effects extending over some

distance around the BH [38].

Unlike these standard tests, the series of works in

Refs. [1–9] instead focus on perturbations of the near-

horizon geometry of causal diamonds in flat spacetime

due to quantum gravity, which the pixellon models as an

effective description. As introduced in Secs. I and II and

shown in detail in Sec. V A, the length fluctuations in-

duced by the pixellon in an L-shaped interferometer of

length L have a size of
√
〈∆L2〉 ∼

√
lpL and a peak fre-

quency at ωL ∼ 1, corresponding to a PSD with an am-

plitude of ∼
√
clp. For an interferometer, or, more gener-

ally, a causal diamond with characteristic size L ∼ 10 m–

10 km, we need a strain sensitivity of ∼ 10−23 Hz−1/2 at

the peak frequencies of 1
L ∼ kHz–MHz, which is within

the target sensitivity of many high-frequency GW detec-

tors. Thus, these high-frequency GW detectors planned

for various purposes can also be used to test quantum

gravity in flat spacetime, which motivates our following

investigation.

B. Detectors for high-frequency GWs

1. Interferometers

The most natural GW detectors to consider are the

next-generation interferometers, such as CE [16, 17], ET
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[39], and NEMO [25], for which the pixellon model was

designed to describe the geontropic fluctuations. Al-

though CE and ET are not usually considered high-

frequency detectors but instead broadband detectors,

they can access frequencies of a few kHz, which are near

their free spectral range. For a single interferometer, the

causal diamond is naturally defined by the light beams

traveling between the mirrors, with its size equal to the

interferometer’s arm length. Perturbations to the spher-

ical entangling surface bounding the interferometer are

then controlled by the pixellon mode. Although the met-

ric in Eq. (2) is not spherically symmetric due to the

nontrivial angular dependence of φ(x), its spatial part

is conformal to the metric of a 3-ball, adapting to the

spherical symmetry of an interferometer.

The pixellon model and the procedure to compute

length fluctuations can be extended to alternative con-

figurations of Michelson interferometers, such as the tri-

angular configuration of ET. In Ref. [3], the PSD and the

angular correlations of a single L-shaped interferometer

with an arbitrary separation angle were computed. In

Sec. IV, we further show that the previous results can be

extended to multiple interferometers if we consistently

correlate pixellons in different causal diamonds. The

cross-correlations of different interferometers can then be

studied, becoming a smoking gun signature of geontropic

signals. Another advantage of studying cross-correlations

between detectors is that the cross spectrum of a corre-

lated noise background between different detectors can

be detected at a level much lower than their individual

independent noise spectra [40].

One fundamental barrier for an interferometer to reach

the high-frequency regime is the quantum shot noise

of lasers (or the high uncertainty of the laser’s phase

quadrature). The most direct solution to this limita-

tion is to increase the laser power Parm, since the PSD

of the quantum noise at high frequencies is proportional

to P
−1/2
arm [41], which is the approach adopted by NEMO

[25]. However, increasing laser power is technically chal-

lenging, with issues such as the parametric instability of

the mirrors’ motion due to energy transfer from the light

beams [42] or the thermal deformation of the mirrors

[16, 43].

Besides increasing laser power, one can also inject

squeezed vacuum into the dark port of the interferometer,

leading to a reduced phase uncertainty at the cost of sac-

rificing the sensitivity at low frequencies [16]. Nonethe-

less, Refs. [44, 45] recently proposed that one can connect

a quantum parametric amplifier to the interferometer to

stabilize the “white-light cavity” design in Ref. [46], such

that the sensitivity at kHz frequencies can be increased

without sacrificing the bandwidth.

In addition, for detecting a stochastic background

like the geontropic signal, which is spatially correlated

for two physically overlapping interferometers, a cross-

correlation method can be established for each individ-

ual detector to dig under shot noise [47]. This allows us

to achieve a better sensitivity than each detector’s noise

budget for detecting gravitational waves.

Another way to circumvent quantum shot noise is us-

ing photon counting instead of the standard homodyne

readout [48]. Such a readout will be implemented in

a proposed 5 m tabletop interferometer being commis-

sioned by Caltech and Fermilab under the Gravity from

the Quantum Entanglement of Space-Time (GQuEST)

collaboration [14], which will explicitly target geontropic

fluctuations. By employing photon counting and thereby

beating the standard quantum limit, GQuEST will be

able to place constraints on α substantially more effi-

ciently in terms of integration time than it would with

only a homodyne readout. For a detailed examination

of the advantages of photon counting, see Ref. [48]. As

GQuEST is a tabletop-sized experiment, it will also be

capable of probing the angular correlations of the geon-

tropic fluctuations by adjusting its arm angle. Moreover,

it is conceived to be a nearer-term instrument than third

generation GW detectors such as CE and ET. As such,

should the geontropic signal be detected with GQuEST,

this information can be incorporated into the design and

planning of future GW detectors, whose strain sensitivi-

ties to astrophysical signals might be limited by a geon-

tropic background.

2. Optically-levitated sensors

Besides interferometers, there are other high-frequency

GW detectors that operate like an interferometer, such as

the optically-levitated sensor described in Refs. [49, 50].

The optically-levitated sensor functions by trapping a di-

electric sphere or microdisk in an anti-node of an optical

cavity (see Fig. 6) [49]. One can also build a Michelson

interferometer from optically-levitated sensors by insert-

ing the sensors in each arm’s cavity (see Fig. 7) [50].
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As illustrated in Sec. V C, one optically-levitated sensor

can be effectively treated as two aligned interferometer

arms, where the longer arm has the same length `m as

the cavity. The shorter arm has length xs, the distance

to a chosen anti-node of the trapping field. The optically-

levitated sensor measures the differential distance change

δ`m − δxs, the correlations of which are similar to an in-

terferometer of length L = `m − xs, but not identical

since the two arms have to be treated separately. More-

over, as depicted in Fig. 7, there are two causal diamonds

enclosing the shorter and longer arms, respectively. In

Sec. IV, we show how to consistently correlate these mul-

tiple causal diamonds.

Levitated sensors achieve their gain in sensitivity by

making the test masses respond resonantly to gravita-

tional waves whose frequencies match the test masses’

natural oscillation frequency in the trapping potential.

In the devices considered by Refs. [49, 50], sensitivities

are mainly constrained by the thermal noise due to heat-

ing of the sensor by the scattering light [50]. The devel-

opment of techniques to reduce the thermal noise of an

optically-trapped object in many other contexts thus al-

lows a better strain sensitivity for the optically-levitated

sensor at high frequencies compared to an interferome-

ter [49]. It was further found in Ref. [50] that by us-

ing stacked disks as the sensor, the thermal noise due to

photon recoiling can be further reduced. In addition, the

high-frequency performance of the levitated sensor is fur-

ther enhanced by its tunability. Indeed, the experiment

achieves its peak strain sensitivity when the trapped ob-

ject is resonantly excited at the trapping frequency, which

is widely tunable via laser intensity [50]. In Sec. V C, we

will compare the PSD of length fluctuations measured

by the optically-levitated sensor to its predicted strain

sensitivity from Ref. [50].

3. Inverse-Gertsenshtein effect and other experiments

Apart from interferometer-like experiments, there are

other high-frequency GW detectors with different work-

ing principles. One major class of such experiments uses

the inverse-Gertsenshtein effect, which converts gravitons

to electromagnetic (EM) waves [51]. For most of these ex-

periments, strong static magnetic fields of several Tesla

are used to convert gravitons into photons [15]. Many

of these experiments have been designed to detect ul-

tralight axion dark matter, which can also couple to the

EM fields, such as the ones using microwave cavities (e.g.,

ADMX [52], HAYSTAC [53], and SQMS [54]) or pickup

circuits (e.g., ABRACADABRA [55] and SHAFT [56]) to

receive the signal. Refs. [57–59] found that some of these

experiments might be sensitive to high-frequency GWs,

especially when the geometry of the detector reflects the

spin-2 nature of gravitons. For example, Ref. [59] found

that a figure-8 pickup circuit has a much larger sensitivity

than a circular loop. For microwave cavities, if the res-

onant cavity modes have the same spatial profile as the

effective current generated by the inverse-Gertsenshtein

effect, there is also a boost of the signal [58].

The pixellon model considered in Refs. [2, 3] and this

work can be, in principle, used to compute the inverse-

Gertsenshtein effect since geontropic fluctuations mani-

fest themselves as metric fluctuations, i.e., Eq. (2). How-

ever, in most available calculations, the response to GWs

has only been calculated in the transverse-traceless (TT)

gauge or the proper detector frame. Moreover, some of

these calculations were not careful with gauge invariance.

It was recently shown in Ref. [58] that if one incorporates

all the physical effects (such as circuits’ motion due to

coordinate transformation), the observables, such as cur-

rent density, are gauge invariant. Nonetheless, this proof

was done by explicitly computing the observables in these

two specific frames without incorporating all possible co-

ordinate transformations.

Such a calculation is usually sufficient for GW detec-

tions, but not geontropic fluctuations. First, since geon-

tropic fluctuations have a typical wavelength of the sys-

tem’s size, the long wavelength assumption of the ex-

pansion used in the proper detector frame doesn’t apply.

Second, geontropic fluctuations are not solutions to the

vacuum linearized Einstein equations. They cannot be

transformed into the TT gauge, despite Eq. (2) being

similar to TT gauge, where only light propagation needs

to be considered. Thus, one has to be more generous

with the frame choices and show that the observables

in this type of experiment are invariant under all possi-

ble gauge transformations, as Ref. [3] demonstrated for

length fluctuations in interferometers.

A more fundamental question is whether the pixellon

model is appropriate for describing this type of exper-

iment, especially those using microwave cavities. The

pixellon model was designed to effectively describe gravi-

tational perturbations of the spherical entangling surface
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bounding the interferometer, a spatial slice of the causal

diamond defined by the light beams. Within the cavity,

there is no freely propagating photon, so the detector

doesn’t probe the near-horizon geometry of any causal

diamond. In this case, the pixellon model might not be

a good effective description, and geontropic fluctuations

might be negligible since they are driven by near-horizon

dynamics [5]. Note that the photon counting technique

in Ref. [48] also detects the excess photons generated

by gravitational perturbations. However, this readout is

still embedded in a Michelson interferometer, so there is

a well-defined causal diamond.

Besides the experiments above, other types of high-

frequency GW detectors are discussed in Ref. [15], such

as the bulk acoustic wave devices [60], which operate like

a resonant mass bar [61] and measure the vibration of

piezoelectric materials due to passing GWs. Similarly,

GWs can also deform microwave cavities, which couple

different resonant cavity modes and can be detected [62].

There are also experiments utilizing the coupling between

GWs and electron spin, where the collective electron spin

excitations or magnons of ferromagnetic crystals due to

GWs are measured [63, 64]. Since no causal diamond is

being probed in all of these experiments, geontropic sig-

nals might be minimal. For this reason, for the rest of this

work, we focus on these interferometer-like experiments

and calculate their sensitivity to the pixellon model.

IV. EXTENSION OF THE PIXELLON MODEL

TO MULTIPLE INTERFEROMETERS

In this section, we extend the calculation in Ref. [3]

of the auto-correlation of a single interferometer’s

length fluctuations to the cross-correlation of two

interferometer-like detectors, which may have different

arm lengths and origins.

As shown in Ref. [3], for the metric in Eq. (2), the

only nonzero component in the t− r sector of the metric

is hrr, so we only need to consider light propagation when

computing length fluctuations. For a light beam sent at

time t − L from the origin x along the direction n, the

total time delay T (t,n) of a round trip is given by [65]

T (t,x,n) = 2L− 1

2

∫ L

0

dr [φ(x) + φ(x′)] ,

x ≡ (t− L+ r,x + rn) , x′ ≡ (t+ L− r,x + rn) . (14)

Notice that although Eq. (14) has an explicit dependence

on the origin x, the auto-correlation function of T or its

fluctuations doesn’t depend on x, as shown in Ref. [3]

and Eq. (32). This indicates that geontropic fluctuations

are physical, since they don’t depend on the choice of

coordinates.

Next, let us consider two light beams sent at times

t1 − L1 and t2 − L2 from positions x1 and x2 along di-

rections n1 and n2, respectively, as depicted in Fig. 2b.

We also assume the lengths of the two beams without

any geontropic fluctuations to be L1 and L2, respectively.

Then the correlation function of the length fluctuations

δT of these two beams is

C(∆t,∆x,n1,2) ≡
〈
δT (t1,x1,n1)δT (t2,x2,n2)

4L1L2

〉
,

∆t ≡ t1 − t2 , ∆x ≡ x1 − x2 , (15)

where we have defined δT (t,x,n) = T (t,x,n)− 2L with

T (t,x,n) given in Eq. (14). Here, we have assumed that

the origins of the light beams enter the cross-correlation

function only via their difference ∆x, so it is independent

of the choice of coordinates. We will see this assumption

is true in Eq. (27).

Since these two light beams are enclosed by two differ-

ent causal diamonds as shown in Fig. 2b, their length fluc-

tuations are separately described by two pixellon models

with the metric in Eq. (2) centered at x1 and x2, re-

spectively. To distinguish these two pixellon models, we

assign φ1(x) and φ2(x) to the first and the second beams,

respectively. Within each pixellon model, the length fluc-

tuations are still described by Eq. (14), so

C(∆t,∆x,n1,2) =
1

16L1L2

∫ L1

0

dr1

∫ L2

0

dr2

〈(φ1(x1) + φ1(x′1)) (φ2(x2) + φ2(x′2))〉 ,
(16)

which is in a similar form as Eq. (32) of Ref. [3]. For

convenience, let us define

C(x1, x2) = 〈(φ1(x1) + φ1(x′1))(φ2(x2) + φ2(x′2))〉 . (17)

To evaluate C(x1, x2), we first need to compute

〈φ1(x1)φ2(x2)〉, where x1 and x2 are in two different

causal diamonds. From Eqs. (3) and (4), we notice that

both φ1 and φ2 satisfy the wave equation, as constrained

by the linearized Einstein-Hilbert action [3]. Thus, φ1

has translational symmetry, i.e., φ1(y) = e−ip·(x−y)φ1(x)
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(a) A single light beam. The beam of length
L is sent from x1 at t = −L to x2 and then
reflected by the end mirror.

(b) Two light beams. The beam of length
L1 is sent from x1 at t1 − L1 along the
direction n1 and reflected by the end mir-
ror. Similarly, the beam of length L2 is sent
from x2 at t2 − L2 along the direction n2

and then gets reflected.

(c) A web of light beams tiling the entire
spacetime.

FIG. 2. Plots of spherical entangling surfaces or spatial slices of the causal diamonds bounding different configurations of light
beams. The shaded circles represent entangling surfaces, each of which is associated with a pixellon model. For all the figures
above, we have projected the spherical entangling surface to the plane of the light beams.

classically, and similarly for φ2. This implies that al-

though the metric in Eq. (2) effectively describes the

length fluctuations of a finite-size interferometer, nothing

prevents us from propagating the pixellon field φ(x) to

places outside the interferometer. This is also consistent

with the fact that φ has modes with long wavelengths,

as imposed by Eq. (12). Thus, φ1 is well-defined in the

causal diamond of φ2, and vice versa.

To derive a precise relation between φ1 and φ2, let us

consider a single light beam sent from x1 at t = −L to x2,

as depicted in Fig. 2a. To compute the round-trip time

delay, one can either use the pixellon model centered at

x1 with the pixellon φ1, or the one centered at x2 with

the pixellon φ2. For the former case, we set the origin

of the coordinates at x1 and align the x-axis with the

outgoing light beam, so the shift of the round-trip time

delay δT1 is given by Eq. (14),

δT1 = −1

2

∫ L

0

dr [φ1(x) + φ1(x′)] ,

x1 = (−L+ r, rx̂) , x′1 = (L− r, rx̂) , (18)

where the first and second terms correspond to the time

delay of the outgoing and ingoing light beams, respec-

tively.

For the latter case, we set the origin at x2 and align the

x-axis with the ingoing light beam. Notice the ingoing

beam here is the outgoing beam for the pixellon model

at x1, and vice versa. Then, δT2 is given by

δT2 = −1

2

∫ 0

−L
dr [φ2(x) + φ2(x′)] ,

x2 = (r, rx̂) , x′2 = (−r, rx̂) , (19)

where the first and second terms correspond to the time

delay of the ingoing and outgoing light beams, respec-

tively. One can further make a change of variables

r̃ = r + L and shift the coordinates, x → x + Lx̂, such

that

δT2 = −1

2

∫ L

0

dr [φ2(x) + φ2(x)] ,

x2 = (−L+ r, rx̂) , x′2 = (L− r, rx̂) , (20)

where we have replaced the symbol r̃ with r at the end.

Since δT1 = δT2, Eqs. (18) and (20) indicate that φ1 =

φ2.

This relation between φ1,2 does not hold only for these

two causal diamonds, but rather the entire spacetime.

One can easily see this by tiling the entire spacetime with

light beams of the same length L as depicted in Fig. 2c.

One can repeat the same argument above for every seg-

ment of this web of null rays to relate the pixellon models

centered at any two adjacent endpoints. Since all of these

null rays are connected, one can easily show a universal

φ across the entire spacetime within the pixellon model.
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Thus, there is no need to distinguish φ in different causal

diamonds.

On the other hand, this does not indicate that we can

avoid using separate pixellon models for different light

beams. The metric in Eq. (2) is designed to effectively de-

scribe the geontropic fluctuations of any causal diamond

located at the origin of the local coordinates picked out

by the metric. Thus, the light beams not propagating in

the radial direction in these local coordinates cannot be

described by the associated pixellon model. Furthermore,

the argument of gauge invariance of the calculations in

Ref. [3] does not hold for these non-radial light beams,

since the angular directions of the metric were ignored

in the proof. Nonetheless, one can always find another

causal diamond in which the originally non-radial light

beam becomes radial, e.g., the causal diamond located

at the endpoints of this beam. For example, in Fig. 2c,

the beams L1 and L2 can be described by the pixellon

model centered at x1, but not the beam L3, although it is

in the same causal diamond of the beams L1,2. Instead,

one should compute the length fluctuations of the beam

L3 using the pixellon models at x2 or x3.

One might also worry, in this case, whether the length

fluctuations at x1 have multiple inconsistent descriptions

dependent on the causal diamond we choose, particularly

with respect to their angular correlations. For example,

since the dominant modes of pixellons are low-l modes

[3], the pixellon model at x2 constrains the fluctuations

at x1 to be mostly along n. However, if one uses the pix-

ellon model at x3, the fluctuations at x1 are mainly along

n′. This is not a contradiction in the pixellon model since

light beams in different directions are probing different

“polarizations” of pixellons, which control different local

entangling surfaces. If one goes to the causal diamond

at x1, the pixellon model consistently predicts that most

fluctuations are along the radial direction, so fluctuations

along both n and n′ can potentially be excited. When the

light beam is sent along one of these directions, the spher-

ical symmetry is broken by exciting fluctuations mainly

in this specific direction.

In this case, to compute the correlation of any two

beams as depicted in Fig. 2b, we use the metric in Eq. (2)

centered at x1 for beam L1 and the one at x2 for beam

L2, but do not distinguish φ in these two metrics. Thus,

Eq. (17) becomes

C(x1, x2) = 〈(φ(x1) + φ(x′1))(φ(x2) + φ(x′2))〉 . (21)

Using Eq. (3), we get

C(x1, x2) = 4l2p

∫
d3p1

(2π)3

∫
d3p2

(2π)3

1√
4ω1(p1)ω2(p2)

cos[ω1(L1 − r1)] cos[ω2(L2 − r2)]
[
〈ap1a

†
p2
〉

e−i[ω1t1−ω2t2−p1·(x1+r1n1)+p2·(x2+r2n2)] + c.c.
]
,

= 4l2p

∫
d3p

(2π)3

σpix(p)

2ω(p)
cos[ω(L1 − r1)]

cos[ω(L2 − r2)]
[
e−iω∆t+ip·δx + c.c.

]
, (22)

where we have defined

δx ≡ ∆x + r1n1 − r2n2 . (23)

Plugging the occupation number in Eq. (12), the corre-

lation function of the length fluctuations is given by

C(∆t,∆x,n1,2)

=
alp

8L1L2

∫ L1

0

dr1

∫ L2

0

dr2

∫
d3p

(2π)3

1

ω2(p)

cos [ω(L1 − r1)] cos [ω(L2 − r2)]e−iω∆t+ip·δx ,

(24)

where we have dropped the c.c. term and hereafter as-

sume for simplicity that the complex conjugate is in-

cluded implicitly.

Eq. (24) is very similar to Eq. (41) of Ref. [3], except

that δx also contains the difference between the origins

of the two light beams. Evaluating the angular part of

the momentum integral, we have

C(∆t,∆x,n1,2)

=
alp

16π2c3sL1L2

∫ L1

0

dr1

∫ L2

0

dr2

∫ ∞
0

dω

cos [ω(L1 − r1)] cos [ω(L2 − r2)]

sinc [ωD(r1,2,∆x,n1,2)/cs] e
−iω∆t ,

(25)

with

D(r1,2,∆x,n1,2) = |δx| . (26)

The PSD C̃(ω,∆x,n1,2) is then given by

C̃(ω,∆x,n1,2)

=
alp

8πc3sN

∫ L1

0

dr1

∫ L2

0

dr2 cos [ω(L1 − r1)]

cos [ω(L2 − r2)] sinc [ωD(r1,2,∆x,n1,2)/cs] ,

(27)
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where we have absorbed the normalization L1L2 into N .

We make this redefinition for convenience since in certain

experiments discussed later, PSDs similar to Eq. (27)

appear but with N 6= L1L2. If we also insert an IR cutoff

ω2(p) → ω2(p) + ω2
IR in Eq. (24) similar to Ref. [1], it

was found in Ref. [3] that

C̃(ω,∆x,n1,2)→ ω2

ω2 + ω2
IR

C̃(ω,∆x,n1,2) . (28)

In the case that the two arms have the same length L,

Ref. [3] fixed ωIR = 1
L , which gave a better agreement

with the angular correlations predicted in Refs. [1, 7].

One direct application of the results above is to com-

pute the cross-correlation of length fluctuations across

two different interferometers. Let the origins of two in-

terferometers be at xI,II , respectively. For the interfer-

ometer at xI , let its two arms be along the directions

n1,2 with length LI . Similarly, let the two arms of the

interferometer at xII be along the directions n3,4 with

length LII . Define T (x, t) to be the difference of length

fluctuations of two arms within a single interferometer at

position x, the light beams of which are sent at time t.

Then the cross-correlation of the time difference across

two arms is

CT (∆t,∆x,nI,II) ≡
〈
TI(xI , t1)TII(x2, t2)

4LILII

〉
,

TI(xI , t1) = δT (tI ,xI ,n2)− δT (tI ,xI ,n1) ,

TII(xII , t2) = δT (tII ,xII ,n4)− δT (tII ,xII ,n3) , (29)

where nI = (n1,n2), nII = (n3,n4), and ∆x = xI − xII

such that

C̃T (ω,∆x,nI,II)

= C̃(ω,∆x,n1,3) + C̃(ω,∆x,n2,4)

− C̃(ω,∆x,n1,4)− C̃(ω,∆x,n2,3) .

(30)

The equation above generally contains complicated geo-

metric factors, and the integral within Eq. (25) cannot

be easily evaluated for a generic geometry. Thus, we con-

sider several specific configurations in the next section.

V. INTERFEROMETER-LIKE EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we apply the results of Sec. IV to sev-

eral types of interferometer-like experiments: a single

L-shaped interferometer (e.g., LIGO [10], CE [16, 17],

NEMO [25]), the equilateral triangle configuration of

multiple interferometers (e.g., LISA [11], ET [18]), and

optically-levitated sensors [49, 50].

A. Single L-shaped interferometer

Ref. [3] calculated the auto-correlation of length fluc-

tuations in an L-shaped interferometer due to geon-

tropic fluctuations. In this case, we have xI = xII and

nI = nII , so we can set the origin of the coordinates

to coincide with the beam splitter of the interferometer.

Furthermore, we can align the x–y plane with the plane of

the interferometer and choose the x-axis to be along the

first arm of the interferometer. Then the whole configu-

ration is determined by the separation angle θ between

two arms. In this case, the first two terms are the same in

Eq. (30) and similarly for the last two terms, so Eq. (30)

reduces to

C̃T (ω, θ) = 2C̃(ω, 0)− 2C̃(ω, θ) , (31)

which is consistent with Eq. (45) of Ref. [3]. The spec-

trum C̃(ω, θ) is given by Eq. (27) after setting L1 = L2 =

L, where L is the length of the interferometer, i.e.,

C̃(ω, θ) =
alp

8πc3sL
2

∫ L

0

dr1

∫ L

0

dr2 sinc [ωD(r1, r2, θ)/cs]

cos [ω(L− r1)] cos [ω(L− r2)] .

(32)

where the distance factor D is now completely deter-

mined by r1, r2, and θ,

D(r1, r2, θ) =
√
r2
1 + r2

2 − 2r1r2 cos θ . (33)

To compare against the strain sensitivity of real experi-

ments, one needs to first convert Eq. (32) to the one-sided

noise strain Sh defined by Refs. [12, 67]

√
Sh(f) =

√
2

∫ ∞
−∞

〈
∆L(τ)

L

∆L(0)

L

〉
e−2πifτdτ , (34)

which has units of Hz−1/2. In many of these interferom-

eters, Fabry-Pérot cavities are used to increase the sen-

sitivity, in which light travels multiple round trips. By

converting the strain sensitivity to the phase sensitivity,

Ref. [3] showed that the geontropic signal does accumu-
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FIG. 3. Pixellon strain (dashed and dotted lines) overlaid with the strain sensitivities for LIGO [10] and NEMO [66] (solid
lines). The LIGO data was obtained from the Livingston detector, and the NEMO data omits suspension thermal noise. The
dotted lines give the pixellon strain from Eq. (35) computed without an IR cutoff, and the dashed lines give the same quantity
including the IR cutoff from Eq. (28). We again compute the pixellon strain with α = 1.

late in Fabry-Pérot cavities since the output is linear in

the phase shift of the light. Thus, it is legitimate to

compare our PSD to the strain sensitivity of these exper-

iments. From Eqs. (29) and (34), Ref. [3] found that

√
Sh(f) =

√
2C̃T (ω, θ) . (35)

Nonetheless, the signal’s shape is determined by the ge-

ometry of one light-crossing. For example, we expect that

the signal peak is at ωL ∼ 1, where L is the length of

the interferometer instead of the total distance traveled

across multiple light-crossings.

Using Eqs. (31)–(32), Ref. [3] computed the PSD of

the pixellon model in several L-shaped interferometers

(Holometer [12], GEO-600 [13], and LIGO [10]) and one

set of interferometers in LISA [11], and compared the

signal to their strain sensitivities. It was found that

GEO-600 and LISA are unlikely to detect geontropic

fluctuations due to their relatively low peak sensitivity

(at ωL ∼ 1), while LIGO and Holometer respectively

constrain the α-parameter to be α . 3 and α . 0.7

(with an IR cutoff), and α . 0.1 and α . 0.6 (without

an IR cutoff) at 3σ significance. Note that the LIGO

sensitivity data that we have used here and in Ref. [3]

is that from Ref. [10] with the quantum shot noise re-

moved (i.e., the gray curve in Fig. 2 of Ref. [10]) by the

quantum-correlation technique in Ref. [47]. Nonetheless,

this technique only removes the expectation value of the

shot noise but not its variance [68], limiting the extent to

which we can dig under the shot noise. More specifically,

with a frequency band of Γ and an integration time of T ,

we expect the noise suppression factor to be ∼ (ΓT )1/4

in amplitude — or until the next underlying noise is re-

vealed. In the particular case of LIGO, that underlying

noise includes coating and suspension thermal noise at

low frequencies, and laser noise at high frequencies. Fur-

ther studying these underlying noise sources in LIGO can

in principle put more stringent upper limits on the geon-

tropic noise.

Besides the GW detectors above, there are other fu-

ture L-shaped interferometers to be considered but not

included in Ref. [3]. The most important ones are the

third-generation GW detectors: CE [16, 17] and ET

[18]. CE is a ground-based broadband GW detector us-

ing dual-recycled Fabry-Pérot Michelson interferometers

with perpendicular arms. CE will have two sites with

several potential designs: a 20 km interferometer paired

with a 40 km interferometer, or a pair of 20 km or 40 km

interferometers. As largely a scale-up of Advanced LIGO

[16], CE will operate at room temperature with a fused-

silica coating of mirrors to reduce thermal noise, and de-

generate optical parametric amplifiers injecting squeezed

light with low phase uncertainty to reduce quantum noise

(shot noise) at high frequency [69].

ET is an equilateral triangle configuration of three

independent nested detectors, each of which contains

two dual-recycled Fabry-Pérot Michelson interferometers

with arms of length 10 km (plotted in Fig. 4) for low- and
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high-frequency detections, respectively. ET will be built

underground to reduce seismic noise. Cryogenic systems

are used to reduce thermal noise by cooling the optical

systems to 10–20 K at low frequency, while squeezed light

(frequency-dependent) is also inserted to reduce quantum

noise at high frequency [39].

As briefly discussed in Sec. I and shown in Fig. 1, for

the benchmark value α = 1, the PSD of the geontropic

signal overwhelms the strain sensitivity of CE and ET by

about two orders of magnitude for f ∼ 1 kHz. For CE,

we have considered both the interferometers of length

20 km and 40 km. For ET, we have computed the auto-

correlation of a single interferometer within the entire

configuration. A study of the cross-correlation of differ-

ent interferometers is carried out in Sec. V B.

Besides ET and CE, another next-generation GW de-

tector is NEMO [25], a Michelson interferometer with

perpendicular Fabry-Pérot arms of length 4 km. Al-

though with less sensitivity than the full third-generation

detectors in general, NEMO is important for testing tech-

nological developments to be used in the third-generation

detectors while making interesting scientific discoveries,

such as understanding the compositions of NSs. Due

to its interest in binary NS mergers, NEMO specializes

in high-frequency events with its optimal sensitivity at

f ∼ 1–4 kHz [25]. As plotted in Fig. 3, within the

optimal sensitivity of NEMO, the geontropic signal ex-

ceeds the strain sensitivity by about one order of mag-

nitude. Thus, the geontropic signal must be constrained

before these next-generation GW detectors can detect

other high-frequency events. For future detectors, we

have compared the geontropic signal with their design

sensitivities, without considering removal of shot noise

via the quantum-correlation approach — even though

at high frequencies, where the constraints for geontropic

noise are the best, these detectors are limited by shot

noise. It can be anticipated that at these frequencies,

these detectors’ shot noise dominates over other types of

noise by a significant factor. In this way, these detectors

are capable of putting much more stringent bounds on

the geontropic α parameter.

B. Equilateral triangle configurations

In this subsection, we consider configurations of mul-

tiple interferometers with certain geometries. For GW

FIG. 4. Setup of ET. The red, blue, and purple rays cor-
respond to the three detectors in ET, where we have only
shown one of the two interferometers within each detector.
We choose not to plot the mirrors at the endpoints of the
light beams for simplicity.

detections, these different geometries are helpful in re-

trieving the polarization of GWs. One important config-

uration is the equilateral triangle configuration of three

interferometer arms, such as LISA [11], or three partially

overlapping independent detectors, such as ET [18], as

shown in Fig. 4. For LISA, the signals of different arms

can be time shifted and linearly combined to form virtual

Michelson interferometers [70, 71]. Nonetheless, as found

in Ref. [3] and discussed in Sec. V A, LISA is not promis-

ing for detecting geontropic signals, so we will focus on

the specific configuration of ET.

In this subsection, we will study the cross-correlation

of multiple detectors of ET. For stochastic wave back-

grounds with completely random radiation, a single de-

tector cannot distinguish the background from random

instrumental noise within a short observing time un-

less the sources distribute anisotropically [72]. How-

ever, since the ET detectors occupy the same spatial re-

gion, geontropic fluctuations modeled by the pixellons

are correlated between them. Assuming that the noises

of different ET detectors are largely uncorrelated, cross-

correlating multiple ET detectors allows us to dig under

the noise with a suppression factor ∼ (ΓT )1/4, or until a

correlated noise background is reached [72, 73]. By con-
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trast, the single-detector quantum-correlation technique

discussed in Sec. V A only allows us to dig under the

shot noise, and it will be limited by non-quantum noise

sources of a single detector. This motivates the calcu-

lation of cross-correlations of different detectors within

configurations of interferometers, such as ET.

Let us consider one set of two interferometers across

different detectors within ET, e.g., the red and blue de-

tectors in Fig. 4, and pick the origin of coordinates at

the origin of the red detector x1. Let us also pick the

x–y plane to be the plane of the interferometers, with

the x-axis along n1. In this case,

xI = 0 , xII = Lx̂ , n1 = x̂ , n2 =
1

2
x̂ +

√
3

2
ŷ ,

n3 = −x̂ , n4 = −1

2
x̂ +

√
3

2
ŷ . (36)

Here, we have assumed that the arms along the same line

completely overlap with each other (i.e., the arms along

n1 and n3). In reality, there is a finite separation between

these arms, which can be dealt with via the general pro-

cedure in Sec. IV. Then one can compute D(ri,j ,∆x,ni,j)

for all the combinations in Eq. (30), i.e.,

D13(r1, r2) = |r1 + r2 − L| ,

D24(r1, r2) =
1

2

√
(2L− r1 − r2)2 + 3(r1 − r2)2 ,

D14(r1, r2) =
1

2

√
(2L− 2r1 − r2)2 + 3r2

2 ,

D32(r1, r2) = D14(r1, r2) . (37)

Here, we have defined Dij(r1, r2) such that r1 is the inte-

gration variable along the arm with direction ni, and r2

is the integration variable along the arm with direction

nj . Plugging Eq. (37) into Eq. (30), we get

C̃T (ω) =
alp

8πc3sL

∫ L

0

dr1

∫ L

0

dr2

cos [ω(L− r1)] cos [ω(L− r2)]

{sinc [ωD13(r1, r2)/cs] + sinc [ωD24(r1, r2)/cs]

−2 sinc [ωD14(r1, r2)/cs]} ,
(38)

the result of which is plotted in Fig. 5.

Besides the equilateral triangle configuration of ET,

one can compute the response of other geometries of in-

terferometers to the pixellon model following the proce-

dure in Sec. IV. For example, one can consider two or

0 5 10 15 20
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FIG. 5. The PSD C̃T (ω) of the cross-correlation function of
two sets of interferometers within a triangular configuration
like ET [Eq. (38), solid lines], together with the correspond-

ing auto-correlation C̃T (ω, θ = π
3

) of a single interferometer
within this configuration [Eq. (31), dashed lines].

multiple interferometers with the same length located at

the same origin but rotated from each other by certain

angles as depicted in Ref. [70]. There are even more

complicated geometries, such as the twin 3-d interferom-

eters that will be built at Cardiff University [74]. The

authors in Ref. [74] claimed that the angular correla-

tions of geontropic fluctuations, as discussed in detail

in Refs. [1–3, 7], especially the transverse correlations

due to the low-` modes, can be probed by this geom-

etry. While, in principle, the geontropic signal can be

computed for such a complicated interferometer geome-

try, the pixellon model may not adequately encapsulate

the underlying physics of the VZ effect. Further, first-

principles calculations of geontropic fluctuations assume

a simple causal diamond radiating outward from a beam

splitter. One major feature of the twin 3-d interferome-

ters in Ref. [74] is that the interferometer arms are bent

at mirrors MMA and MMB (see Fig. 1 of Ref. [74]), so

the causal diamond of the whole apparatus is distorted.

The bent-arm configuration explicitly breaks spherical

symmetry, which the previous calculations [2, 3] relied

on. Specifically, the pixellon metric in Eq. (2) captures

metric fluctuations only along interferometer arms that

extend radially outward from a beam splitter. One can

decompose the bent interferometer arms into segments of

straight arms, and, assuming the pixellon model pertains

to such a causal diamond, attempt to apply the pixellon

model to each segment by choosing local coordinates cen-

tered at the beam splitter, MMA, and MMB, respectively.

However, the major obstacle for this procedure is that at
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FIG. 6. Schematic diagram of the optically-levitated sensor as
described in Refs. [49, 50]. A dielectric sphere or microdisk is
trapped in an anti-node of an optical cavity (solid orange). A
second laser (dashed blue) is used to cool the sensor and read
out its position. Transverse motion is cooled by additional
lasers (not shown).

MMA (or MMB) there does not exist a closed causal di-

amond, because light continues to traverse past MMA

(or MMB) until it reaches EMA (or EMB) or the beam

splitter. Since the calculations in Refs. [2, 3] require a

closed causal diamond such that the observable computed

is manifestly gauge invariant, one first needs to ascertain

whether the procedures in Ref. [3] for computing gauge-

invariant quantities are still valid when piecing together

these non-closed causal diamonds. Due to these compli-

cations, we do not attempt to apply the pixellon model

to the Cardiff experiment, as we believe that an accurate

prediction for such bent-arm configurations will require

a more direct, first-principles calculation requiring better

theoretical control than current technology allows. In the

next subsection, we focus on another interferometer-like

experiment, the optically-levitated sensor.

C. Optically-levitated sensor

In this subsection, we study the response of the

optically-levitated sensor in Refs. [49, 50] to geontropic

fluctuations described by the pixellon model. To under-

stand the working principle of the optically-levitated sen-

sor, let us first consider its response to GWs following

Ref. [49], working in the local Lorentz frame with ori-

gin at the input mirror. Let the unperturbed distance

between the optical cavity mirrors be `m, and the unper-

turbed distance from the input mirror to the sensor in

its trap minimum be xs. Under a passing GW perpen-

dicular to the cavity with strain h, the proper distances

to the mirror and sensor are both shifted,

δxs =
1

2
hxs , δ`m =

1

2
h`m . (39)

The new position of the trap minimum can be found from

the condition

kt(`
′
m − x′min) = kt(`m − xmin) =

(
n+

1

2

)
π , (40)

where n is an integer, and kt is the wavenumber of the

trapping laser. The shift of the trap minimum is then

given by δxmin = `′m−`m = δ`m. Here, we have assumed

that the trapping laser has a constant frequency inside

the cavity. Thus, the sensor is displaced from its trap

minimum by an amount given in Ref. [49] as

∆X ≡ δxs − δxmin =
1

2
h(xs − `m) +O(h2) . (41)

This displacement will result in an oscillatory driving

force on the sensor. If the GW frequency matches the

trapping frequency ω0 of the sensor, the driving force

will resonantly excite the sensor. The corresponding os-

cillations can then be measured. When xs � `m, the

effect of the GW is maximized.

For the pixellon model, the response of the optically-

levitated sensor can be calculated similarly. In our case,

δxs and δ`m are given by

δxs = −1

4

∫ xs

0

dr [φ(x) + φ(x′)] , (42)

δ`m = −1

4

∫ `m

0

dr [φ(y) + φ(y′)] , (43)

where

x = (tx − xs + r, rn) , x′ = (tx + xs − r, rn) ,

y = (t` − `m + r, rn) , y′ = (t` + `m − r, rn) ,
(44)

and the start times of each beam are chosen to be tx−xs
and t`− `m. Note the additional factor of 1

2 as compared

to Eq. (14), since the lengths `m and xs are one-half of

the corresponding round-trip time delays when there are

no geontropic fluctuations. Within a single arm, since

there is only a single beam measuring the position of the

sensor, we can choose

tx = t+ xs , t` = t+ `m (45)
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Laser

Photodetector

FIG. 7. Two levitated sensors inserted into the Fabry-
Pérot cavities of a Michelson interferometer, as described in
Ref. [50]. The entangling surfaces corresponding to the two
arms of length xs and `m are marked by the blue and green
shaded circles, respectively. Note that this diagram ignores
the distances between the beam splitter and the input mirrors
of the two cavities.

such that the start times of the beam probing the sensor

and the end mirror are the same. Notice that, in general,

two independent pixellon models should be used for the

shorter and longer arms. Nevertheless, since both spher-

ical entangling surfaces are located at the same origin,

as depicted in Fig. 7, and the pixellon fields φ are uni-

versal across these two causal diamonds as discussed in

Sec. IV, the forms of Eqs. (42) and (43) are very similar.

This is consistent with the fact that the metric in Eq. (2)

is spatially conformal.

The displacement of the levitated sensor from its trap

minimum is then given by

∆X = − 1

4

∫ xs

0

dr [φ(x) + φ(x′)] +
1

4

∫ `m

0

dr [φ(y) + φ(y′)] .

(46)

Note that Eq. (46) is similar, but not identical to, the

round-trip time of a photon traveling from position xs to

`m, i.e.,

∆X|xs↔`m =
1

4

∫ `m

xs

dr [φ(y) + φ(y′)] ,

y = (t− `m + r, rn) , y′ = (t+ `m − r, rn).

(47)

Using Eq. (47) instead of Eq. (46) would give a PSD

identical to Eq. (32) with length L = `m − xs.

We can then define the correlation function of ∆X as

C∆X(∆t, θ) ≡
〈

∆X(t1,n1)∆X(t2,n2)

(`m − xs)2

〉
, (48)

where the unit vectors ni parameterize the orientations

of the two levitated sensor arms, and the angle θ be-

tween them is given by cos(θ) = n1 · n2. The difference

between the beam start times is ∆t ≡ t1 − t2. Note that

the normalization of C∆X assumes that the character-

istic length of the system is `m − xs, as per the above

discussion. Using Eq. (46), we find that

C∆X(∆t, θ) (49)

=
1

16(`m − xs)2

[ ∫ xs

0

dr1

∫ xs

0

dr2 C(x1, x2)

−
∫ xs

0

dr1

∫ `m

0

dr2 C(x1, y2)−
∫ `m

0

dr1

∫ xs

0

dr2 C(y1, x2)

+

∫ `m

0

dr1

∫ `m

0

dr2 C(y1, y2)

]
, (50)

where C(x, y) is defined in Eq. (21). The first and last

terms above are correlations between the arms with the

same length (either L = xs or L = `m). In contrast,

the second and third terms correlate arms with different

lengths, i.e., the arm of L = xs with the arm of L = `m.

Following a similar calculation as the one to obtain

Eq. (27), we find the two-sided PSD C̃∆X(ω, θ) as

C̃∆X(ω, θ) =
[
C̃∆X(ω, x1, x2) + C̃∆X(ω, y1, y2)

−2C̃∆X(ω, x1, y2)
]
,

(51)

where the first two terms are given by Eq. (27) with N =

(`m − xs)
2 and D(r1, r2, θ) =

√
r2
1 + r2

2 − 2r1r2 cos(θ).

The last term, which corresponds to the correlation be-

tween the arms of length L = xs and L = `m, carries an

additional geometrical factor of cos [ω(`m − xs)] due to

the difference in the sizes of the causal diamonds, i.e.,

C̃∆X(ω, x1, y2)

=
alp

8πc3s(`m − xs)2

∫ xs

0

dr1

∫ `m

0

dr2 cos [ω(xs − r1)]

cos [ω(`m − r2)] cos [ω(`m − xs)] sinc [ωD(r1, r2, θ)/cs] .

(52)
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We can also define C̃∆X
T (ω, θ) as in Eq. (31) via

C̃∆X
T (ω, θ) = 2

[
C̃∆X(ω, 0)− C̃∆X(ω, θ)

]
. (53)

In the limit xs → 0, only the second term in Eq. (51)

is nonzero, corresponding to the length fluctuations of an

interferometer of size L = `m. Thus, the levitated sensor

can be treated as an ordinary interferometer when xs is

sufficiently small. This is confirmed by Fig. 8a, where we

plot the interferometer PSD from Eq. (32) against the

levitated sensor PSD from Eq. (51), setting xs = `m/50

and neglecting the IR cutoff for the purpose of demon-

stration. The interferometer PSD is given by the dashed

lines, whereas the levitated sensor PSD is given by the

solid lines. We can see that, as expected, the PSDs of

these two different types of experiments are very similar

in the limit of small xs. In Fig. 8b, we show a similar

comparison but instead pessimistically set xs = `m/10.

For this larger value of xs, the PSD for the levitated sen-

sor becomes somewhat larger in magnitude compared to

that of the ordinary interferometer, but retains a similar

shape. In the limit of ω −→ 0, we have

C̃∆X
T (ω, θ) =

alp
48πc5s

ω2(lm + xs)
2
(1− cos θ) +O(ω4).

(54)

From the scaling C̃∆X
T (ω, θ) ∝ (lm + xs)

2
, one can see

the increase of signal as xs increases, which is a result

of treating the system as two sets of causal diamonds.

However, we expect the above treatment to break down

beyond the limit of xs � lm. We emphasize that this

calculation is not intended to be fully rigorous, but rather

seeks to provide a heuristic description of the pixellon

model in a levitated sensor experiment. Nevertheless, we

continue to expect that the levitated sensor will behave

similarly to an L-shaped interferometer in the limit of

small xs.

Next, let us compare the PSD found above to the

predicted strain sensitivity of optically-levitated sensor

experiments. The thermal-noise-limited minimum de-

tectable strain of the optically-levitated sensor at tem-

perature TCM is given by Refs. [49, 50] as

hlimit =
4

ω2
0`m

√
kBTCMγgb

M

[
1 +

γsc +R+

Niγg

]
H(ω0) ,

(55)

where ω0 is the trapping frequency, γg is the gas-damping

coefficient, γsc is the scattered photon-recoil heating rate,

b is the bandwidth, M is the mass of the sensor, and

Ni = kBTCM/~ω0 is the mean initial phonon occupa-

tion number. The cavity response function is H(ω) =√
1 + (2F/π)2 sin2(ω`m/c), where F is the finesse of the

cavity. Detailed expressions for all of these quantities can

be found in Refs. [49, 50].

The peak frequency response of the experiment occurs

at the trapping frequency ω0, at which oscillations of

the levitated sensor are resonantly enhanced. The trap-

ping frequency can be widely tuned via the laser intensity

[50]. Thus, the sensitivity curve for the levitated sensor

can be obtained by continuously varying the locus of the

sensitivity curve for each fixed value of ω0, as given by

Eq. (55).

In Fig. 9, we plot the strain sensitivity of the levitated

sensor experiment from Ref. [50] (with a sensor consist-

ing of a stack of dielectric disks) against the PSD of the

pixellon model from Eqs. (51)–(53). In Fig. 9b, we addi-

tionally include an IR cutoff ωIR = 1/L as in Eq. (28),

where we take the characteristic length of the system to

be L = `m − xs. This choice comes from the comparison

of the displacement ∆X with the length fluctuations of

an interferometer of size `m − xs, as discussed with re-

lation to Eq. (47). Note that Ref. [50] uses a 300 kHz

upper bound for their sensitivity curves, citing limita-

tions of power absorption by the suspended sensor. From

these plots, we observe that the levitated sensor would

only be competitive for detecting the geontropic signal

at `m & 100 m. At the time of writing, a 1 m prototype

of this experiment is under construction, and a 100 m

device is at the concept stage [15, 50]. That these pro-

posed levitated sensor experiments are not competitive

for constraining the pixellon model is expected: their

reach in frequency is such that ω`m � 1, whereas the

pixellon signal is expected to peak at ω`m ∼ 1. Finally,

let us note that, although the levitated sensors do not

move along geodesics, but instead have amplified non-

geodesic movements, the same amplification factors are

applied to motion induced by the noisy thermal force.

In this way, because the device is limited by thermal

noise [15, 50], comparing the displacement (46) and the

thermal strain (55), as if there were no trapping, still

leads to the correct thermal-noise-limited sensitivity.
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(a) Pixellon PSD with xs = `m/50.
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(b) Pixellon PSD with xs = `m/10.

FIG. 8. Pixellon PSD C̃∆X
T (ω, θ) as it would appear in an optically-levitated sensor [Eq. (53), solid lines] shown alongside the

PSD of an ordinary L-shaped interferometer C̃T (ω, θ) [Eq. (31), dashed lines]. We take the length of the L-shaped interferometer
to be L = `m − xs. All PSDs are computed without an IR cutoff.
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(a) Strain without an IR cutoff.
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(b) Strain with an IR cutoff ωIR = 1/(`m − xs).

FIG. 9. The pixellon strain (dashed lines) overlaid with the predicted strain sensitivity for a stacked-disk levitated sensor (solid
lines), as given by Fig. 3 of Ref. [50]. The color coding corresponds to the size `m of the levitated sensor. The pixellon strain
is computed from Eq. (53), and we set xs = `m/10 throughout.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the effect of the geontropic signal,

from the VZ effect proposed in Refs. [1, 4–7], specifi-

cally as modeled in Refs. [2, 3], on next-generation ter-

restrial GW detectors. We have found that if GQuEST

observes spacetime fluctuations from the pixellon, Cos-

mic Explorer and the Einstein Telescope will have a large

background to astrophysical sources from vacuum fluctu-

ations in quantum gravity with which to contend. On the

other hand, LISA and other lower-frequency devices are

insensitive to this signal. Note that in making these pre-

dictions we have assumed the physical equivalence of the

pixellon model with the VZ effect for interferometer ob-

servables, the proof of which is still the subject of ongoing

first-principles calculations. Even so, given how large the

geontropic signal is expected to be in future GW obser-

vatories, our results may inform optimal designs for GW

observatories, whether searching for quantum or classical

sources of GWs.
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We present the first simulations of core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) in axial symmetry (2D) with
feedback from fast neutrino flavor conversion (FFC). Our schematic treatment of FFCs assumes in-
stantaneous flavor equilibration under the constraint of lepton-number conservation. Systematically
varying the spatial domain where FFCs are assumed to occur, we find that they facilitate SN explo-
sions in low-mass (9–12 M�) progenitors that otherwise explode with longer time delays, whereas
FFCs weaken the tendency to explode of higher-mass (around 20 M�) progenitors.

Introduction and Motivation.—Multi-dimensional
simulations of core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) with re-
fined, energy-dependent neutrino transport, in particular
also in three dimensions (3D), support the viability of
the neutrino-driven explosion mechanism [1–8]. Since the
huge binding energy of several 1053 erg of a newly formed
proto-neutron star (PNS) is carried away by neutrinos
and antineutrinos of all flavors, about one percent of this
energy is well sufficient to explain the vast majority of the
observed CCSNe [9]. The energy transfer to the explosion
is mostly mediated by the absorption of several percent
of the escaping electron (anti)neutrinos (νe and ν̄e) on
free neutrons and protons behind the stalled core-bounce
shock [10]. These reactions therefore decide about suc-
cess or failure of the explosion. They also determine the
neutron-to-proton ratio and thus the formation of chem-
ical elements in the innermost ejecta of successful ex-
plosions. Neutrinos of other flavors (commonly pooled
as νx) do not interact via charged-current processes in
the ejected matter and thus are subdominant for power-
ing the explosion, although their creation by thermal pair
processes contributes significantly to PNS cooling. For
numerical models to be predictive, and to understand
the processes that trigger and power the blast wave, a
reliable implementation of neutrino transport and flavor
evolution in the deep SN interior is indispensable [11–14].

Neutrino flavor conversions in the SN core remain one
of the major uncertainties for rigorous, self-consistent ab-
initio modeling. Despite the long-standing insight that
neutrinos can change flavor during propagation, the pos-
sible consequences have usually been ignored in SN sim-
ulations. But the extremely high neutrino number den-
sities in this environment facilitate nonlinear, collective
phenomena that are not suppressed by matter effects
[15]. In particular, ν and ν̄ can pairwise undergo so-
called fast flavor conversions (FFCs) [16–21]. The char-
acteristic length scales depend on the neutrino number
density and can be as short as centimeters. FFCs have
been at the focus of numerous recent investigations, and

their possible occurrence has been diagnosed in different
regions inside the PNS, in the neutrino-decoupling layer,
and ahead and behind the SN shock [22–26].

Here we explore, for the first time, the impact of FFCs
on the evolution of collapsing stars by multi-dimensional
neutrino-hyrodynamic simulations, thus expanding our
previous work in spherical symmetry [27]. Considering
several, distinctly different progenitor models, we demon-
strate that the consequences of FFCs depend on the stel-
lar core structure and mass range. The quantum ki-
netic problem of neutrino flavor transport still awaits a
practical solution. Therefore, once more we apply our
schematic treatment [27], i.e., we assume that below a
chosen critical density ρc, FFCs lead to flavor equilibrium
under the constraint of lepton-number conservation.

Unexpectedly, our results show that FFCs can both
support or suppress neutrino-driven explosions, with the
exact dynamical response depending on the progenitor
and the assumed region of flavor conversions.

Numerical Setup and Set of Simulations.—Our
simulations were performed in axial symmetry (2D) with
the neutrino-hydrodynamics code Alcar [28, 29]. This
is a state-of-the-art, Eulerian, conservative, higher-order
Godunov-type finite-volume solver for the 1D and multi-
D fluid dynamics equations coupled to a two-moment
scheme for energy-dependent three-flavor neutrino trans-
port. It uses a well-tested implementation of all relevant
neutrino processes. The main features, input physics, nu-
merical setup of the models, and description of the FFC
implementation are provided in our earlier paper [27].

In the absence of a fundamental prescription, and to
enable a systematic parametric study, we assume that
FFCs take place in the entire volume where ρ < ρc, a cho-
sen density threshold value. We assume that pairwise νν̄
flavor conversion is “instantaneous,” i.e., on length scales
much less than our numerical cells and time scales defined
by our computational time stepping. This approach is
justified because FFCs likely proceed on scales much be-
low the resolution of full-scale hydrodynamic CCSN mod-
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FIG. 1. Angle-averaged shock radii (top) and PNS radii (bottom; defined at ρ = 1011 g cm−3) vs. post-bounce time for the
indicated models. Black solid lines: Models noFC (no flavor conversions). Colored solid lines: Instantaneous FFCs for ρ < ρc
as labelled in the legend. The unsteady motion of the average shocks with contraction and expansion phases is caused by the
violent large-scale convective mass flows in the neutrino heated gain layer behind the CCSN shock. The sudden growth of rshock
(small at ∼100 ms for M9.0-2D and prominent at ∼70 ms for M11.2-2D and at ∼220 ms for M20.0-2D) signals a decrease of
mass accretion rate due to the arrival of the Si/O interface. For the noFC models, we also show the angle-averaged gain radius
(dashed black) and the mean radii for ρ = 109 and 1010 g cm−3 (dash-dotted and dotted black lines lines, respectively), all
smoothed with 10 ms running averages. For the 9.0 and 11.2M� progenitors, FFCs support an earlier onset of the explosion,
whereas for 20.0M� they thwart it and the shock recedes even more rapidly.

els. We further assume that FFCs lead to complete flavor
equilibrium under the constraints of lepton number con-
servation, in particular also of electron neutrino lepton
number, as well as energy and total momentum conser-
vation, and with respecting the Pauli exclusion principle.
Our algorithm, defined in Eqs. (9), (10), (14), and (15)
of Ref. [27], is applied after each time step in each spa-
tial cell where ρ < ρc. Some recent studies have focused
on the asymptotic FFC state [30]. We stress that our
recipe leads to a converged state: it does not change if
the algorithm is applied twice.

Our simulations were evolved in 1D until 5 ms pb (post
bounce) and then mapped onto a 2D polar coordinate
grid consisting of 640 logarithmically spaced radial zones
and 80 equidistant lateral ones. The central 2 km core
was still calculated in 1D, permitting larger time steps,
yet having negligible influence on the hydrodynamic evo-
lution. During the mapping, a random cell-by-cell per-
turbation of 0.1 % of the local density was applied to seed
the hydrodynamic instabilities, which otherwise would
develop only due to uncontrolled numerical noise.

We selected three progenitors with different zero-age
main-sequence masses. One is the 20 M� model [31] that
we used in our previous 1D study [27]. In addition, we
investigated a 9 M� [32] and 11.2 M� model [33]. The
9 M� star consistently explodes in multi-D simulations,
although in some more quickly and about twice as ener-

getically [6, 8, 34] than in others [29, 35, 36]. The 11.2 M�
model is less ready to blow up, exhibiting a delayed and
slow onset of shock expansion [37–40]. In contrast, the
20 M� star failed to explode in most multi-D simulations
[29, 35, 41, 42].

The convention for naming our simulations follows our
previous one [27], supplemented with a numerical value
for the stellar mass: M9.0-2D-xxx, M11.2-2D-xxx, and
M20.0-2D-xxx. Here xxx is a placeholder for either noFC
(“no flavor conversion”) or for the FFC threshold density.
We implement ρc = 109 g cm−3, ..., 1014 g cm−3 in steps
of factors of 10, corresponding to xxx = 1e09, ..., 1e14.

Results.—In our previous 1D simulations [27] of the
20 M� progenitor we found that FFCs caused a faster
and stronger shock contraction than without FFCs for all
threshold densities ρc and for all times (except for ρc =
1010 g cm−3 during a short period of about 70 ms around
100 ms pb). This finding suggested that FFCs tend to
hinder shock revival and neutrino-driven explosions, and
this conclusion is confirmed in 2D for the 20 M� star
(Fig. 1).

However, our 9 and 11.2 M� progenitors demonstrate
that this is not generally the case (Fig. 1). Including
FFCs, in particular for ρc = 109, 1010, 1011 g cm−3, yields
significantly earlier explosions. The main explanation is
a higher net heating rate per nucleon (qgain) for at least
∼100 ms pb. The increased qgain causes a persistently
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FIG. 2. Total net neutrino-heating rate (top), mass in the
gain layer (middle), and net heating rate per baryon (bottom)
for our M11.2-2D simulations. (10 ms running average.)

higher mass Mgain in the energy-gain layer behind the
stalled shock and a correspondingly higher total net heat-
ing rate Qgain in this volume (Fig. 2).

This enhanced heating can be traced to νx → νe, ν̄e
conversions of high-energy heavy-lepton neutrinos exte-
rior to the neutrinospheres. Although the νe and ν̄e num-
ber fluxes exceed the νx ones during the accretion phase
before the onset of the explosion, equilibration with the
more energetic νx raises the mean νe and ν̄e energies,
〈ενe〉 and 〈εν̄e〉 (Fig. 3, right). Despite the concomitant
decrease of the νe and ν̄e luminosities (Fig. 3, left), the
energy transfer to the postshock layer is boosted because
qgain ∝ 〈ε2ν〉.

The set of simulations M9.0-2D-1e09, 10, 11 as well
as M11.2-2D-1e09, 10, 11 each exhibit a similarly fast
expansion of their shock trajectories. In particular, even
the ρc = 109 g cm−3 cases feature such a rapid shock
revival because the surface of constant ρ = 109 g cm−3

moves behind the shock (Fig. 1, dash-dotted black lines).
Therefore νx → νe, ν̄e conversions take place in a major
part of the gain layer even for this low conversion density.

The FFC impact on the post-bounce evolution changes
when flavor equilibration occurs deeper inside. In M9.0-
2D-1e12 and M11.2-2D-1e12, the explosion sets in at

nearly the same time as without FFC, although the shock
transiently expands to nearly 500 km at ∼220 ms pb in
M11.2-2D-1e12. The subsequent breakdown of the shock
expansion follows from extremely rapid PNS contraction
(Fig. 1), caused by enhanced cooling due to νe, ν̄e → νx
conversions in the layer between 1011 and 1012 g cm−3.
The νx can easily escape from this region exterior to
their neutrinosphere. The corresponding luminosities in-
crease visibly in Fig. 3 not only for νx, but also for ν̄e
(and slightly for νe) because of the compression heat-
ing of their neutrinospheres. This fast PNS contraction
also pulls matter from the gain layer into the cooling
layer, whose mass is lower than in the quickly explod-
ing model M11.2-2D-1e11 at all times. After ∼250 ms,
qgain, Mgain and Qgain of M11.2-2D-1e12 become simi-
lar to noFC (Fig. 2), for which reason both models ulti-
mately explode in a synchronous way. Similar arguments
linked to the faster PNS contraction also apply for M9.0-
2D-1e12.

In M11.2-2D-1e14, qgain and Qgain before ∼100 ms are
higher than in M11.2-2D-noFC, but stronger cooling be-
tween the gain radius rgain and PNS radius rPNS (at
1011 g cm−3) prevents a fast explosion of this model. Af-
ter ∼100 ms heating and cooling in the gain and cool-
ing layers and Mgain differ little between the two models
(Fig. 2). Therefore M11.2-2D-1e14 explodes only slightly
earlier, possibly triggered by stochastically intensified
postshock convection. M9.0-2D-1e13 and 14 compared
to noFC show amplified cooling below rgain for roughly
150 ms, and smaller Mgain and Qgain from this time un-
til twice longer. In all of these models, including M9.0-
2D-1e12, the explosion sets in only later than ∼300 ms
(Fig. 1).

M11.2-2D-1e13 is a stark outlier: it sports rapid shock
expansion very early and similar to M11.2-2D-1e10, but
in clear contrast to M9.0-2D-1e13. The favorable explo-
sion conditions in M11.2-2D-1e13 derive from rPNS ex-
ceeding that of any other simulation of this star during
the first 100 ms (Fig. 1). This permits more mass to stay
in the gain layer during this period when qgain is enhanced
by FFC effects (Fig. 2). These conditions facilitate the
runaway shock expansion when the composition interface
between the progenitor’s Si shell and Si-enriched O-shell
reaches the shock at tpb ∼ 70 ms. The larger rPNS is
caused by very strong PNS convection, which is boosted
by local heating around ρc = 1013 g cm−3. This happens
when νx diffusing out from the PNS core are converted
to νe and ν̄e just below this threshold density and the
newly created νe and ν̄e get rapidly absorbed in the local
medium (see [27] for a detailed description of this effect
in 1D). This intriguing convective boost is much weaker
when νx → νe, ν̄e happens at ρc = 1014 g cm−3.

This FFC effect on PNS convection and increased rPNS

also appears in M9.0-2D-1e13 (Fig. 1). However, in this
model the mass accretion rate Ṁ decreases gradually and
a pronounced decline of the density and thus of the mass
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accretion rate at the progenitor’s Si/O interface are ab-
sent (Fig. 4). Ṁ in the 9.0 M� star drops below the one in
11.2 M� only at tpb ∼ 200 ms. At this time, qgain, Mgain

and Qgain of M9.0-2D-1e13 have come close to noFC and
therefore both models exhibit a very similar later shock
evolution.

Our findings are completely different for the 20 M�
progenitor, where FFCs do not improve the explosion

conditions. Without FFCs, there is no explosion within
500 ms pb, and in all FFC cases, the average rshock is even
smaller most of the time, with only a few short inversions
(Fig. 1). The overall shock evolution resembles our 1D
simulations [27], except for some secondary differences
of the PNS contraction and a corresponding reaction of
the shock due to the FFC-induced boosting of the PNS
convection in M20.0-2D-1e13 and 14. All models fail to
explode, because at the time (∼230 ms) when the Si/O
composition interface arrives at the shock, qgain, Mgain

and rshock in M20.0-2D-1e09 are close to noFC and in all
other FFC models considerably lower.

In this critical phase, the weaker FFC-implied qgain

is traced to the high mass infall rate in the collaps-
ing 20 M� star. This leads to the formation of a very
massive PNS (∼1.9 M� instead of 1.30–1.36 M� in the
lower-mass progenitors) that accumulates a hot accretion
mantle. As this PNS contracts, 〈ενe〉 and 〈εν̄e〉 increase
quickly in M20.0-2D-noFC, whereas 〈ενx〉 remains nearly
constant. Therefore νx → νe, ν̄e can result in only mod-
erately higher 〈ενe〉 and 〈εν̄e〉. In qgain, these marginally
higher 〈ενe〉 and 〈εν̄e〉 cannot compensate for the consid-
erable reduction of the νe and ν̄e luminosities caused by
flavor equilibration.

Whether FFCs help or hinder the CCSN explosion is
therefore tightly connected to Ṁ and the corresponding
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growth of the PNS mass and 〈εν〉 of the radiated neutri-
nos. This suggests that the dynamical impact of FFCs
correlates with the compactness defined in Ref. [43] for
characterizing the stellar core structure.

Discussion.—We have studied the possible impact
of FFCs on CCSNe by 2D simulations, using a schematic
treatment that enforces instantaneous (i.e., on subgrid
scales) flavor equilibration under the constraints of en-
ergy, momentum, and individual lepton number conser-
vation. We have systematically varied the threshold den-
sity below which FFCs are assumed to occur.

Our results suggest that FFCs can both facilitate or
weaken the onset of runaway shock expansion, depend-
ing on the core structure of the stellar progenitor and the
region where FFCs are assumed to occur. Concerning
their supportive influence on explosions, FFCs are on a
par with a variety of other effects that assist the neutrino-
driven mechanism. In particular the 3D nature of pre-
collapse stars in terms of density and velocity perturba-
tions associated with convective oxygen and silicon shell
burning is important for the successful shock revival in
3D simulations [44, 45]. Neutrino-powered explosions are
also fostered by other effects such as muons in the high-
density medium [45, 46], strangeness-dependent contri-
butions to the axial-vector coupling constant of neutral
current neutrino-nucleon scattering [41, 47], a higher ef-
fective nucleon mass at densities above roughly 10 % of
the nuclear saturation density [48, 49], or magnetic fields.
The B-fields can aid the initiation of the shock expan-
sion even without the field-amplifying effects of rapid ro-
tation, provided the pre-collapse core of the progenitor
star is strongly magnetized [50–53].

Also non-standard physics such as a hadron-quark
phase transition [54], beyond-standard-model particle
physics [55, 56], and modified theories of gravity [57] have
been suggested as potentially supportive to shock revival.
In contrast to such possibilities, which reach beyond the
limits of currently well constrained physics, FFC is a phe-
nomenon that occurs within the framework of well es-
tablished theory, and its consequences for CCSNe should
therefore be better understood.

Further work on practical solutions of the neutrino
quantum kinetic equations in SNe and neutron star (NS)
mergers is therefore imperative. And simulations for a
wider range of progenitors and longer evolution times are
needed to explore the consequences of FFCs on observ-
able signals and CCSN properties, for example explosion
energies, nucleosynthesis in neutrino-heated ejecta, neu-
trino signals from all evolution phases, and gravitational
waves, which could be amplified by stronger PNS con-
vection.

In contrast to most of the other effects mentioned
above, we found the impact of FFCs on the CCSN dy-
namics to differ in low-mass and high-mass progenitors.
This is an intriguing result and therefore requires ver-
ification by more elaborate treatments of the neutrino

flavor evolution to replace our simplifying assumptions.

If our results are confirmed, they could also be relevant
for the mass distributions of NSs and black holes (BHs).
Earlier explosions due to FFCs can lower the minimum
NS mass expected from stellar collapse and might help
to explain the formation of NSs below 1.2 M�, whose ob-
servation challenges current CCSN models [36, 58]. For
example, our model M11.2-2D-1e10 produces a NS with
a baryonic mass of only 1.30 M� (gravitational mass of
∼1.19 M� for 12 km radius; [59]) instead of ∼1.36 M�
without FFC. On the other hand, more difficult explo-
sions for massive progenitors would not only raise the BH
formation rate, but could also bear on the red supergiant
problem, i.e., the lack of observed type-II SNe from pro-
genitors with zero-age-main-sequence masses above 17–
20 M� [60], although current 2D and 3D models yield
explosions well beyond this mass range [8, 61].
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[49] H. Yasin, S. Schäfer, A. Arcones and A. Schwenk,
Equation of State Effects in Core-Collapse Supernovae,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (2020) 092701 [1812.02002].

[50] M. Obergaulinger, H.-T. Janka and M. A. Aloy,
Magnetic field amplification and magnetically supported
explosions of collapsing, non-rotating stellar cores, Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 445 (2014) 3169 [1405.7466].

[51] B. Müller and V. Varma, A 3D simulation of a
neutrino-driven supernova explosion aided by convection
and magnetic fields, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 498
(2020) L109 [2007.04775].

[52] J. Matsumoto, Y. Asahina, T. Takiwaki, K. Kotake and
H. R. Takahashi, Magnetic support for neutrino-driven
explosion of 3D non-rotating core-collapse supernova
models, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 516 (2022) 1752
[2202.07967].

[53] V. Varma, B. Müller and F. R. N. Schneider, 3D
simulations of strongly magnetized non-rotating
supernovae: explosion dynamics and remnant
properties, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 518 (2023) 3622
[2204.11009].

[54] T. Fischer, N.-U. F. Bastian, M.-R. Wu, P. Baklanov,
E. Sorokina, S. Blinnikov, S. Typel, T. Klähn and D. B.
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Abstract

We explore the gravitational wave spectrum generated by string-wall structures in an

SO(10) (Spin(10)) based scenario of pseudo-Goldstone boson dark matter (pGDM) particle.

This dark matter candidate is a linear combination of the Standard Model (SM) singlets

present in the 126 and 16 dimensional Higgs fields. The Higgs 126-plet vacuum expectation

value (VEV) 〈126H〉 leaves unbroken the Z2 subgroup of Z4, the center of SO(10). Among

other things, this yields topologically stable cosmic strings with a string tension µ ∼ 〈126H〉2.

The subsequent (spontaneous) breaking of Z2 at a significantly lower scale by the 16-plet

VEV 〈16H〉 leads to the appearance of domain walls bounded by the strings produced earlier.

We display the gravitational wave spectrum for Gµ values varying between 10−15 and 10−9

(〈126H〉 ∼ 1011 - 1014 GeV), and 〈16H〉 ∼ 0.1 - 103 TeV range (G denotes Newton’s constant.)

These predictions can be tested, as we show, by a variety of (proposed) experiments including

LISA, ET, CE and others.

All authors contributed equally.
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1 Introduction

It is widely agreed that the Standard Model (SM) does not contain a plausible dark matter

candidate which makes up close to 25% of the universe’s energy density [1]. A number of direct

detection experiments have imposed fairly stringent constraints on a variety of WIMP-like dark

matter candidates [2–4]. A pseudo-Goldstone Dark Matter (pGDM) model has attracted a fair

amount of attention in recent years with the characteristic feature that the dark matter candidate

is able to evade the direct detection constraints [5–20]. Realistic examples implementing this

scenario are based on well-known local gauge symmetries including U(1)B−L [10,11] and SO(10)

[14,15].

In the SO(10) model the dark matter candidate is a pseudo-Goldstone particle formed from

a suitable linear combination of the SM singlets contained in the Higgs 126-plet and 16-plet

fields. We briefly summarize here the salient features of this model.

1. The dark matter can decay via gauge interactions. The VEV along the SM singlet direction

in 126H should be above 1011 GeV [14,15] in order to satisfy the lifetime bound, τDM & 1027

sec [21], for decaying dark matter. The right-handed neutrinos (νCL ) acquire Majorana

masses from this VEV and it is worth noting that the above requirement 〈126H〉 & 1011

GeV from DM considerations coincides with the requirement of the right-handed neutrino

masses preferred by the fitting of neutrino data and successful leptogenesis in SO(10)

GUT [22–35].

2. The VEV of 16H should be of the order of the electroweak scale (∼ 102 − 103 GeV) for a

viable pNGB thermal dark matter. However, near the resonance region, it could increase

to ∼ 105 GeV or so, namely, 〈16H〉 /vH ' [1, 103], with vH being the VEV of the SM

Higgs [10,11,14,15].

The 126H and 16H VEVs generate composite topological structures known as domain walls

bounded by strings with a well-defined hierarchy between them. These topological defects

produce stochastic gravitational wave background [36, 37], which could be detected in many

proposed gravitational wave experiments, including LISA [38, 39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41, 42],

CE [43], ET [44], and HLVK [45].

In Sec. 2, we provide a brief outline of the model and the formation of walls bounded by

strings. Sec. 3 discusses the generation of the stochastic gravitational wave background from the

string-wall system and their observational prospects. Our conclusions are summarized in Sec. 4.

1



2 Pseudo Goldstone dark matter model and walls bounded by

strings

The scalar sector of the minimal pGDM model contains an SM-singlet complex scalar S in

addition to the SM Higgs doublet H. The scalar potential is given by [5],

V = −µ2
h|H|2 − µ2

s|S|2 + λh|H|4 + λhs|H|2|S|2 + λs|S|4 − µ′s
2
(S2 + h.c.) (1)

The Lagrangian possesses a Z2 symmetry, the subgroup of a global U(1) symmetry S → eiαS

which is softly broken by the last term in Eq. (1). As the radial component of S gets a VEV, its

angular component will be a pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB) due the spontaneous and

explicit breaking of the U(1) symmetry, and becomes a viable dark matter candidate stabilized

by the CP symmetry (S → S∗) [5]. The direct detection cross-section is vanishingly small in the

limit of zero momentum transfer due to its pseudo-Goldstone nature, which can alleviate the

direct detection bounds [2–4] on WIMP-like dark matter. However, the breaking of Z2 generates

stable domain walls which contradict the standard cosmology [46].

An ultra-violate (UV) completion of the minimal model with a gauge U(1)B−L was proposed

in Refs. [10, 11] with complex scalars S and Φ carrying one and two units of B − L charges

respectively. In this model, the spontaneous breaking of U(1)B−L gauge symmetry by the Φ

VEV leaves a remnant gauge Z2 symmetry and generates the soft breaking term in Eq. (1) from

the trilinear term

β(Φ†S2 + h.c.). (2)

A unified approach to implement these ideas is based on SO(10) with S ∈ 16H and Φ ∈ 126H ,

and the trilinear term arising from the coupling (126H(16H)2+ h.c.) in the scalar potential.

This realistic SO(10) model of pGDM [14,15] includes the electroweak Higgs doublet coming

from a linear combination of bi-doublets in 126H and a complex 10H . The Yukawa couplings of

the fermion 16F with 126H and 10H to produce realistic fermion masses have been extensively

studied in the literature [22–35]. A VEV along the SM singlet direction of 126H or 16H breaks

a diagonal generator orthogonal to the hypercharge (Y ) and reduces the rank of the gauge

symmetry from five to four. An example is the symmetry breaking of SU(2)L × SU(2)R ×
U(1)B−L to SU(2)L × U(1)Y , where T3R − B−L

2 is broken. The dark matter candidate is the

pseudo-Goldstone mode coming from a linear combination of the CP-odd components of the SM

singlets. The gauge boson associated with the broken generator orthogonal to the hypercharge

absorbs the massless would-be Goldstone mode.

The VEV of the SU(5) singlet component in the scalar multiplet 126H (〈126H〉 & 1011

GeV) leaves an unbroken Z2 and therefore generates topologically stable cosmic strings [47].

Subsequently, however, the VEV 〈16H〉 in the range [102, 105] GeV, breaks this Z2 symmetry,

which leads to the formation of domain walls bounded by strings [48–50]. These walls bounded

by strings are distinct, of course, from those [48] arising from the breaking of C- or D-parity

even intermediate Pati-Salam [51] or left-right symmetric gauge symmetry achieved by the VEV

2



of (1, 1, 1) ∈ 54H or (1, 1, 1, 0) ∈ 210H respectively. In these latter cases, the GUT-scale strings

are produced along with topologically stable monopoles [47, 52, 53]. The strings become the

boundary of the domain walls generated during the subsequent breaking of this C-parity at an

intermediate scale [48]. In GUTs, the C-parity breaking scale is equal to or higher than the

right-handed neutrino mass scale (mR & 1011 GeV) [22]. Therefore, the proposed or ongoing

experiments, sensitive upto kHz frequency, cannot observe the gravitational waves. The breaking

of SO(10) can accommodate one or multiple intermediate gauge symmetries depending on the

choice of scalars 45H , 54H , or 210H , and the directions of the VEVs. The solution regions for

the various breaking patterns have been extensively studied in the literature (see, for example,

Refs. [54, 55] and the references therein).

3 Gravitational wave background

In this section we discuss the gravitational waves from the domain walls bounded by strings and

their observational prospects. The cosmic strings formed at 〈126H〉 have a tension (mass per

unit length) given by [56,57],

µ ' πB(
λstr

g2
str

) 〈126H〉2 , (3)

where λstr and gstr are the relevant quartic and gauge coupling constants, and the function

B(x) '

1.04 x0.195 for 10−2 . x . 102

2.4/ ln(2/x) for x . 0.01.
(4)

The tension on the domain walls (mass per unit area) associated with the breaking of Z2-

symmetry by 〈16H〉 is given by,

σ ' ξχ∆Vχ ' ξχm2
χ 〈16H〉2 ∼

√
λdw 〈16H〉3 , (5)

where ξχ is the correlation length of the pNGB field χ, ∆Vχ is the potential height along the

direction, mχ is the mass of the field, and λdw denotes the quartic coupling of the associated

radial mode field. Note that in the last expression of Eq. (5), considering the parameter space

for the right amount of dark matter as a thermal relic, we restricted ourselves to the case in

which mχ is comparable to the mass of the radial mode.

For a wall bounded by a string of radius of curvature R, the force per unit length on the

string boundary ∼ µ/R dominates over the wall tension σ for R < Rc = µ/σ. The maximum

radius of curvature R is of the order of the cosmic time t. Therefore, the string dynamics

dominates before the formation of the domain walls (tdw) until time Rc > tdw. On the other

hand, if tdw > Rc, the domain wall dynamics starts dominating right after their formation. We

define the time t∗ = max[Rc, tdw] to be the maximum timescale for domination by the string

dynamics [36, 37, 58, 59]. The cosmic strings inter-commute, form loops before t∗ with R < t∗

and can produce gravitational waves [36, 60–62]. The domain wall dynamics become dominant
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Figure 1: Comparison of Rc = µ/σ and domain wall formation time tdw as a function of the

scale 〈16H〉 for a typical value Gµ = 10−12. We see that Rc � tdw for this SO(10) model.

for t > t∗, and the string-wall networks collapse as the walls pull the strings (see Ref. [37] for a

detailed analysis).

The time for the domain wall formation tdw in the radiation-dominated universe is given by

tdw =

√
45

2π2g∗

mPl

T 2
dw

, (6)

where g∗ accounts for the effective number of massless degrees of freedom, and we take Tdw ≈
〈16H〉 /

√
λdw as the background temperature at the time of domain wall formation. We have

compared Rc and tdw in Fig. 1 with Gµ = 10−12 for the relevant range of the VEV 〈16H〉 ∈
[102, 105] GeV. Since Rc is larger than the domain wall formation time tdw, the string-wall

network starts collapsing at t∗ = Rc and loop formation ceases. After t∗ ≈ Rc, there will be

walls bounded by strings of curvature R . Rc formed on or before t∗. The maximum radius

of curvature of the wall bounded by string dominated by the wall dynamics could be Rc. The

lifetime of such an object is τws ∼ π(ΓGσ)−1, with Γ ∼ O(102) being a numerical factor [37,63]

which is not larger than the lifetime of decay τs ∼ 2π(ΓGσ)−1 of a string loop with radius

Rc. Moreover, the string-wall system oscillates relativistically after Rc and can be chopped into

smaller pieces making its lifetime much smaller. Therefore, the contribution to the gravitational

wave background will arise dominantly from the cosmic strings in the case of tdw � Rc [36,37].

The gravitational wave background is represented as a relic energy density as a function of

frequency f in the present time,

ΩGW =
1

ρc

dρGW

d log f
(7)

where ρc is the critical energy density of the present universe. The stochastic gravitational wave

background from domain walls bounded by strings is estimated in Ref. [37] as a sum of the
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Figure 2: Contribution to the gravitational wave background from decaying cosmic string loops

at different era for a typical value of Gµ = 10−12 and 〈16H〉 = 103 GeV.

contributions from normal modes given by,

ΩGW(f) =
∑
n

Ω
(n)
GW, (8)

where

Ω
(n)
GW =

1

ρc

∫ t0

tF

dt̃

(
a(t̃)

a(t0)

)5 FCeff(ti)

αt4i

(
a(ti)

a(t̃)

)3

(
1 + ξn

2πRcf
a(t̃)
a(t0)

)
ΓGµ+ α(1 + αti

2πRc
)

Γn−q

ζ(q)
Gµ2 ξn

f
θ(t∗ − ti), (9)

and a loop of initial length li = αti decays with its length (l) at any subsequent time t given by

Gµ(t− ti) =

∫ αti

l
dl′

1 + l′

2πRc

Γ(l′)
. (10)

In our case, t∗ = Rc � tdw, and therefore we have ξ = 2 and Γ ' 50 corresponding to the

pure string limit [63, 64]. We have taken F ' 0.1, α ' 0.1, Ceff = 5.7 for the radiation-

dominated universe [65–70], and q = 4/3 because of cusp domination in the gravitational wave

spectrum [71–74]. We have included the sum of normal modes upto n = 107.

Fig. 2 shows the gravitational wave background for a typical value of Gµ = 10−12 and

〈16H〉 = 103 GeV. There is a scale-invariant component (f0), an f3 power-law IR spectrum,

and f−1/3 UV tail which agrees with [37,73]. The loop formation ceases at t∗ and contribution

to the gravitational wave background at time t > t∗ comes from the decaying loops formed

before t∗. These decaying loops during t > t∗ contribute to the lower frequency region of the

5



spectrum with an f3 IR tail. The UV tail arises since we assume that the network appears at

time tF = 10−22 sec as an example, enters the scaling regime soon after tF and the earliest loops

of size αtF decay at time αtF (ΓGµ)−1.
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Figure 3: Gravitational wave background from domain walls bounded by cosmic strings for Gµ

varying from 10−15 to 10−9, and the SM singlet VEV in 16H varying from 102 GeV to 105 GeV.

We have shown the sensitivity curves [75, 76] for various ongoing and proposed experiments,

namely, PPTA [77], SKA [78, 79], CE [43], ET [44], LISA [38, 39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41,

42] and HLVK [45]. For comparison, we also display the gravitational wave background from

topologically stable cosmic strings for Gµ = 10−12 in big dashed line.

Fig. 3 shows the gravitational wave background for the domain wall formation scale 〈16H〉
varying from 102 to 105 GeV, with Gµ = [10−15, 10−9], which corresponds to the breaking scales

〈126H〉 ∼ [1011, 1014] GeV. The gravitational wave background will be detected [75,76] in several

proposed experiments namely, CE [43], ET [44], LISA [38,39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41,42] and

HLVK [45], for Gµ values from 10−15 to 10−9. For comparison we show the gravitational wave

spectrum from topologically stable cosmic strings for Gµ = 10−12 in big dashed line. We can

see that the lower frequency regions in the gravitational wave spectra from walls bounded by

strings are absent since large loops with l > 2πRc cannot be formed.

4 Conclusions

Pseudo-Goldstone dark matter (PGDM) models based on realistic grand unified gauge symme-

tries such as SO(10) predict the existence of composite topological structures known as ‘walls

6



bounded by strings’. In the SO(10) model that we explore here, there exist a 126-plet as well as

16-plet of Higgs fields with suitable VEVs in order to obtain this dark matter particle. The 126-

plet VEV at an intermediate scale yields a topologically stable Z2 string, which then forms the

boundary of the domain wall created when the 16-plet acquires a VEV in the 102-105 GeV range.

We display the gravitational wave spectrum produced by this string-wall system and show that

it will be accessible in the foreseeable future at a number of proposed experiments. Finally, we

note that the string-wall topological structure is expected to be present in other realistic models

of pGDM including those based on a U(1)B−L extension of the Standard Model.
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It has been recently argued that the inclusive hadroproduction at the LHC of a Higgs boson in
association with a jet can be sensitive to the high-energy dynamics. Moreover, the impact of
the resummation at FCC energies is expected to be large also in the inclusive cross section for
the main Higgs production channel in proton-proton collisions, namely the gluon fusion. As
the energy increases, a pure kt-factorization framework or a collinear-factorization approach
supplemented by the high-energy resummation are adequate formalisms to describe these
processes. In both cases, the fundamental missing ingredient for a next-to-leading logarithmic
description is the Higgs boson impact factor. We present the full next-to-leading result for
the forward Higgs impact factor, obtained in the infinite top-mass limit, discussing possible
future extensions, such as the calculation of the impact factor in the central rapidity region.

1 Introduction

Energy logarithms arise in the so-called Regge–Gribov limit, accessed via LHC semi-hard pro-
cesses. Here, the ΛQCD � {Q} �

√
s strong scale hierarchy, with ΛQCD the QCD hadronization

scale, {Q} one or a set of process-dependent hard scales, and s the squared center-of-mass
energy, leads to the growth of logarithmic contributions of the form ln(s/Q2), which have to
be resummed to all orders. The established tool for performing this resummation is the Balit-
sky–Fadin–Kuraev–Lipatov (BFKL) approach,1,2 which holds within the LLA (leading logarith-
mic approximation), in which all terms (αs ln s)n are resumed, and in the NLLA (next-to-leading
logarithmic approximation), in which also all terms αs(αs ln s)n are included (see 3−12 for ap-
plications). In the BFKL approach, a generic scattering amplitude can be expressed as the

†Corresponding Author. Electronic address: michael.fucilla@unical.it
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convolution of a process-independent Green’s function with two impact factors, related to the
transition from each colliding particle to the final-state object in the respective fragmentation
region. The BFKL Green’s function satisfies an integral equation, whose kernel is known at the
NLO for any fixed (not growing with s) momentum transfer, t, and for any possible two-gluon
color configuration in the t-channel. However a full NLA realization of the BFKL approach
requires the knowledge of NLO impact factors. We refer to 13−16 for recent progress in the com-
putation of NLO impact factors. Here, we discuss a new ingredient, the forward Higgs boson
impact factor. 18 It was independently computed in the Lipatov effective action. 19,20

2 BFKL factorization and LO impact factor

The proton-initiated impact factor is related to the gluon-initiated one by the factorization

dΦH
PP

dxHd2~pH
=

∫ 1

xH

dzH
zH

fg

(
xH
zH

)
dΦH

gg

dzHd2~pH
,

where ~pH is the transverse momentum of the Higgs with respect to the collision axis, zH (xH)
is its fraction momenta in the direction of the gluon (proton), and fg is the gluon parton
distribution function (PDF). At LO, the forward-Higgs impact factor reads 21

dΦ
{H}(0)
PP

dxHd2~pH
=
α2
s

v2

~q 2|F(mt,mH , ~q
2)|2

128π2
√

2(N2 − 1)
fg(xH)δ(2)(~pH − ~q) , (1)

where ~q is the momentum of the Reggeized t-channel gluon, v is the electroweak vacuum ex-
pectation value parameter, v = 1/(GF

√
2), and mt,H the top-quark and Higgs masses. The

expression of F can be found in. 21 In the infinite top-mass limit, the impact factor reduces to

dΦ
{H}(0)
PP

dxHd2~pH
=
g2
H~q

2fg(xH)δ(2)(~q − ~pH)

8
√
N2 − 1

, gH =
αs

3πv

(
1 +

11

4

αs
π

)
+O(α3

s) . (2)

This result could be obtained by making use of the effective Lagrangian

LggH = −gH
4
F aµνF

µν,aH , (3)

which couples the Higgs field to gluons directly, via the QCD field strength tensor F aµν = ∂µA
a
ν−

∂νA
a
µ + gfabcAbµA

c
ν . In the next sections, we employ the effective Lagrangian in Eq. (3) to

compute the NLO corrections to the Higgs impact factor in the infinite top-mass limit.

3 Real corrections

Beyond LO, the hard sub-process for the production of the Higgs boson can be initiated either
by a quark or by a gluon. The quark-initiated contribution to the impact factor reads

dΦ
{Hq}
qq (zH , ~pH , ~q)

dzHd2~pH
=

√
N2 − 1

16N(2π)D−1

g2g2
H

(~r 2)2

[
4(1− zH) (~r · ~q )2 + z2

H~q
2~r 2

zH

]
, (4)

while the gluon-initiated contribution reads

dΦ
{Hg}
gg (~q )

dzHd2~pH
=

g2g2
HCA

8(2π)D−1(1− ε)
√
N2 − 1

2~q 2

~r 2

×
[

zH
1− zH

+ zH(1− zH) + 2(1− ε)(1− zH)

zH

(~q · ~r)2

~q 2~r 2

]
θ (sΛ − sgR) + finite terms , (5)



where sgR is the gluon-Reggeon squared invariant mass. We explicitly show only the impact-
factor part featuring phase-space singularities. Both the contributions have a collinear singu-
larity when ~r = ~q − ~pH → ~0. In addition, the gluon contribution features rapidity divergences,
when zH → 1, and soft divergences, when both ~r → ~0 and zH → 1. The rapidity divergence is
regularized by the θ(sΛ − sgR), which prevents the Higgs and the additional emitted gluon to
be strongly separated in the rapidity. It is then removed by a suitable “BFKL counterterm”. 18

4 Virtual corrections

Being impact factors obtained by squaring effective vertices, we must extract the 1-loop effective
vertex for the production of a Higgs in gluon-Reggeon collisions. To this aim, we use a reference
amplitude and compare it with the expected Regge form. We employ the amplitude for the

diffusion of a gluon off a quark to produce a Higgs plus a quark, A(8,−)
gq→Hq, with octet color state

and negative signature in the t-channel. It should assume the following Reggeized form ∗

A(8,−)
gq→Hq = ΓacHg

s

t

[(
s

−t

)ω(t)

+

(
−s
−t

)ω(t)
]

Γcqq ≈ Γ
ac(0)
Hg

2s

t
Γc(0)
qq

+Γ
ac(0)
Hg

s

t
ω(1)(t)

[
ln

(
s

−t

)
+ ln

(
−s
−t

)]
Γc(0)
qq + Γ

ac(0)
Hg

2s

t
Γc(1)
qq + Γ

ac(1)
Hg

2s

t
Γc(0)
qq , (6)

where ω(t) is the Regge trajectory, ΓacHg is the LO gluon-Higgs-Reggeon effective vertex and
lastly Γcqq is the quark-quark-Reggeon effective vertex. Since the only unknown ingredients in
the right-hand side of Eq. (6) is the one-loop correction to the gluon-Higgs-Reggeon vertex, if

we compute the amplitude A(8,−)
gq→Hq, we are immediately able to extract it. The effective vertex

allows us to obtain the virtual contribution to the impact factor, which reads

dΦ
{H}(1)
gg

dzHd2~pH
=
dΦ
{H}(0)
gg

dzHd2~pH

ᾱs
2π

(
~q 2

µ2

)−ε [
−CA
ε2

+
11CA − 2nf

6ε

−CA
ε

ln

(
~q 2

s0

)
−

5nf
9

+ CA

(
2 <

(
Li2

(
1 +

m2
H

~q 2

))
+
π2

3
+

67

18

)
+ 11

]
. (7)

In the computation ε = εUV = εIR is set such that any scaleless Feynman integral does not
contribute to virtual corrections.

5 Projection onto the eigenfunctions of the LO BFKL kernel

In the previous section we gave the transverse momentum representation of the impact factor.
Then, the projection of the impact factor onto the eigenfunctions of the LO BFKL kernel,

dΦAA(n, ν)

dxHd2~pH
≡
∫
d2−2εq

π
√

2
(~q 2)iν−

3
2 einφ

dΦAA(~q )

dxHd2~pH
, (8)

is very useful to observe the cancellation of divergences and for some practical applications.
Performing the convolution in Eq. (8), the phase-space singularities appearing in the real part
of the Higgs impact factor can be extracted in the form of poles in dimensional regularization.
In addition, we must perform the renormalization of αs and fg(x, µ). Lastly, all singularities
are removed by summing real and virtual contributions, so that a finite result is obtained. The
final expression can be written in terms of Gauss hypergeometric functions. 18

∗The apexes (0) and (1) denote the Born and the 1-loop approximation, respectively.



6 Conclusions and outlook

The impact factor presented here can be used to describe the inclusive hadroproduction of a
forward Higgs in the limit of small Bjorken x, as well as for interesting studies on inclusive
forward emissions of a Higgs boson in association with a backward identified object. The latter
has been proposed and investigated within a partial NLLA (NLLA Green function plus LO
impact factors). 18 In the LLA, it has also been studied in the High Energy Jets (HEJ) frame-
work. 22 Studies in the original BFKL framework can now be extended to the full NLLA, and a
very intriguing extension would be carrying out a matching procedure to a full NLO fixed-order
calculation obtained through the POWHEG method. 23−25 Another fascinating perspective is the
calculation of the Higgs impact factor via gluon fusion in the central-rapidity region.
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The detection of a heavy neutral CP-even Higgs boson of the B − L Supersymmetric

Standard Model (BLSSM), h′, with mh′ ≃ 400 GeV, at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)

for a center-of-mass energy of
√
s = 14 TeV, is investigated. The following production and

decay channels are considered: gg → h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ and gg → h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ + /ET

(with /ET being the Missing Transverse Energy (MET)), where ℓ = e, µ, with integrated

luminosity Lint = 300 fb−1 (Run 3). Furthermore, we also look into the di-Higgs channel

gg → h′ → hh → bb̄γγ at the High-Luminosity LHC (HL-LHC) with an integrated luminosity

of Lint = 3000 fb−1. We demonstrate that promising signals with high statistical significance

can be obtained through the three aforementioned channels.

I. INTRODUCTION

The search for a heavy neutral CP-even Higgs boson at the current Run 3 of the LHC and a

future HL-LHC is an active area of research [1–9]. This is so because virtually any extension of

the Higgs sector beyond the single doublet structure of the Standard Model (SM), in which the

only neutral CP-even state of it is identified with the particle that was discovered in 2012 at the

LHC by the ATLAS and CMS experiments [10, 11], contains it. As a result, probing such a heavy

Higgs boson is one of the main goals of the LHC experiments, as it could well provide the first

hint for physics Beyond the SM (BSM). Both ATLAS and CMS have searched for a heavy Higgs

boson and the corresponding analyses typically involve looking for events in which the heavy Higgs

boson is produced and then decays into SM particles, such as W± or Z bosons, in turn decaying

into leptons or jets [1], or into the SM Higgs boson itself [12], which then decays into b quarks or

τ leptons.

Supersymmetric extensions of the SM are one of the BSM frameworks that consistently predict

the existence of several Higgs bosons, including a heavy neutral CP-even one. Such a Higgs boson

mass can be significantly larger than the one of the SM Higgs state, potentially reaching several

hundred GeV. For example, the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM) contains five

a mustafa@sci.cu.edu.eg
b skhalil@zewailcity.edu.eg
c s.moretti@soton.ac.uk; stefano.moretti@physics.uu.se
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Higgs bosons: two CP-even (h andH, withmh < mH), one CP-odd (A) and two charged states (H+

and H−): for reviews, see, e.g., [13]. This is the simplest construct implementing supersymmetry,

where the lightest CP-even Higgs boson, h, is designated as the SM Higgs boson, with a mass of 125

GeV, which, however, imposes a strenuous configuration on the MSSM parameter space, forcing

the other CP-even Higgs boson, H, to be rather heavy and significantly decoupled. However,

if supersymmetry is non-minimal, in either its gauge or Higgs sector or both, then the mass of

additional CP-even Higgs states can become rather less constrained [14]. An example of this is the

so-called BLSSM, which indeed offers the possibility of LHC signals for a CP-even Higgs state not

only above the SM Higgs mass, e.g., in the range up to 500 GeV [9], but also afford one with a

lighter mass spectrum, in turn able to explain past [15, 16] and present data anomalies [17].

The BLSSM is a theoretical extension of the MSSM that includes an additional U(1) gauge

symmetry known as B − L (baryon number minus lepton number) [18–21] as well as an extended

Higgs sector. The B − L symmetry is motivated by the observation that the difference between

baryon and lepton number is conserved in many particle physics processes. In the BLSSM, the

B−L symmetry may be broken at the few TeV scale, giving rise to new particles such as two new

extra neutral CP-even Higgs bosons. One of them, labeled h′, can have energies in the hundreds

of GeV range. It is indeed the presence of such a h′ state that causes the aforementioned new

phenomenology to emerge in collider experiments, which can then be used to test the BLSSM

hypothesis.

We emphasize that the SM-like Higgs state, henceforth labeled h throughout, is derived from

the real parts of the neutral components of the Electro-Weak (EW) scalar doublets Hu and Hd

whereas the (typically) next-to-lightest Higgs boson, h′, stems from the real parts of the neutral

components of the B−L scalar singlets χ1 and χ2. Despite the fact that the mass mixing between

these two types of Higgs bosons is negligible, a non-vanishing kinetic mixing allows for relevant

couplings between h′ and the SM particles, resulting in a total cross section of h′ production and

decay into W+W−, ZZ or hh of O(1) fb. These signals are typically smaller than the associated

backgrounds but, by using appropriate selection strategies, they can be probed with a reasonably

high sensitivity. However, given that current experimental limits have significantly constrained also

the BLSSM parameter space above and beyond what allowed for in Ref. [9], which targeted Run

2 sensitivities, we revisit here the scope of Run 3 and the HL-LHC in accessing the heavy neutral

CP-even Higgs boson of the BLSSM, h′, in the mass region of 400 GeV or so.

The paper is organized as follows. We briefly review the BLSSM particle content, superpotential

and gauge structure in Sec. II, where we also discuss at some length the Higgs sector. Studies of h′

signals at the LHC are then carried out in Sec. III, wherein a detailed Monte Carlo (MC) analysis

for h′ production via (mostly) gluon-gluon fusion (ggF) and decay via W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET , ZZ → 4ℓ

and hh → bb̄γγ is performed. Our conclusions and final remarks are given in Sec. IV.
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II. THE BLSSM

The BLSSM is based on the gauge symmetry group SU(3)C ×SU(2)L×U(1)Y ×U(1)B−L. This

model is a natural extension of the MSSM, with: i) three chiral singlet superfields N̂i introduced

to cancel the U(1)B−L triangle anomaly and acting as right-handed neutrinos, thereby accounting

for the measurements of light neutrino masses; ii) two chiral SM-singlet Higgs superfields (χ̂1, χ̂2)

with B−L charge = ±2 to spontaneously break the U(1)B−L gauge group; iii) a vector superfield,

Z ′, necessary to gauge U(1)B−L. The quantum numbers of the chiral superfields with respect to

the SM gauge group (GSM = SU(3)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y ) and U(1)B−L one are summarized in

Table I.

Superfield Spin-0 Spin- 1
2
Generations GSM ⊗ U(1)B−L

Q̂ Q̃ Q 3
(

3,2, 1

6
, 1

6

)

d̂c d̃c dc 3
(

3,1, 1

3
,− 1

6

)

ûc ũc uc 3
(

3,1,− 2

3
,− 1

6

)

L̂ L̃ L 3
(

1,2,− 1

2
,− 1

2

)

Êc ẽc ec 3
(

1,1, 1, 1

2

)

N̂ c Ñ c N c 3
(

1,1, 0, 1

2

)

Ĥd Hd H̃d 1
(

1,2,− 1

2
, 0

)

Ĥu Hu H̃u 1
(

1,2, 1

2
, 0

)

χ̂1 χ1 χ̃1 1
(

1,1, 0,−1
)

χ̂2 χ2 χ̃2 1
(

1,1, 0, 1
)

TABLE I: Chiral superfields and their quantum numbers in the BLSSM.

The BLSSM superpotential is given by

W = Y ij
u ûci Q̂j ·Ĥu−Y ij

d d̂ci Q̂j ·Ĥd−Y ij
e Êc

i L̂j ·Ĥd+Y ij
ν N̂ c

i L̂j ·Ĥu+
1

2
Y ij
N N̂ c

i χ̂1N̂
c
j +µĤu ·Ĥd−µ′χ̂1χ̂2.

(1)

The relevant soft supersymmetry-breaking terms, adopting the usual universality assumptions at

the Grand Unification Theory (GUT) scale, are given by

−Lsoft = m2
0

∑

φ

|φ|2 + Y A
u Q̃H2Ũ

c + Y A
d Q̃H1D̃

c + Y A
e L̃H1Ẽ

c + Y A
ν L̃H2ν̃

c + Y A
S ν̃cη1S̃2

+

[

B
(

µH1H2 + µ′η1η2
)

+
1

2
m1/2

(

g̃ag̃a + W̃ aW̃ a + B̃B̃ + B̃′B̃′
)

+ h.c.

]

, (2)

where the sum in the first term runs over φ = Q̃, Ũ , D̃, L̃, Ẽ, Ñ ,H1,2, χ1,2 and (Y A
f )ij ≡ A0(Yf )ij

(f = u, d, e, ν, S) is the trilinear scalar interaction associated with the fermion Yukawa coupling.

The B−L symmetry can be radiatively broken by the following non-vanishing Vacuum Expectation
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Values (VEVs): 〈χ1〉 = v′1 and 〈χ2〉 = v′2. We define tan β′ as the ratio of these VEVs (tan β′ =

v′1/v
′
2) in analogy to the MSSM case (tan β = v2/v1) [18, 22].

After B − L symmetry breaking, the new gauge boson, Z ′, acquires its mass from the kinetic

term of the B − L Higgs fields, χ1,2. Namely, we have

M2
Z′ = g2BLv

′2 +
1

4
g̃2v2, (3)

where g̃ is the gauge coupling mixing between U(1)Y and U(1)B−L and v′ =
√

v′21 + v′22 . Further-

more, the mixing angle between the (SM) Z and (BLSSM) Z ′ states is given by

tan 2θ′ =
2g̃
√

g21 + g22
g̃2 + 16(v

′

v )
2g2BL − g22 − g21

, (4)

which should be <∼ 10−3.

We now turn to the neutral CP-even Higgs bosons in the BLSSM. The Higgs potential is

V (H,χ) = |µ|2(|H0
u|2 + |H0

d |2) + |µ′|2(|χ1|2 + |χ2|2) +
g2

8
(|H0

u|2 − |H0
d |2)2 +

g2BL

2
(|χ1|2 − |χ2|2)2

− g̃gBL

4
(|H0

u|2 − |H0
d |2)(|χ1|2 − |χ2|2)−m2

1|χ1|2 −m2
2|χ2|2 −Bµ′χ1χ2. (5)

We expand the neutral components around their VEVs:

H0
u,d =

1√
2
(vu,d + σu,d + iφu,d), χ1,2 =

1√
2
(v1,2 + σ1,2 + iφ1,2). (6)

The Higgs bosons (symmetric) mass matrix in the basis (σu, σd, σ1, σ2) is given in block form

M2
H =

(

M2
HH M2

Hχ

. M2
χχ

)

, (7)

where the off-diagonal block mixing of both the MSSM and B − L sectors is

M2
Hχ =

1

2
g̃gBL

(

−vuv1 vuv2

vdv1 −vdv2

)

=
vx

2
g̃gBL

(

−sβsβ′ sβcβ′

cβsβ′ −cβcβ′

)

(8)

(where we have used the shorthand notations sX ≡ sinX and cX ≡ cosX). The MSSM Higgs mass

matrix M2
HH in the basis (σu, σd) is given by

M2
HH =

(

g̃gBL

4
x2c2β′ + 1

8
g2v2(23s2β − 7c2β) +

Bµ

tβ
−Bµ − g2

4
v2s2β

. − g̃gBL

4
x2c2β′ − 1

8
g2v2(7s2β − 23c2β) +Bµtβ

)

(9)

(where we have used the shorthand notation tX ≡ tanX) and the B − L Higgs mass matrix M2
χχ

in the basis (σ1, σ2) is given by

M2
χχ =





g̃gBL

4
v2c2β + 1

2
g2BLx

2(23s2β′ − 7c2β′) +
B′

µ

tβ′

−Bµ′ − g2BLx
2s2β′

. − g̃gBL

4
v2c2β − 1

2
g2BLx

2(7s2β′ − 23c2β′) +B′
µtβ′



 ,

(10)
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FIG. 1: The Higgs mixing ZH
2i (i = 1, . . . , 4) versus the gauge kinetic mixing coupling g̃. The

values corresponding to the Benchmark Point (BP) of (forthcoming) Table IIa are labeled by •.

where the tree-level tadpole equation solutions give

Bµ = t2β(−
1

8
g2v2c2β +

1

4
gBLg̃x

2c2β′ − 1

2
(m2

d −m2
u)),

B′
µ = t2β′(−1

2
g2BLx

2c2β′ +
1

4
gBLg̃v

2c2β − 1

2
(m2

2 −m2
1)). (11)

The heavy Higgs boson tree-level mass eigenvalues are given in terms of the lightest SM-like

Higgs boson h ≡ h1 mass, which is fixed at mh = 125 GeV, and the lightest B − L Higgs boson

h′ ≡ h2 mass, which we take to be mh′ = 400 GeV, as follows

m2
H,H′ =

1

2

[

TH −m2
h −m2

h′ ±
√

(TH −m2
h −m2

h′)2 −
4DH

m2
hm

2
h′

]

, (12)

where we have the determinant DH = Det(M2
H) and the trace TH = Tr(M2

H) is given by

TH = 2|µ|2 +m2
d +m2

u + 2g2v2 + 2|µ′|2 +m2
2 +m2

1 + 8g2BLx
2. (13)

For σi = σd, σu, σ1, σ2, one has σi = ZH
ji hj , hj = h, h′,H,H ′ and hj = ZH

ij σi.

h′ ≈ ZH
22σd + ZH

23σ1 + ZH
24σ2. (14)

In Fig. 1, we display the mixing ZH
2i versus the gauge kinetic mixing g̃. As can be seen from this

plot, h′ is essentially generated from σ1,2 with smaller contributions from the real components of σd

which connects it however to the SM sector. Table IIa presents the B−L gaugino soft mass, MB̃′ ,

and the MSSM and B−L gaugino mixing soft mass, MB̃B̃′ . The MSSM gaugino soft masses (bino,

wino, gluino), MB̃ ,MW̃ ,Mg̃, are fixed to MB̃′ = M1 ∼ 7.74×102 GeV, MW̃ = M2 ∼ 8.52×102 GeV

and Mg̃ = M3 ∼ 6.38 × 102 GeV, respectively.
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gBL g̃ tβ tβ′ v′ m2
u m2

d m2
1 m2

2 MB̃′ MB̃B̃′

0.675 −0.640 11.034 1.288 4875 −1.30× 107 9.30× 106 −5.75× 105 4.02× 106 1.49× 103 −1.55× 103

(a) Our BP, wherein dimensionful parameters are all in GeV.

ZH
11 ZH

12 ZH
13 ZH

14 ZH
21 ZH

22 ZH
23 ZH

24 ZH
31 ZH

32 ZH
33 ZH

34 ZH
41 ZH

42 ZH
43 ZH

44

0.089 0.987 −0.100 −0.088 0.012 0.131 0.678 0.723 0.030 0.009 0.728 −0.685 −0.995 0.091 0.021 −0.019

(b) Neutral CP-even Higgs mixing corresponding to the BP of Table IIa.

mH± mA mA′ mh1≡h mh2≡h′ mh3≡H′ mh4≡H MZ′

4384 2587 4384 125 397 4241 4402 3300

(c) Higgs mass spectrum and MZ′ in GeV corresponding to the BP of Table IIa.

The Higgs bosons interaction couplings with fermion and gauge bosons are

Γh2

d̄d
= − 1√

2
Y dZH

22 = −md

vcβ
ZH
22, (15)

Γh2

ūu = − 1√
2
Y uZH

22 = −mu

vsβ
ZH
22, (16)

gh′W+W− ≈ g2MW sβZ
H
22, (17)

gh′ZZ ≈ gh′W+W−

(

sec θw − g̃

g2
sθw′

)2

, (18)

gh′hh ≈ 1

4
ZH
22

(

4g̃gBLxZ
H
12

(

ZH
13sβ′ − ZH

14cβ′

)

− 3g2vsβ(Z
H
12)

2
)

+
1

2
ZH
23

(

2g2BLx
(

3sβ′(ZH
13)

2 − 2cβ′ZH
13Z

H
14 − sβ′(ZH

14)
2
)

− g̃gBL

(

xsβ′(ZH
12)

2 + 2vsβZ
H
12Z

H
13

))

+
1

2
ZH
24

(

2g2BLx
(

cβ′(ZH
13)

2 + 2sβ′ZH
13Z

H
14 − 3cβ′(ZH

14)
2
))

, (19)

where θw and θw′ are the weak and Z − Z ′ mixing angles, respectively. For tβ′ ∼ 1, ZH
12 ∼

1, ZH
13, Z

H
14 ≪ 1, ZH

23, Z
H
24 ∼ 1√

2
, the trilinear Higgs boson coupling h′hh (relevant to our forthcoming

analysis) is approximated by

gh′hh ≈ −1

2
(ZH

12)
2
(3

2
g2vsβZ

H
22 + g̃gBLx

(

sβ′ZH
23 + cβ′ZH

24

)

)

∼ −1

2

(3

2
g2vsβZ

H
22 +

1√
2
g̃gBLx

(

sβ′ + cβ′

)

)

∼ −1

2

(3

2
g2vsβZ

H
22 + g̃gBLx

)

. (20)

We notice, from Eq. (20), that setting the gauge kinetic mixing coupling g̃ ≡ 0 reduces the gh′hh

coupling.
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W−
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ℓ−

ν̄
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ν

h′

g

g Z

Z

ℓ−

ℓ+

ℓ+

ℓ−

h′
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g h

h

γ
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b̄

b

h′

g

g

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams for h′ production via ggF and decays via (from left to right)

W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET , h
′ → ZZ → 4ℓ and h′ → hh → bb̄γγ.

III. SEARCH FOR A HEAVY NEUTRAL CP-EVEN HIGGS BOSON AT THE LHC

Many computational tools are used throughout this work, from building the model analytically

to performing the numerical simulations at detector level. The BLSSM was first implemented

into the Sarah package for Mathematica and the output was then passed to SPheno [23, 24]

for numerical calculations of the particle spectrum. After that, the ensuing UFO model was

used in MadGraph [25] for MC event generation and Matrix Element (ME) calculations. After

that, Pythia was used to simulate initial and final state radiation (through the Parton Shower

(PS) formalism) as well as fragmentation/hadronization effects [26]. For detector simulation, the

Pythia output was passed to Delphes [27]. Finally, for data analysis, we used MadAnal-

ysis [28]. As for the BP used, we made sure that it was consistent with HiggsBounds and

HiggsSignals [29, 30] limits, as obtained from the latest LHC data.

The Feynman diagrams associated to the h′ production and decay mechanisms discussed here

are found in Fig. 2, wherein the • symbol is meant to signify the exact loop function allowing

for both b and t quark contributions. The Higgs production and decay rates of are computed

by factorising the h′ propagator, so that the overall event yield can be broken down into the h′

production cross section and decay Branching Ratios (BRs). The MC event generation is done

at Leading Order (LO) for both Signal (S) and Background (B), however, we include Next-to-

Next-to-LO (NNLO) inclusive k-factors from Quantum Chromo-Dynamics (QCD) in computing

our significances, specifically, we use 2.2 for the ggF signal and 1.2 for the Vector Boson Fusion

(VBF) one (see below) as well as the (EW) backgrounds [31–35]. The cross section for ggF, properly

convoluted with the default Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) of our ME generator (namely,

σ(pp → h′)), as function of g̃, is found in Fig. 3 (left), for
√
s = 14 TeV. In Fig. 3 (right) we show

instead the h′ decay BRs, again, as functions of g̃. In both such plots, the symbol • refers to the BP

adopted here, for which the corresponding σ and BR values are found in Table III. The production

cross section of h′ depends significantly on g̃, which is (as mentioned) the only source of mixing
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FIG. 3: ggF h′ production cross section at
√
s = 14 TeV (left) and h′ decay BRs (right) versus

the kinetic mixing coupling g̃. The values corresponding to the BP of Table IIa are labeled by •.

between the BLSSM Higgs χ1,2 and the MSSM Higgs doublets Hu,d that enables h′ couplings with

SM particles. However, the h′ decay BRs are not significantly affected by it because both the

partial and total decay widths of h′ in each channel receive nearly the same contribution from g̃,

which cancels out from the BRs. It is noteworthy that the three most significant decay channels

are the bosonic ones in W+W−, ZZ and hh. In contrast, the fermionic decay channels into tt̄ and

bb̄ are relatively less significant. Therefore, in the forthcoming MC analysis, we will concentrate on

the former three decay channels.

For each channel, there are many corresponding background processes and all can be reduced by

applying the cut-flows of Tables IVa, IVb and IVc, in correspondence of the three aforementioned

channels, respectively. What remain in all cases, though, are the irreducible backgrounds pp →
2ℓ+ /ET , pp → 4ℓ and pp → γγbb̄.

The following standard acceptance cuts on transverse momentum (PT ), pseudorapidity (η) and

angular separation (∆R) of the final state leptons, jets and photons are applied:

1. (PT )j ≥ 20, (PT )a ≥ 10, a = γ, ℓ,

2. |ηj | ≤ 5, |ηa| ≤ 2.5, a = γ, ℓ,

3. ∆Rab ≥ 0.4, a, b = j, γ, ℓ.

In Tables IVa, IVb and IVc, the kinematical variables are defined such that Meff is the effective

mass being obtained as the sum of the transverse momentum of all final state objects and the

transverse energy, and ET is the scalar sum of the transverse energy of all (visible) final state

objects in the plane transverse to the beam [28]. Furthermore, Mab... is an invariant mass and

∆Rab is the separation between final state objects. (Note that an (opposite-sign) di-lepton mass

reconstruction around one MZ value in the 4ℓ channel is not useful, as the irreducible background

is here dominated by pp → ZZ,Zγ∗ → 4ℓ.)



9

Quantity Value

BR(h′ → W+W−) 0.432

BR(h′ → ZZ) 0.203

BR(h′ → hh) 0.261

σ(pp → h′) 163.400 (fb)

σ(pp → h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET ) 9.256 (fb)

σ(pp → h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ) 0.406 (fb)

σ(pp → h′ → hh → b̄bγγ) 0.124 (fb)

TABLE III: Production cross section σ (at
√
s = 14 TeV) and decay BRs into W+W−, ZZ and

hh for the h′ state (with mh′ = 400 GeV) of our BP, including the overall rates in the three final

states 2ℓ+ /ET , 4ℓ and bb̄γγ. Normalization is to LO for all σ’s.

A. THE h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET CHANNEL

Table IVa provides the cut-flow for the h′ production and decay analysis via the 2ℓ + /ET

signature, while event shapes and rates (the latter in correspondence to Run 3 luminosity) for

σ(pp → h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET ) ≈ σ(pp → h′)× BR(h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET ) (21)

are presented in Fig. 4. Herein, we also present the contributions of an additional signal channel,

induced by (W+W− dominated) VBF with two additional (untagged) forward/backward jets, as

it contributes not negligibly to the same ggF signal regions (so that it has been taken into account

in extracting our final sensitivities). In this figure, the normalized (to 1) distributions used for the

cut-flow (i.e., ET , Meff and ∆Rℓ+ℓ−) are presented, alongside the full transverse mass (MT
ℓ+ℓ−

) of

the final state (i.e., using both leptons in its definition), the latter integrating to the actual event

numbers for Run 3 and also in presence of the background contribution. Altogether, from this last

spectrum, it is clear that a high signal significance can be reached, however, it also shows that the

shape does not promptly correlate to the h′ mass value. Yet, the significant excess seen in this

channel will clearly motivate a parallel search in the 4ℓ final state, which we are illustrating next.

B. THE h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ CHANNEL

Table IVb provides the cut-flow for h′ production and decay via the 4ℓ channel, while some

relevant kinematics, in terms of event shapes and rates (the latter, again, in correspondence to Run

3 luminosity) for

σ(pp → h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ) ≈ σ(pp → h′)× BR(h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ) (22)

is presented in Fig. 5. Here, we concentrate on the normalized (to 1) distributions in transverse

energy of all leptons (ET ) and opposite-sign di-lepton invariant mass (Mℓ+ℓ−), both of which
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Cuts (select) S B S/
√
B

Initial (no cut) 6108 720000 7.20

ET > 700 GeV 703.1± 24.9 2219.9± 47.0 14.92± 0.008

Meff > 100 GeV 693.1± 24.8 2118.5± 46.2 15.06± 0.008

∆Rℓ+ℓ− > 1.5 628.2± 23.7 1568.3± 39.6 15.86± 0.009

(a) pp → h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ+ /ET cut-flow at Lint = 300 fb−1.

Cuts (select) S B S/
√
B

Initial (no cut) 267 9712 2.72

ET > 300 GeV 208.75± 6.79 1680.2± 37.30 5.09± 0.004

Mℓ+ℓ− < 150 GeV 173.04± 7.83 1414.9± 34.80 4.60± 0.005

Mℓ+ℓ− > 50 GeV 172.80± 7.83 1394.7± 34.60 4.63± 0.005

(b) pp → h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ cut-flow at Lint = 300 fb−1.

Cuts (select) S B S/
√
B

Initial (no cut) 951 19951560 0.213

ET > 200 GeV 933.18± 4.19 1476867.0± 1169.0 0.768± 2.88× 10−6

Mγγ > 120 GeV 475.50± 15.40 165131.0± 404.0 1.170± 9.31× 10−5

Mγγ < 135 GeV 474.80± 15.40 29023.0± 170.0 2.787± 5.23× 10−4

Mbb > 50 GeV 145.50± 11.10 3582.7± 59.9 2.431± 2.93× 10−3

Mbb < 160 GeV 134.70± 10.80 1944.9± 44.1 3.055± 5.03× 10−3

∆Rγγ < 3.5 133.90± 10.7 1824.5± 42.7 3.135± 5.32× 10−3

∆Rbb̄ < 3.5 131.90± 10.7 1746.2± 41.8 3.156± 5.50× 10−3

Mγγb̄b > 360 GeV 102.71± 9.57 686.4± 26.2 3.920± 1.14× 10−2

Mγγb̄b < 450 GeV 98.5± 9.40 403.4± 20.1 4.903± 1.70× 10−2

(c) pp → h′ → hh → bb̄γγ cut-flow at Lint = 3000 fb−1.

TABLE IV: S vs B rates for the three signals pursued in our analysis in correspondence of our

BP: the 2ℓ+ /ET (a), 4ℓ and bb̄γγ (c) final state. We adopt here
√
s = 14 TeV and integrated

luminosity of Run 3 and HL-LHC. Inclusive NNLO k-factors from QCD are used here throughout.

are used in our cut-flow. (Regarding the latter, notice that the loss of significance in applying

the cut in invariant mass against the dominant irreducible background pp → ZZ,Zγ∗ → 4ℓ is

rather insignificant against the benefits of rejecting the irreducible one, e.g., from top-antitop

quark production and fully leptonic W+W− decays (which has typically a harder distribution in

this variable), so that the whole of the latter can be neglected.) In the end, the spectrum from

which to extract the h′ resonance, i.e., the final state invariant mass, M4ℓ, clearly reveals a broad

excess over a 400 GeV or so mass interval, altogether yielding significances in the discovery range.

In fact, also a noticeable peak appear for M4ℓ ≈ 400 GeV (which, as mentioned, can be correlated
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FIG. 4: S and B distributions in ET (top-left), Meff (top-right), ∆Rℓ+ℓ− (bottom-left) and

MT
ℓ+ℓ−

(bottom-right), as defined in the text, the former three given before the cut-flow and

normalized to 1 while the latter one given after it and normalized to the total event rate for the

integrated luminosity Lint = 300 fb−1. In all cases we show both the ggF contribution to the

signal 2ℓ+ /ET (red) for our BP and the background (blue) while for the last spectrum we also

show the (stacked) distribution as well.

with the MT
ℓ+ℓ−

distribution in the 2ℓ + /ET final state), so that one can improve further the

potential for h′ discovery in the 4ℓ channel by optimizing a cut in this variable.

C. THE h′ → hh → bb̄γγ CHANNEL

Table IVc provides the cut-flow for the h′ production and decay analysis of the last channel we

study,

σ(pp → h′ → hh → bb̄γγ) ≈ σ(pp → h′)× BR(h′ → hh → bb̄γγ), (23)

wherein we use HL-LHC luminosity, as this channel is not accessible during Run 3. The distributions

used to inform our cut-flow herein (normalized to 1) are found in Fig. 6. These are the spectra

in the transverse energy of the bb̄γγ final state (ET ), γγ and bb̄ invariant masses (Mγγ and Mbb̄,
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FIG. 5: S and B distributions in ET (top-left), Mℓ+ℓ− (top-right) and M4ℓ (bottom), as defined

in the text, the former two given before the cut-flow and normalized to 1 while the latter one

given after it and normalized to the total event rate for the integrated luminosity Lint = 300 fb−1.

In all cases we show only the ggF contribution to the 4ℓ signal for our BP while for the last

spectrum we also show the (stacked) distribution.

respectively) and separations (∆Rγγ and ∆Rbb̄, respectively). Such a figure also presents the

invariant mass of the final state (Mγγbb̄), normalized to the HL-LHC luminosity. As seen from the

signal and background responses to the cut-flow, it is clear that knowledge of the mh′ value, gained

during Run 3 of the LHC by exploiting the two previous signatures, is crucial in accessing this signal,

which can ultimately be done at the 5σ level, despite the initially overwhelming background.

D. Historical Significances

Before closing this section, we describe the patterns of significances in the three channels that

we have studied, as they would evolve with luminosity, assuming fixed energy at
√
s = 14 TeV.

These are shown in Fig. 7. lt is evident that a full characterization of the h′ state, involving its

coupling to SM (massive) gauge and Higgs bosons is only possible through a combined effort of
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FIG. 6: S and B distributions in ET (top-left), Mγγ (top-right), Mbb̄ (middle-left), ∆Rγγ

(middle-right) ∆Rbb̄ (bottom-left) and Mγγbb̄ (bottom-right), as defined in the text, the former 5

given before the cut-flow and normalized to 1 while the latter one given after it and normalized to

the total event rate for the integrated luminosity Lint = 3000 fb−1. In all cases we show only the

ggF contribution to the bb̄γγ signal for our BP while for the last spectrum we also show the

(stacked) distribution.

analyses to be entertained at both Run 3 of the LHC and HL-LHC.
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FIG. 7: Significance of the h′ → W+W−, ZZ and hh signals that we have studied versus Lint for

our BP. Data are produced at a center-of-mass energy of
√
s = 14 TeV. The rates are computed

after applying the relevant kinematical analyses described in the text. The three • points indicate

the luminosity choices used in the MC simulations performed.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have shown that a theoretically well-motivated realization of supersymmetry,

the so-called BLSSM, may yield detectable signals of a heavy neutral CP-even Higgs boson at the

LHC, both during Run 3 and the HL-LHC phase. These emerge from the lightest (neutral) Higgs

state of this scenario with prevalent B−L composition, h′, while the lightest (neutral) Higgs state

with predominant MSSM nature is identified with the discovered one, h (with mh = 125 GeV). The

subprocesses pursued to this effect, assuming a BP with an illustrative mass mh′ = 400 GeV, have

been gg → h′ → W+W− → 2ℓ + /ET , gg → h′ → ZZ → 4ℓ and gg → h′ → hh → bb̄γγ. The first

one would be accessible during the early stages of Run 3 and the study of mass distributions would

allow one to extract an indication of the h′ mass. This information can then be used to optimize

the selection of the second signal, which would reveal a clear pick centered around mh′ by the end

of Run 3. With the latter information available, one would then be able to establish the third signal

at the HL-LHC. All this will therefore enable one to fully characterize the h′ state, not only through

its mass, but also in terms of its couplings, as theW+W−, ZZ and hh decays are the dominant ones

in the BLSSM while those to tt̄ and bb̄ pairs may be accessible at production level through the ggF

channel. This finally opens up the possibility of eventually separating the BLSSM hypothesis from
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alternative ones also based on supersymmetry, since – thanks to the peculiar feature of (gauge)

kinetic mixing appearing in the BLSSM (which incorporates an additional U(1)B−L group beyond

the SM gauge symmetries) – competing signals stemming from, e.g., the MSSM would have rather

different mass and coupling patterns.

We have come to these conclusions by performing a full MC analysis in presence of ME, PS,

fragmentation/hadronization effects as well as detector modeling and upon devising dedicated cut-

and-count cut-flows for each signature pursued. We are therefore confident that ATLAS and CMS

would have sensitivity to this specific non-minimal realization of supersymmetry and advocate

dedicate searches for the aforementioned signals.
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Modified S-wave ππ scattering amplitude for
multiparticle PWA

I.A. Kachaev, VES experiment

May 22, 2023

Abstract

Suggested by Au, Morgan, Pennington (AMP) S-wave isospin I = 0
ππ, KK scattering amplitude is good enough to describe experimental
data for the moment. Still it has two disadvantages for use in multi-
particle partial wave analysis (PWA), namely sharp drop at the KK
threshold and unreasonable behavior at M(ππ) > 1.6GeV/c2. The
drop is not seen in multiparticle systems.

We suggest the modified AMP amplitude, mAMP, for the only aim,
namely to describe the broad part of S-wave ππ → ππ scattering in
the wide M(ππ) range in multiparticle PWA. The mAMP amplitude
describes threshold behavior of the ππ → ππ scattering and the wide
structure at M ∼ 1400MeV/c2 reasonably well. It is assumed that
narrow objects f0(980), f0(1500) are included in PWA separately. The
amplitude does not describe ππ → KK scattering. The mAMP am-
plitude is purely phenomenological.

(to be submitted to Physics of Atomic Nuclei)

1 Introduction

To perform multiparticle PWA we need to know two-particle amplitudes,
the isobars in the PWA terminology. For ππ system in P , D, F waves
two-particle amplitudes are mostly described by known resonances ρ(770),
f2(1270), ρ3(1690) et al. Still in the ππ S-wave the situation is more com-
plicated. In addition to narrow objects f0(980), f0(1500) there exists broad
structure including at least threshold peculiarities, wide f0(500), f0(1370)
and probably some other objects.

Scattering amplitude in the ππ S-wave was investigated in details in
AMP article [1]. This article is concentrated on the construction of the
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scattering amplitude in the channels ππ, KK with proper analyticity and
unitarity. The best experimental data known at this time are used on input.
The amplitude is presented in the form appropriate for later use.

When AMP parametrization of ππ scattering was used in three-particle
PWA of π−π−π+ system the following problems are found. The AMP am-
plitude describes ππ S-wave in a whole, in the full range of M(ππ). This
leads to both physical and technical restrictions.

From the physical point of view amplitudes and phases of resonances in
AMP amplitude are fixed once and forever. The authors of [1] used so called
P -vector approach to describe production of the ππ system.

In the AMP amplitude there is a zero at M(ππ) ≈ 1GeV/c2 due to
f0(980) object and the threshold in the KK channel. If this zero is not seen
in the multiparticle system it should be compensated by the pole in P -vector.
It is impossible in the multiparticle PWA if in it a connection of ππ system
with production channel is described by a set of coupling coefficients, as it
is done in the Illinois PWA program [2].

From the technical point of view the AMP amplitude is parametrized via
a set of poles and background polynomial of 4th degree. It is known that
polynomial parametrization rapidly makes senseless outside of the range of
definition. Due to this fact AMP amplitude has unphysical maximum at
M(ππ) ∼ 1.6GeV/c2.

2 The K-matrix method

The AMP amplitude is constructed in K-matrix formalism [3, 4]. Formally
the transition from initial to final state Sij = 〈j|S|i〉 is described by the
unitary scattering operator, SS+ = S+S = I.

Still it is much simple to work with Hermitian matrices then with unitary.
Let us construct the Hermitian matrix K which describes S exactly. After
separation of no-interaction part one can define the transition operator T as

S = I + 2iT (1)

where I is identity operator and factor 2i is introduced for convenience. From
unitarity of S and the definition of T we have

T − T+ = 2i T+T = 2i TT+ (2)

Introducing the inverse operator T−1 we have

(T+)−1 − T−1 = 2i I so (T−1 + i I)+ = T−1 + i I (3)

2



Now we can introduce operators K and M , from (3) they are Hermitian

K−1 = T−1 + i I and M = K−1 (4)

It is known that if time-reversal invariance is hold than K and M matrices
are not only Hermitian but are also real and so symmetric. Explicit definition
for T is

T = K (I − iK)−1 = (I − iK)−1K (5)

So defined transition amplitude T is not Lorentz invariant. Let us con-
struct it in Lorentz invariant form. For decay of particle with mass m to two
particles with masses ma, mb phase space is ρ = 2q/m where q is breakup
momentum

ρ =

√√√√[1−
(
ma +mb

m

)2
] [

1−
(
ma −mb

m

)2
]

(6)

Phase space is normalized as ρ → 1 at m → ∞. By definition phase space
is considered a diagonal matrix, so in two channel case it is

ρ =

(
ρ1 0
0 ρ2

)
(7)

Lorentz invariant amplitude T̂ is defined as

Tij = {ρ∗i }1/2 T̂ij {ρj}1/2 (8)

or in matrix form
T = {ρ+}1/2 T̂ {ρ}1/2 (9)

Below the threshold of the channel its phase space become complex. Complex
conjugation in (8) is required for proper analytic continuation into the region
below the threshold of some channels.

Let us note a significant difference between T and T̂ . In the one channel
case

S = e2iδ, T = eiδ sin δ, T̂ =
1

ρ
T (10)

where δ is phase shift. For any δ the amplitude T is confined in the circle
with the centre (0, i/2) and the radius 1/2. The dependence T (s) is named
the Argand diagram. The amplitude T̂ has other normalization and is used
as Dalitz plot amplitude in PWA programs. On the threshold of the reaction
in the case of S-wave scattering T → 0 but T̂ → const.
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Now we can define Lorentz invariant matrix K̂ as

K = {ρ+}1/2 K̂ {ρ}1/2 (11)

If K̂ is taken to be real and symmetric, then K is Hermitian and S unitary
even some ρ becomes imaginary below the threshold of some channels. From
(4) we have

K̂−1 = T̂−1 + iρ (12)

Explicit form of T̂ is

T̂ = K̂
(
I − iρK̂

)−1
=
(
I − iK̂ρ

)−1
K̂ (13)

3 The original AMP amplitude

In [1] (3.18) K̂ matrix (named below K for consistency with [1]) has been
parametrized as sum of poles and polynomial background (this is so called
K solution)

Kij =
(s− s0)

4m2
K

∑
p

fpi f
p
j

(sp − s)(sp − s0)
+
∑
n=0

cnij

(
s

4m2
K

− 1

)n
(14)

By definition mK = 1/2(mK+ +mK0). Here s0 is known Adler zero near the
threshold of ππ system. We have found that amplitude calculated according
to this formula does not match fig. (5.3) in [1]. If we use parameters stated
in the article proper formula which corresponds to this figure is

Kij =
(s− s0)

4m2
K

[∑
p

fpi f
p
j

(sp − s)(sp − s0)
+
∑
n=0

cnij

(
s

4m2
K

− 1

)n]
(15)

We believe that it is formula (15) that describes the original K solution of
AMP amplitude.

For the M̂ matrix in [1] (3.20) there exists the following parametrization
(so called M solution)

Mij =
aij

(s− s0)
+
∑
p

fpi f
p
j

(sp − s)
+
∑
n=0

cnij

[
s

4m2
K

− 1

]n
(16)

Again, we believe that there is a mistake in the sign in [1] here and the
proper formula for M solution is

Mij =
aij

(s− s0)
−
∑
p

fpi f
p
j

(sp − s)
+
∑
n=0

cnij

[
s

4m2
K

− 1

]n
(17)
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Note that for M solution parameters of T matrix tends to zero at s → ∞
while for K solution they tends to unitary limit. The reason of this behavior
is that outside of its scope polynomial background tends to infinity. We
consider the behavior of M solution more appropriate for our aims and use
it. Parameters of original M solution from [1] are listed in table 1

s0 s1 f11 f12 a11 a12 a22
-0.0074 0.9828 0.1968 -0.0154 0.1131 0.0150 -0.3216

c011 c111 c211 c311 c411
0.0337 -0.3185 -0.0942 -0.5927 0.1957
c012 c112 c212 c312 c412

-0.2826 0.0918 0.1669 -0.2082 -0.1386
c022 c122 c222 c322 c422

0.3010 -0.5140 0.1176 0.5204 -0.3977

Table 1: Table of coefficients of original AMP amplitude

s0 s1 f11 f12 a11 a12 a22
-0.0074 0.9828 0 0 0.1131 0 -0.3216

c011 c111 c211 c311 c411
0.0337 -0.3185 -0.0942 -0.5927 0
c012 c112 c212 c312 c412
0 0 0 0 0
c022 c122 c222 c322 c422

0.3010 -0.5140 0.1176 0.5204 0

Table 2: Table of coefficients for modified amplitude mAMP

4 Our modifications

Our aim is to construct the scattering amplitude ππ → ππ which is near
to the original AMP amplitude, is smooth in the region M(ππ) ≈ 1GeV/c2

and smoothly tends to zero at M(ππ) > 1.5GeV/c2.
We require the proper behavior at M(ππ) ≈ 1GeV/c2 by setting to

zero the connection with KK channel and the connection with f0(980) pole.
To suppress an unphysical shoulder in the original amplitude at M(ππ) ∼

5
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Figure 1: Original AMP amplitude

1.7GeV/c2 we set to zero coefficients at the 4th degree of the background
polynomial.

The parameters of the modified amplitude are given in the table 2. The
original amplitude is shown in the figure 1, the modified one in the figure 2.
The figures show the values, from left to right: Argand plot of the matrix
element T11, namely ππ → ππ, its absolute value and Argand phase.

5 Results

The amplitude mAMP is constructed, suitable to describe ππ → ππ scatter-
ing in S wave with I = 0 in multiparticle PWA. It is not suitable to describe
KK channel.

It is unitary, smooth in the broad range of M(ππ), is near to AMP M
solution for M(ππ) < 1.6 GeV/c2 except at M(ππ) ∼ 1GeV/c2, smoothly
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Figure 2: Modified AMP amplitude
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tends to zero at M(ππ) → ∞. It describes the threshold behavior of ππ
scattering and the broad structure at M ∼ 1400MeV/c2 according to the
data known at the time of writing of [1]. Narrow resonances f0(980), f0(1500)
intentionally are not described, they should be entered into the analysis
separately.

The amplitude is built according to formula (17) with coefficients from
table 2. This amplitude was used in [5, 6] and the other publications of the
VES group and also in [7]. An early version of the amplitude was used in
[8].

The author thanks the members of the VES group for initiating this
work, useful discussions and use of this amplitude in the analysis.
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Extra Dimensions and Physics of Low Scale
Strings

Ignatios Antoniadis and Karim Benakli

Abstract This review aims to provide a very short and pedestrian introduction to

some of the basics of extra-dimensional physics. The hope is to facilitate access and

to be, in some respects, complementary to the many already existing reviews on

phenomenological applications of extra dimensions in our Universe.

1 Introduction

Is there any compelling reason to believe that there are extra dimensions? If so,

why haven’t we seen them? Could we discover them in the near future? How would

they manifest themselves? These are the questions we face and this review, which

is intended to be a very basic introduction to the subject, is never intended to be

exhaustive in any sense. We attempt to give an overview of some of the issues studied,

which we hope will serve as a starting point for the non-expert reader to explore the

vast literature on the subject.

Historically, the possibility of an extra dimension in physics is motivated by the

desire to write a theory that unifies gravity with other interactions. This was the

idea behind the early work on the subject by Kaluza[1], Klein [2, 3], Einstein and

Bergmann [4] in particular at the beginning of the 20th century (for a discussion

on some aspects the history of the subject see for example [5]). Remarkably, their

ideas are central, decades later, to the modern approach to the quantification of

gravity: string theory. By moving from the notion of fundamental point particles
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to zero modes of string oscillations, the consistency of our quantum theory then

requires us to move to a dimension of space-time greater than four. Indeed, string

theory, which offers a framework to unify all interactions, requires the existence of

additional degrees of freedom which, in certain limits, take the form of additional

dimensions. Let us note here that these dimensions are space and non-temporal in

nature, the latter posing problems with the preservation of causality. The possibility

of observing extra dimensions has been proposed in several works [6, 7, 8, 9, 10].

Obviously, in a first step, it is natural to start by characterising the additional

dimensions by their number: 1, 2, 3, ... their topology, their geometry (flat, curved,

wrapped, fractal) and for the physical phenomena we are interested in, the type of

states that propagate and interact in them. In general, one is then led to discuss

physics in a plethora of spaces of dimensions higher than four, with a huge choice

of possible topologies and geometries. We will concentrate here on the simplest

configurations that allow us to illustrate some basic examples.

The review is organised as follows: Section 2 presents Kaluza-Klein states. While

this is done in the simplest setting of a compactification on a circle, we discuss

properties that remain valid in a much larger setting. Section 3 discusses the current

experimental limits on the existence of such dimensions. Some applications of these

dimensions, relevant for the construction of extensions beyond the Standard Model,

are discussed in the rest of the review.

2 Kaluza-Klein Excitations

We need to introduce some basic notions of physics with extra-dimensions useful for

our discussions. For this purpose, we shall start by reviewing the simplest model of

dimensional reduction from from�+1 to� dimensions 1. We denote the coordinates

of the � non-compact directions by G< . The (� + 1)−th dimension is parametrized

by the coordinate I ≡ I + 2c' taken to be a circle of radius '. We consider the

Einstein-Hilbert action:

S (�+1)
��

=
1

2 ˆ̂2

∫

d�+1G
√

(−1)�6̂ R̂, (1)

where R̂ is the Ricci scalar. We take for the metric 6̂"# the ansatz:

6̂"# =

(

420q6`a − 421q�`�a 4
21q�`

421q�a −421q

)

(2)

where q is the radion/dilaton, �` the gravi-photon, 6`a the �-dimensional metric

and 0, 1 are constants to be determined in the following. It is easy to see that

1 We work with the signature (+, −, ..., −) . The � + 1 dimensional quantities will be denoted with

a hat. We use Latin and Greek letters for the � + 1 and �-dimensional coordinates, 6̂ and 6 are

the determinants of the � + 1 and �-dimensional metric, respectively.



Extra Dimensions and Physics of Low Scale Strings 3

the invariance under general coordinate transformations of 6"# becomes gauge

invariance of �`.

Indeed, the general coordinate transformations of the (� +1)-dimensional theory,

depending on the vector parameter b" , act on the metric as

Xb 6̂"# = b%m%6̂"# + 2m("b
%6̂# )% , (3)

where pair of indices in parenthesis are symmetrised with a multiplicative 1/2-factor.

It follows that the field q transforms under the (b` = 0, bI) transformations as

Xb Iq = 1mIb
I − bImIq . (4)

This implies that we can gauge-fix the transformations bI for mIb
I ≠ 0 by taking q

to be independent of I:

mIq = 0 . (5)

Similarly, we consider the ba transformations of the off-diagonal metric components:

Xb a 6̂`I = b
ama6̂`I + 6̂aIm`ba + 6̂`amIba . (6)

It follows that we can also gauge-fix the ba transformations for mIb
a ≠ 0 by taking

the off-diagonal components of the metric to be I-independent:

mI6̂`I = 0 . (7)

As a result of the above gauge conditions, in the metric decomposition (2), only

the �-dimensional metric 6`a (G<, I) depends on all the (� + 1) coordinates, while

the radion/dilaton q(G) and gravi-photon �` (G) are independent of the compact

coordinate I. Moreover, the leftover coordinate transformations depend only of the

non-compact coordinates G<: b` (G) generate the �-dimensional coordinate transfor-

mations, while bI (G) acts as a* (1) gauge transformation on the gravi-photon �` (G)
that leaves q(G) inert. The quadratic in � term in the definition of 6̂`a guarantees

that the 0-mode (I-independent part) of the �-dimensional metric 6`a remains also

invariant under* (1) gauge transformations.

We now focus on the simplest choice where the �-dimensional metric 6`a and

thus all fields are independent of the I coordinate. The action (1) gives then for the

zero modes:

S (�+1)
��

=
2c'

2 ˆ̂2

∫

d�G

√

(−1)�−16 4 ( (�−2)0+1)q
{

R −
[

2(1 − �)0 − 2 1
]

�q

−
[

(� − 2) (1 − �)02 + 21
(

(2 − �)0 − 1
)]

(mq)2

− 1

4
42(1−0)q�2

}

. (8)

To have a canonical normalisation of the �-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action, we

need

(� − 2)0 + 1 = 0. (9)
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while a canonical dilaton kinetic term requires:

02
=

1

2(� − 1) (� − 2) . (10)

In the following we choose the positive root. We can identify the �-dimensional

Planck mass
1

^2
=

2c'

ˆ̂2
=⇒ "�−2

% = 2c' "̂�−1
% . (11)

We are used to work with dimensionful fields instead of the dimensionless q and

�` . Therefore, we perform the rescaling

q →
√

2^q; �` →
√

2^�` (12)

leading to the action:

S (�)
=

∫

d�G

√

(−1)�−16

[

R
2^2

+

√

2

(� − 1) (� − 2)�q + 1

2
(mq)2 − 1

4
4
−2

√

�−1
�−2

^q
�2

]

(13)

where the second term is a total derivative that will not play any role for the purpose

of our discussions.

Let’s now consider the corresponding dimensional reduction of a free real mass-

less scalar field Φ̂:

S (�+1)
Φ

=

∫

d�+1G
√

(−1)�6̂ 1

2
6̂"# m" Φ̂m# Φ̂ (14)

Again, for simplicity, we consider the case where the field Φ̂ is periodic on the extra

dimension

Φ̂(G, I + 2c') = Φ̂(G, I), Φ̂(G, I) = 1
√

2c'

+∞
∑

==−∞
i= (G)4

8=I

' , (15)

with i−= = i∗=, which leads to

S (�)
Φ

=

∫

d�G

√

(−1)�−16

{

1

2
m`i0m

`i0 +
∞
∑

==1

(

m`i=m
`i∗= −

=2

'2
4

2

√

�−1
�−2

^q
i=i

∗
=

)

+
∞
∑

==1

(

8
√

2^
=

'
�`

(

m`i=i
∗
= − i=m`i∗=

)

+ 2^2 =
2

'2
�`�

`i=i
∗
=

)

}

,

(16)

We can now comment our results for some generic lessons on extra-dimensions

(for a more detailed discussion, see for example [11]):

• The complex scalars i= form a tower of massive states with masses
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<= =
=

'
4

√

�−1
�−2

^q
. (17)

This is the Kaluza-Klein (KK) tower. In the very simple case of a circle, the

masses are regularly spaced. This is not the case for any compactification. There

are however two important generic properties that we would like to note. First

the masses depend on the value in vacuum of a scalar field, here the dilaton

q. In the case of supersymmetric theories, these are moduli fields. Then, in the

decompactification limit, by taking ' → ∞ or q → −∞, there is an infinity of

states which become very light exponentially fast. This is one of the manifestations

of the Swampland Distance Conjecture in string theory to which we will return

below.

• The KK modes appear minimally coupled to the gravi-photon. In general, internal

space isometries give rise to gauge symmetries. In the particular case here, it is a

* (1) symmetry. The gauge coupling

62
= 4

2

√

�−1
�−2

^q
. (18)

is again a function of a scalar field, here the dilaton q, and taking 6 → 0, thus

q → −∞, we get an infinity of light states, again manifestations of the Swampland

Distance Conjecture.

The charges of the KK states are given by

6@= =
√

2^
=

'
4

√

�−1
�−2

^q
(19)

Mass and charge are related through

(6@=)2
= 2^2<2

=, (20)

saturating the BPS condition. This is expected as all the interactions unify to

descend from the unique gravitational interaction of a free scalar field in higher

dimensions.

• The same tower of KK modes appears also in the massive spin-2 excitations of the

metric 6`a (Gd, I) in the matrix decomposition (2). Note that in the unitary gauge

choice where the radion/dilaton q(G) and the gravi-photon �` (G) are independent

of the internal compact coordinate I, only the metric 6`a has KK excitations. The

would be (� − 2) + 1 excitations of �` and q are absorbed by the KK modes of

the metric to provide the longitudinal and scalar helicities of the massive spin-2.

Indeed, the latter has (� − 1)�/2 helicities, versus (� − 2) (� − 1)/2 of the

massless case.

• Finally, we have established in the equation a relation between the Planck masses in

� and�+1 dimensions. This relation is generalized in the case of the factorization

of any internal space with the Minkowski spacetime. For a X-dimensional internal

space  with volume +>; ( ), we have:
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1

^2
=
+>; ( )

ˆ̂2
=⇒ "�−2

% = +>; ( ) "̂�+X−2
% (21)

which for the case where  is a torus of equal radii ' reads:

1

^2
=

(2c') X
ˆ̂2

=⇒ "�−2
% = (2c') X "̂�+X−2

% (22)

This implies in particular that the large value of the � dimensional Planck mass

(compared with a given energy scale, for example the electroweak scale) might

be a consequence of large volume while the � + X dimensional Planck mass is

much smaller.

This last observation has important consequences. For example, as the four-

dimensional Planck scale "% is related to the "fundamental Planck scale" "̂%

through

"2
% ∼ ' X "̂2+X

% , (23)

the existence of Large Extra Dimensions with size '"̂% ≫ 1 allows for a low

fundamental scale. The fundamental scale can be as low as the TeV [9, 10], or at

intermediate energies [12, 13, 53].

Before mentionning experimental investigations for extra dimensions, we still

need to discuss two important aspects of compactifications.

One aspect is called )-duality. When the size of a dimension tends to zero, the

KK modes become very massive. However, in string theories, there are states whose

mass decreases when the size of additional dimensions decreases. These are the

winding states, whose masses are given by:

<̃; = ;'4
−
√

�−1
�−2

^q
, (24)

where the integer ; is the winding number of the closed string around the compact-

ification circle. The simplest form of )-duality corresponds to the inversion of the

compactification radius (in string units) together with the exchange of the KK and

winding modes. It turns out that this is a symmetry of the closed string spectrum

and interactions.

The other aspect concerns the existence of points in the inner space where certain

states are localised. These can be particular points in this space, but can also be edges.

From the point of view of point particle theory, these points seem to correspond to

singularities, but these are resolved in string theory. Examples are either fixed points

of an orbifold, or branes. The simplest example of such a case is an internal space

described as a segment. In this case, some states would be localised at its edges. An

important property then is that since these points break the translation invariance in

the corresponding directions of the internal space, the momentum along them is not

conserved. Therefore single KK modes can decay to, or be produced from, states

localised there. For completeness, we describe below the main properties of orbifold

compactifications, restricting to the simplest case of a line interval.
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Orbifolds: The main motivation comes from generating chirality, since toroidal

compactifications give rise to non-chiral theories since a five dimensional spinor

is reduced to a Dirac fermion in four dimensions. Emergence of chirality requires

internal manifolds with non-trivial holonomy, while orbifold are special (singular)

limits obtained by quotient of a regular manifold by a discrete symmetry. The

resulting spaces have conical singularities at the fixed points of the discrete symmetry

transformations. The simplest one-dimensional example is the line interval � , that

can be obtained by quotient a circle (1 by the /2 parity I → −I, � = (1//2. The two

end-points of the interval, I = 0 and I = c', are fixed points under /2.

Since /2 is a symmetry of the higher dimensional theory, five dimensional fields

should be even or odd under the /2 parity. They can thus be expanded in terms of

cos =I/' or sin =I/', instead of plane waves in (15):

Φ̂even (G,−I) = Φ̂even (G, I) : Φ̂even (G, I) =
1

√
c'

i40 (G) +
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

==1

i4= (G) cos
=I

'

Φ̂odd (G,−I) = −Φ̂odd (G, I) : Φ̂odd (G, I) =
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

==1

i>= (G) sin
=I

'
, (25)

where the normalisation is fixed for I ∈ [0, c']. Note that only the even fields have

four-dimensional zero-modes. Actually, there is an alternative way of studying orb-

ifolds by imposing boundary conditions at the ‘end of the world’ boundaries, which

in our example are the two end-points of the interval. The even fields correspond

to Neumann boundary conditions where the derivative of the fields vanish at the

end-points, while the odd fields correspond to Dirichlet boundary conditions where

the fields vanish at the end-points:

mIΦ̂even (G, I = 0) = mIΦ̂even (G, I = c') = 0 (26)

Φ̂odd (G, I = 0) = Φ̂odd (G, I = c') = 0 (27)

Consider next a 5-dimensional gauge field �̂" (G, I) associated with a gauge

transformation:

Xl �̂" (G, I) = m"l(G, I) . (28)

Choosing the gauge parameter l to be even under I → −I, it follows that �̂`

is even while �̂I is odd. Moreover, we can gauge-fix the l transformation for

mIl ≠ 0 by taking mI�I = 0, implying that �I vanishes since it is odd. As a result,

one is leftover with �̂` which has a KK mode expansion as an even field in (25)

with its 4-dimensional vector 0-mode �` (G) (0) associated to a 4-dimensional gauge

transformation l(G).
Let us consider now a 5-dimensional massless fermion Ψ̂(G, I); its transformation

under /2 has the form:

Ψ̂(G,−I) = Γ Ψ̂(G, I) ; Γ
2
= 1 . (29)
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Since the vector current Ψ̂W" Ψ̂ must transform as �̂" , Ψ̂W`Ψ̂ must be event while

Ψ̂W5Ψ̂ must be odd. It follows that Γ = W5, implying that the 4-dimensional zero-

mode of Ψ̂ is chiral. Thus, orbifold compactifications lead to chirality.

3 Searches for Extra Dimensions

In the previous section we have pointed out manifestations of extra-dimensions:

the KK modes and modification of gravitational interaction by the presence of a

lower fundamental Planck mass. We shall use these two facts here to search for

experimental signatures of extra dimensions.

3.1 Table-Top Experiments

From now on, we consider a spacetime of dimension 4 + 3 which factorizes as 3+1

non-compact dimensions times an internal space  of dimension 3.

At large length scales, the typical energies of particles are far too small to produce

on-shell Kaluza-Klein modes. No signal propagates in  , the space-time appears

four-dimensional. By increasing the energy we eventually reach values sufficient to

create KK excitations and we then start to probe the  space. At length scales much

smaller than the radii of X compact dimensions, among the 3 of  , the gravitational

interactions are locally well approximated by a 4 + X dimensional description. Ap-

plying the Gauss law, one expects a transition from a gravitational potential from an

1/A behavior to an 1/A1+X . At lengths comparable to the compactification scale, the

gravitational potential can be parametrized as:

+ (A) = −�#
<1<2

A
(1 + U4−A/_) , (30)

where _ = 1/< is the wavelength of the lighter KK mode of mass <. For X extra

dimensions, one has:

U =
8 X

3
, (31)

providing the strength of the extra Yukawa-type force relative to gravity.

Many tabletop experiments have been designed to investigate the existence of

new forces at very short distances (for a review see for example [14]). In particular,

the tightest limits for extra forces of strength comparable to gravity (U ∼ O(1))
are obtained by torsional pendulum kind of experiments. Basically, in this type of

experiments, the idea is that a torsion pendulum is holding a disc placed over another

rotating attractor disc. The upper disc is put in movement by twisting the cable of

the pendulum, while the lower one is rotating at constant speed. Due to the presence

of holes on the discs, there is a contribution to the torque when all the holes are not
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facing each other. The hanging disc feels a periodic torque that can be measured

with a very high precision. In fact, one measures a set of oscillation frequencies and

compare with expectation. The measured torques are now consistent with a purely

inverse square law interaction and thus allow us to put bounds on new forces and

possible large extra-dimensions.

The forces we are trying to measure accurately are gravitational in nature and

therefore very weak. There are many sources of background and noise to contend

with, which one needs to be able to evaluate theoretically and reduce their importance

in the experiments. We do not discuss them in detail here. Instead, we just very briefly

mention how the treatment of certain background sources limits the domain that can

be probed by these experiments. Firstly, in order to avoid the presence of Coulomb

forces that cannot be evaluated, conductive materials are used. Secondly, to minimise

the effects of potential differences between the crystals at different locations on the

facing surfaces, a gold coating is used. Finally, to reduce all these effects as well as

the effects of Casimir forces, the detector and attractor surfaces are moving relative

to each other, but also a stiff, stationary, conductive membrane is placed between

them. To improve the minimum separation between the pendulum and the attractor

has been a challenge because of sensitivity to alignment uncertainties, vibrations

and even dust particles.The thickness of the membrane means however that it is

not possible to go to distances of less than about ten microns. All together with an

important improvement in modeling and data analysis during the years has allowed

to get to an impressive sensitivity. The strongest limit for X = 2 extra dimensions, is

today of order ' . 30`< [15, 16].

3.2 Astrophysics and Cosmology Bounds

Models with extra dimensions are subject to cosmological and astrophysical con-

straints [17, 18, 19].

The first constraint is that the gravitons in the bulk should not store too much

energy. Relic gravitons should not close the Universe: This constrains for example

the fundamental scale to >∼ 7 TeV for X = 2 extra-dimensions.

Then these KK relic gravitons can decay into photons and contribute to the

cosmic diffuse gamma ray. By imposing that the models do not predict a too bright

sky, one obtains limits on the fundamental scale, e.g. for X = 2 extra dimensions the

fundamental scale of the theory must be >∼ 100 TeV [18, 19].

Fairly light KK excitations of gravitons are abundantly produced in the interior

of stars. These particles carry a quantity of energy which can be non-negligible.

The agreement of stellar models with observations leads to limits on the number of

such KK states. The limit on the fundamental scale from the supernova SN1987A

is of order of 27 TeV for X = 2 extra dimensions [20]. After a supernova explosion,

the least energetic KK gravitons remain gravitationally trapped in the remaining

neutron star. The requirement that neutron stars should not be excessively heated by

the decays of these KK modes into photons gives the strongest limit such as 1740
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TeV for X = 2 extra dimensions [21], excluding this scenario as a solution for the

electroweak versus Planck scales hierarchy problem.

3.3 Searches at Collider Experiments

Analyses of the data collected from experiments at colliders allow to put other

bounds on the size of extra dimensions 2. The main searches can be separated into

two categories: searches for Standard Model particles, in particular gauge bosons

[8, 22], their KK excitations on one side and and graviton KK modes [23, 24, 25, 26]

on the other side. In each case, one can search either for on-shell production or for

virtual exchange effects. With increasing energy, the string substructure can also be

excited, leading to stringy effects at colliders. These can be on-shell production, or

give rise to dimension 6 or 8 effective operators.

The graviton KK excitations produced in colliders interact very weakly and thus

appear as missing transverse energy. Following the non-observation of this missing

energy in jets production, ATLAS [28] and CMS [29] give limits of the same order,

with 139 (137) fb−1

"%,4+X & 5.5 − 11 TeV X = 6 − 2. (32)

ATLAS [30] and CMS [31] bounds on the fundamental scale, from non-

observation of string resonance modes in di-jets, are:

"BCA8=6 & 8 TeV (33)

A priori, one might think that a limit on the fundamental scale can be derived

by considering that the exchange of virtual modes of KK gravitons will induce an

effective operator of the form:

4

Λ
()`a) `a −

1

X + 2
)
`
` )

a
a ) (34)

where)`a is the stress-energy tensor and Λ is of the order of the fundamental Planck

mass. CMS (2018) bounds the size of this operator from analysis of the dĳet angular

distribution with 35.9 fb−1 to be of order [32]:

Λ & 9.1 TeV (35)

However, this limit should not be taken too seriously. In any quantum theory of

gravity, one expects to see new states, new interactions at this scale. These will

induce new effective operators of dimension 8, or worse of dimension 6, which will

pollute or dominate the virtual graviton exchange operators. This has been studied in

2 A detailed discussion can be found in the Particle Data Group section on extra dimensions [27].
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particular for string theory in [33, 34, 35]. These operators are therefore too polluted

to extract robust bounds.

Another prediction of extra-dimensional models is the existence of KK excited

states of Standard Model particles. We will not discuss here in detail the different

possibilities, but we will comment on the case of KK gauge bosons.

The simplest case corresponds to the KK modes which appear as a sequential

tower of Z’, W’, gluons’ and photons’ which interact with localized states at the

boundary. Limits were derived from the analysis of the 2018 LHC data (36 fb-1).

Rescaling the ATLAS [36] and CMS [37] experiments bounds would give a limit

roughly in the range 1
'
& 10 TeV.

3.4 How many KK modes?

In the case of on-shell production of KK modes, their number is determined by

the available energy and phase space. But, in the case of an exchange of virtual

KK modes, one has an infinite number that can be exchanged. At first sight, the

contribution of the sum then seems to diverge [7]. Indeed, let us consider the sum

over the propagators, for example of modes exchanged in the B → 0 channel of a

2 → 2 interaction. This reads:

∑

=1 , · · · ,=3

62
n

−B + <2
0
+ =2

1
+ · · · + =2

3

(36)

This sum diverges for 3 > 1 if the couplings 6n of the KK modes are independent

of n. Often in the literature, one finds that the sum is made finite by cutting-off

the number of KK states, to take into account only those below the fundamental

Planck mass. However, as we will see in the next section, the whole infinite tower of

KK modes is required in order to preserve all symmetries of the theory and such a

truncation is not justified. We then turn to string theory where such sums exist and

give finite and consistent results. Let us suppose for instance that we exchange the

KK excitations of gauge bosons [7]:

�` (G, y) =
∑

n

A`
n (G) exp 8

=8H8

'8
(37)

The result can be described by an effective theory where the coupling of the gauge

bosons to the localized charge current takes the form [35]:

∫

34G
∑

n

4
− lnΔ

∑

8

=2
8
;2B

2'2
8 9` (G) A`

n (G) , (38)

After Fourier transform, this reads:
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∫

34H

∫

34G

(

1

;2B2c lnΔ

)2

4
− y2

2;2B lnΔ 9` (G) �` (G, y) (39)

The localized matter is then felt as a Gaussian distribution of charge:

4
− y2

2f2 9` (G) f =
√

lnΔ ;B ∼ 1.66 ;B (40)

where Δ > 1 is a model/compactification dependent parameter defining the localisa-

tion width. A similar parameter enters in the coupling of KK gravitons to D-branes.

4 Symmetry Breaking Through Extra-Dimensions

Suppose that to hide the extra dimensions one "chooses" 3 a very small size for

the compactification radii. The natural scale would of course be of the order of

the string scale 1
'

∼ "B, which is then roughly 1
'

∼ "%. The isometries of

the compactification space allow us to obtain gauge symmetries, for example, in

Section 2 we obtained a * (1) gauge symmetry. Unfortunately, as noted by Oskar

Klein, a quantized elementary charge implies particles of mass ∼ 1
'

∼ "%. Note,

however, that this is a consequence of having imposed periodicity of the fields along

the internal directions, an unnecessary condition as we will see for two cases in this

section.

4.1 Wilson Lines and Gauge Symmetry Breaking

For a scalar field Φ, the four-dimensional effective potential can be written in the

Schwinger representation as:

+4 5 5 (Φ) = 1

2

∑

�

(−)��

∫

34?

(2c)4
log

[

?2 + "2
� (Φ)

]

= −1

2

∑

�

(−)��

∫ ∞

0

3C

C

∫

34?

(2c)4
4−C [?2+"2

�
(Φ)]

= − 1

32c2

∑

�

(−)��

∫ ∞

0

3C

C3
4−C"

2
�
(Φ)

= − 1

32c2

∑

�

(−)��

∫ ∞

0

3; ; 4−"
2
�
(Φ)/; (41)

3 We have seen above that the size of the extra dimensions is a vacuum expectation value of the

redion field, which must be dynamically determined by the minimization of a corresponding scalar

potential.
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where the sum is over all bosonic (�� = 0) and fermionic (�� = 1) degrees of freedom

with Φ-dependent masses "� (Φ) and we have made the change of variables C = 1/;.
It is useful to keep in mind that the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) contributions

correspond to the integration regions C → 0 (; → ∞) and C → ∞ (; → 0),

respectively.

Here we are interested in a peculiar case of scalar fields: Wilson lines that descend

from the dimensional reduction of a vector �̂" in higher dimensions4 . To illustrate

this, let us consider the action:

S =

∫

d5G
√

(−1)�6̂
{

�̂" Φ̂�̂" Φ̂
∗ − "̂2

Φ̂Φ̂
∗ − 1

4
�̂" # �̂

" #

}

, (42)

where �̂" # is the field strength of �̂" . We consider that �̂" is periodic

�̂" (G, I + 2c') = �̂" (G, I) ⇒ �̂" (G, I) = 1√
2c'

∑+∞
==−∞ �(=)" (G)4 8=I

' (43)

while Φ changes by a phase:

Φ̂(G, I+2c')=428 c@ΦlΦ̂(G, I) ⇒ Φ̂(G, I) = 1√
2c'

∑+∞
==−∞ i= (G)48 (=+@Φl)

I

' ,(44)

where @Φ is the* (1) charge of Φ and l an arbitrary constant. This boundary condi-

tion is allowed since the 5-dimensional theory has a global* (1) symmetry (as part

of the gauge symmetry). Let us now consider a non-vanishing internal component

of the gauge field < �(0)5 (G) >= ℎ0 ≠ 0. The mass term in the Lagrangian for the

scalar KK modes takes then the form:

(

"̂2 +
[= + 0
'

]2
)

|i= |2 (45)

where 0 is Wilson line given by:

0 = @Φl − @Φ6ℎ0' = @Φ

(

l − 6
∮

3H8

2c
�8

)

. (46)

It is straightforward to generalise to the case of 3 extra dimensions compactified

on circles with radii '8 > 1, in units of the fundamental (string) length scale, with

8 = 1, . . . , 3. Then, equation (45) becomes

"2
m,� = "

2
� (q) +

3
∑

8=1

[

<8 + 0�8 (q)
'8

]2

(47)

where � labels bosonic, but also fermionic, fields and m = {<1, · · · , <3} with <8
integers, while the H8 coordinates parametrise the 3-dimensional torus.

In the following, we take "2
�
= 0, leading to the one-loop effective potential:

4 The material presented here follows the work [38, 39].
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+4 5 5 (q) |torus = −
∑

�

∑

m

(−)��
1

32c2

∫ ∞

0

3; ; 4
−∑

8

(<8+0�8 )2

'2
8
; . (48)

We start by commuting the integral with the sum over the KK states. As the number

of KK states is infinite, we can perform a Poisson resummation:

+4 5 5 (q) |torus = −
∑

�

(−)��

∏3
8=1 '8

32 c
4−3

2

∑

n

42c8
∑

8 =80
�
8

∫ ∞

0

3; ;
2+3

2 4−c
2;
∑

8 =
2
8
'2
8(49)

The n = 0 contribution is a cosmological constant which is divergent in this simple

case, but irrelevant for the purpose of this review. For all n ≠ 0, the change of

variables: ; ′ = c2 ;
∑

8 =
2
8 '

2
8 and integration over ; ′ leads to:

+4 5 5 (q) |torus = −
∑

�

(−)��
Γ( 4+3

2
)

32c
12+3

2

3
∏

8=1

'8

∑

n≠0

42c8
∑

8 =80
�
8
(q)

[
∑

8 =
2
8
'2
8

]
4+3

2

(50)

which is finite for the q-dependent part of the effective potential and, thus, computable

in the field theory limit. It is important to stress again the importance, illustrated by

this computation, to keep the whole infinite tower of KK modes and not to truncate

them at some UV cut-off of the effective field theory.

The gauge field �̂" could in general be part of a non-abelian group. In this

case, Wilson lines can be turned on along the Cartan generators leading to breaking

patterns of the gauge group associated to vacuum expectation values in the adjoint

representation.

4.2 Coordinate Dependent Compactification and Supersymmetry

Breaking

It may happen that in particular compactifications, the internal scalar component

of the higher-dimensional gauge field does not survive as physical excitation in the

spectrum, but still discrete values are allowed associated to a discrete symmetry

of the theory. In this case, ℎ0 in (46) is absent and the parameter l takes discrete

values. Still, this leads to gauge group symmetry breaking, even in the absence of the

corresponding Higgs scalars in the spectrum. The net effect can also be interpreted

as discrete Wilson lines. This symmetry breaking by boundary conditions is also

called ‘coordinate dependent’ (or Scherk-Schwarz) compactification [40, 41], since

zero modes of charged fields acquire I-internal coordinate dependance, as it can be

seen in the KK-mode expansion (44).

The above mechanism of gauge symmetry breaking can be generalised to any

symmetry, such as supersymmetry that we discuss here. The relevant symmetry one

can use to break supersymmetry is R-symmetry that acts as a phase rotation of the

fermionic coordinates in the superspace. As a result, bosons and fermions which are



Extra Dimensions and Physics of Low Scale Strings 15

different superfield components transform differently and have different boundary

conditions (44), breaking supersymmetry. In general, such as in string theory, global

continuous R-symmetry is broken by the compactification to a discrete subgroup, so

that the supersymmetry breaking scale is not a free parameter, independent from the

compactification, or the string scale [42].

The simplest and universal example is a /2 parity that corresponds to the fermion

number. Thus, fermions change sign and, thus, @l = 1/2 in (44) leading to KK-

modes with half-integer frequencies, corresponding to 0 = 1/2 in (45). On the other

hand, bosons are invariant and their KK-modes remain unaffected. The resulting

supersymmetry breaking spectrum is identical to the Matsubara frequencies at finite

temperature, where the compactified space coordinate I is replaced by time with the

radius being replaced by the inverse temperature. Bosons are periodic with integer

frequencies, while fermions are antiperiodic leading to half-integer frequencies [43,

44, 6].

It turns out that coordinate dependent compactifications are exemples of freely

acting orbifolds without fixed points, implying the absence of boundary states (as-

sociated to twisted sectors). This is illustrated in a simple /2 example described

below.

Freely acting orbifold: Let us replace the interval (1//2 by combining the parity

transformation I → −I with the Kaluza-Klein parity (−)=. This amounts to shifting

I by c' and eliminates the fixed points since the end-points of the interval are now

exchanged by the orbifold action. Unlike the KK-mode decomposition (25) in the

(1//2 orrdifold, now both even and odd fields under I-parity can have cosine and

sine expansions, depending on the KK-parity which is even for = = 2: even integers

and odd for = = 2: − 1 odd integers:

Φ̂even (G, I) =
1

√
c'

i
4,4

0
(G) (51)

+
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
4,4

2:
(G) cos

2:I

'
+
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
4,>

2:−1
(G) sin

(2: − 1)I
'

Φ̂odd (G, I) =
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
>,4

2:−1
(G) cos

(2: − 1)I
'

+
√

2

c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
>,>

2:
(G) sin

2:I

'
,

where the second superscript of the mode functions i= refer to the even (4) or odd

(>) transformation with respect to the KK-parity that is combined with the action of

the I-parity of the 5-dimensional field and I-parity of the wave functions (even for

cosine and odd for sin) to form an overall even action under /2.

Scherk-Schwarz compactification: Let us consider now a Scherk-Schwarz com-

pactification described previously based on a /2 symmetry acting on the 5-

dimensional fields and imposing boundary conditions as in (44) with @l = 1/2,

so that odd fields are antiperiodic. This leads to the following KK-mode expancions:
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Φ̂% (G, I) =
1

√
2c'

+∞
∑

==−∞
i%= (G)48=

I

' (52)

=
1

√
2c'

i%0 (G) +
1

√
c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
%,'

:
(G) cos

2:I

2'
+ 1
√
c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
%,�

:
(G) sin

2:I

2'

Φ̂�(G, I) =
1

√
2c'

+∞
∑

==−∞
i�= (G)48 (=+

1
2
) I

'

=
1

√
c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
�,'

:
(G) cos

(2: − 1)I
2'

+ 1
√
c'

+∞
∑

:=1

i
�,�

:
(G) sin

(2: − 1)I
2'

,

where % (�) refers to periodic (antiperiodic) fields, while the superscripts ' and �

stand for the real and imaginary part of the corresponding mode function.

It is now easy to see that the expressions (51) and (52) can be identified upon

doubling the radius from the interval in (51) to the circle in (52) and the identification:

i%: = i
4,4

2:
− 8i>,>

2:
; i�: = i

>,4

2:
− 8i4,>

2:
. (53)

5 Extra-Dimensions and the Swampland Conjectures

Additional dimensions play a central role in string theory. Indeed, one does not have

to live in the flat space-time of the critical string dimensions, but by means of a

different ‘dimensional reduction’, one can restrict the number of infinite dimensions

of the space where the effective field theory lives. Several properties of the known

string theory compactification models have recently been promoted as properties of

all quantum theories of gravity by a series of conjectures. Two conjectures are of

particular interest here. The first is the Distance Conjecture stating that in directions

of large distances in the moduli space, there is a tower of light states with masses

exponentially small with the proper distance measured in Planck units. The second

is the Weak Gravity Conjecture stating that gravity is the weakest force. This implies

the existence of a state with charge bigger than its mass in Planck units, allowing

black holes to decay, evading stable remnants.

5.1 Very weak couplings

The Swampland Conjectures [45, 46] forbid arbitrarily small gauge coupling. This

is if we can take it to zero, we get a global symmetry which is argued to be absent in

quantum gravity. We will illustrate the obstruction to taking this limit in an example,

that of the dark photon.

In string theory, one can suppress the strength of gauge coupling 6- by taking X-
extra dimensions to be large. Indeed, one can express 6- as
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62
- =

(2c) X-+1 6B

+- "
X-
B

(54)

or equivalently as

62
- = 2c6B

(

8

62
B

) X- /3 (

"B

"Pl

)2X- /3
(55)

Taking all the compact dimensions large (X- = 3), we get [47, 48]

6- =

√

16 c

6B

"B

"Pl

∼ 4 × 10−14

(

0.2

6B

)1/2 (
"B

10 TeV

)

(56)

For 6 ∼ 10−14, we see that new physics would appear at the scale: Λ*+ . "B ∼
6"Pl ∼ 10 TeV. This is the order of magnitude of the smallest string scale allowed

by experiments, as we have seen above. So much small values of gauge couplings are

not allowed in such theories. Moreover, independently of experiments, we see that

the limit 6- → 0 implies Λ*+ → 0, and there is no more energy region where the

effective theory is valid. This is an illustration of Magnetic Weak Gravity Conjecture.

On the other hand, taking X- = 0, or alternatively chosing +- of string size

∼ "
−X-
(

, one obtains 6- ∼ √
6B while "B ∼ 6B"Pl when all compactification

sizes are of order the string length. Thus, 6- can because small by choosing a tiny

string coupling 6B. A realisation of this possibility is within the limit of little string

theory [49, 50], or using heterotic small instantons [51].

Consider heterotic strings compactified on a  3 fibered over a two-dimensional

base %1 such that the approximation

< + 3+%1 >≃< + 3 >< +%1 > (57)

is valid. Here, +%1 and + 3 denote the volume of %1 and  3, respectively. If all the

compact dimensions are large:

"2
Pl =

64 c

62
B

"8
B < + 3+%1 > (58)

We assume here that the Standard Model states arise from small instantons localised

on  3. The volume +%1 is then forced to remain of order one to avoid suppressing

the Standard Model gauge couplings[51]. We have [48]

62
- =

6B

2

1

"B < +%1 >
= 4

√
c
"B

"Pl

"2
B

√

< + 3 > ∼ 6 × 10−14 "B

10 TeV
(59)

where in the last estimate we used a string size  3, < + 3 >∼ "−4
B . We can get now

tiny gauge coupling for the dark photon not by large + 3 but also taking a tiny 6B.

For instance: 6B ∼ 10−13 leads to "B ∼ 10 TeV.
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We conclude that tiny couplings request either very large extra dimensions or a

low string scale, therefore an infinite tower of KK states or of string resonances. The

weaker the coupling, the lower the energy at which these towers appear.

5.2 The Dark Dimension

We very briefly mention the recent proposal for one extra dimension of length in

the micrometer range. There are indications that if one continuously takes the limit

of an AdS space cosmological constant towards zero, there is a tower of states that

become very light with masses that go parametrically like |Λ|−1/4 [52]. In [53], the

authors assume that dS solutions will behave in this respect as AdS spaces. Further,

they assume that these tower of states have the description of KK modes of an extra

dimension. Given the tiny size of our Universe dark energy, these states are very

light and do not decouple from the EFT:

< ∼ _′ Λ 1
4 , _′ ∼ 10 − 103 (60)

This requires ' ∼ 0.1 − 10 `< and corresponds to a fundamental scale of order

∼ 109 − 1010 GeV which falls in the intermediate energies region mentioned above.
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We investigate the neutral-current neutrino-nucleon deep inelastic scattering with particular em-
phasis on short-range correlation and EMC effect, as well as their impact on the weak-mixing angle
sin2

θW determination. The ratios of structure function F
A

2(NC) and xF
A

3(NC) are presented where
the nuclei A are chosen as carbon, iron and lead. One kind of universal modification function is
proposed which would provide a nontrivial test of SRC universality on the platform of neutrino-
nucleon DIS. In addition, we study the impact of “SRC-driven” nuclear effects on the extraction of
sin2

θW which is naturally associated with the renowned NuTeV anomaly. The results indicate that
these effects may account for a substantial fraction of the NuTeV anomaly and considerably affect
the value of extracted sin2

θW .

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino-nucleon scattering provides one of the most
precise platforms for the weak neutral current. The high
statistics measurements of neutrino deep inelastic scat-
tering (DIS) on heavy nuclear targets have attracted lots
of attention due to their importance in global fits of par-
ton distribution functions (PDFs). Besides, the data on
ν and ν̄, contrary to charged leptons, give direct access
to both the weak-mixing angle θW and the Z0 coupling
to (anti)neutrinos.
Owing to the weak nature of neutrino interactions, the

use of heavy nuclear targets is unavoidable in neutrino
DIS experiments, and this complicates the extraction of
relevant observables because of the nuclear effects. The
original idea of having nuclear effects in PDFs was driven
by data in DIS measurements performed by the European
Muon Collaboration (EMC) and subsequently conformed
by other experiments [1–6]. They found a reduction of
the cross section per nucleon in nucleus A compared with
deuteron in the valence quark dominated regime 0.3 <
x < 0.7, here x is the Bjorken variable. This phenomenon
is referred to as the EMC effect. One should note that
there is no consensus on the exact nature of EMC effect
until now.
Recently, the possible connection between the EMC

effect and short-range correlation (SRC) has been in-
vestigated substantially [7–18]. The two-nucleon SRC
is defined experimentally as having small center-of-mass
momentum and large relative momentum, it describes
the probability that two nucleons are close in coordi-
nate space, as a result of nontrivial nucleon-nucleon in-
teractions in the nucleus. One can refer to this nicely

∗ yangxinghua@sdut.edu.cn
† Corresponding author. fhuang@sjtu.edu.cn
‡ Corresponding author. xuji phy@zzu.edu.cn

written review [19] for more details. The neutrino-
nucleon DIS is an ideal platform for testing nucleon struc-
tures and SRC interpretation of the EMC effect, in this
work, we will study the neutral-current neutrino-nucleon
DIS where the nuclei A are selected to be 12C, 56Fe
and 208Pb. The structure functions FA

2(NC)(x,Q
2) and

xFA
3(NC)(x,Q

2) are calculated with consideration of nu-

clear PDFs (NPDFs) in terms of EPPS21 parametriza-
tion, and we choose CT18ANLO as free nucleon baseline
[20, 21]. One kind of universal modification functions was
proposed in this process which can be viewed as nontriv-
ial tests of SRC universality on the platform of neutrino-
nucleon scattering. Here universality means the partonic
structure from the correlated nucleon-nucleon SRC pair
is the same for all kinds of nuclei.

Compared to charged lepton-nucleon scattering, data
on neutrino-nucleon are in short supply, and the under-
standing of nuclear effects in them are therefore pretty
limited. In addition to testing the SRC universality,
there is an even more important issue, we explore the
way in which the “SRC-driven” nuclear effects modify
the extraction of weak-mixing angle sin2 θW , which is
a key parameter in the electroweak sector of the Stan-
dard Model (SM) [22–24]. The precise determination
of this angle is among the fundamental works in par-
ticle physics and it had been accurately measured by
collider experiments. Nevertheless, the NuTeV Collabo-
ration reported an anomalously large weak-mixing angle
sin2 θW = 0.2277± 0.0013 (stat) ± 0.0009 (syst) [25, 26].
There is a three-sigma discrepancy between this result
and global analysis of other data sin2 θW = 0.2227 ±

0.0004. This is the renowned NuTeV anomaly, which has
not been fully understood yet. Since this anomaly came
up, a lot of detailed data analyzing works followed, the
results raise a deep question as to whether the neutrino
DIS data could be combined with the charged-lepton DIS
data to get better NPDFs [27–32].

This situation requires resolution. Historically, the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.11538v1
mailto:yangxinghua@sdut.edu.cn
mailto:Corresponding author. fhuang@sjtu.edu.cn
mailto:Corresponding author. xuji_phy@zzu.edu.cn
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precise measurement of θW is closely related to new
physics (NP) [33–35], and many mechanisms based on
NP were proposed to explain the cause of this anomaly
[36, 37]. Meanwhile, a number of works that attempted
to interpret the NuTeV result within the context of the
SM have been suggested, and most of them have the po-
tential to attenuate the anomaly [38–48]. These works
largely focused on nucleon charge symmetry violating
(CSV) effects, finite distributions of strange sea quarks,
as well as nuclear corrections such as Fermi motion and
binding and the isovector EMC effect. If one or more
contributions mentioned above are as large as expected
in the references, it undoubtedly will be a milestone dis-
covery concerning fundamental QCD effects in nuclei. In
spite of these remarkable efforts, effects from the SRCs
of the bound nucleon have not been investigated in re-
lation to the NuTeV anomaly. These effects are poten-
tially essential since they are widely accepted as one of
the leading approaches for explaining the EMC effect.

It is known that the Paschos-Wolfenstein (PW) rela-
tion which was deduced for the isoscalar nucleon R−

A =
(

σνA
NC − σν̄A

NC

)

/
(

σνA
CC − σν̄A

CC

)

= 1/2 − sin2 θW [49], was

used for the determination of sin2 θW in NuTeV exper-
iment. Here, σνA

NC and σνA
CC are the deep inelastic cross

sections for neutral-current (NC) and charged-current
(CC) neutrino-nucleon interactions, and A represents the
target. In this paper, motivated by the correlation be-
tween the EMC effect and the SRC scale factor, we derive
a modified PW relation. Then, we discuss its impact on
the extraction of sin2 θW .

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II,
the formalism and results of structure functions in NC
neutrino-nucleon DIS will be briefly reviewed, and the
proposal of one kind of universal modification function is
discussed. In Sec. III we study the “SRC-driven” nuclear
corrections of the PW relation and their possible effects
on the extraction of sin2 θW . We conclude in Sec. IV.

II. UNIVERSAL MODIFICATION FUNCTION

IN NC NEUTRINO-NUCLEON DIS

As illustrated in Fig. 1, a high energy neutrino interacts
with a nucleon through the exchange of a neutral Z0

boson, producing a corresponding neutrino and hadron in
the final states. These processes can be analyzed by the
following Lorentz invariants: the Bjorken scaling variable
x ≡ Q2/(2p · q); the inelasticity y ≡ (2p · k)/(2p · q); the
negative squared four momentum transfer Q2 ≡ −q2.

The cross section for NC (anti)neutrino interactions

ν/ν̄(k) ν/ν̄(k′)

Z0(q)

quark quark′

XN(p)

FIG. 1: A schematic diagram for neutral-current
neutrino-nucleon DIS. The process was carried out

through the exchange of an electroweak gauge boson Z0.

with the nucleon in nucleus A is given by

dσνA
NC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

2π (1 +Q2/M2
Z)

2

[

F νA
1(NC)xy

2

+F νA
2(NC) (1− y) + F νA

3(NC)xy
(

1−
y

2

)]

,

dσν̄A
NC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

2π (1 +Q2/M2
Z)

2

[

F ν̄A
1(NC)xy

2

+F ν̄A
2(NC) (1− y)− F ν̄A

3(NC)xy
(

1−
y

2

)]

. (1)

Here GF is the Fermi coupling constant and s is the
square of the center-of-mass energy. The expressions
above can be reduced by Callan-Gross relation F νA

2(NC) =

2xF νA
1(NC), F

ν̄A
2(NC) = 2xF ν̄A

1(NC) [50]. In the above expres-

sion, we have omitted the explicit dependence on x and
Q2 for brevity. The structure functions for a nucleus
with the mass number A and the atomic number Z can
be decomposed into two parts

F νA
2(NC) =

Z

A
F

νp/A
2(NC) +

A− Z

A
F

νn/A
2(NC) ,

F ν̄A
2(NC) =

Z

A
F

ν̄p/A
2(NC) +

A− Z

A
F

ν̄n/A
2(NC) , (2)

which can be further expressed in terms of NPDFs:

FA
2(NC) = F νA

2(NC) + F ν̄A
2(NC)

= 4x
Z

A

[

(u2
L + u2

R)(u
A+
p + cA+

p )

+(d2L + d2R)(d
A+
p + sA+

p )
]

+4x
A− Z

A

[

(u2
L + u2

R)(u
A+
n + cA+

n )

+(d2L + d2R)(d
A+
n + sA+

n )
]

. (3)

Here the left- and right-handed couplings for a quark are
expressed as uL = 1

2 − 2
3 sin

2 θW , uR = − 2
3 sin

2 θW and

dL = − 1
2 + 1

3 sin
2 θW , dR = 1

3 sin
2 θW . We also define

qA± ≡ qA ± q̄A.
The size of partonic CSV correction to NuTeV anomaly

has been estimated to be significant [47, 48]. Never-
theless, since this correction has been relatively well
studied and we are only interested in the SRC-induced
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nuclear corrections, the isospin symmetry uA
p (ū

A
p ) =

dAn (d̄
A
n ) , d

A
p (d̄

A
p ) = uA

n (ū
A
n ) , s

A
p (s̄

A
p ) = sAn (s̄

A
n ) , c

A
p (c̄

A
p ) =

cAn (c̄
A
n ) will be utilized in this paper. Therefore, the ex-

pression for the structure function in Eq. (3) simplifies
to

FA
2(NC) = 2

Z

A
2x

[

(u2
L + u2

R)u
A+
p + (d2L + d2R)d

A+
p

]

+2
A− Z

A
2x

[

(u2
L + u2

R)d
A+
p + (d2L + d2R)u

A+
p

]

+4x
[

(u2
L + u2

R)(c
A+
p ) + (d2L + d2R)s

A+
p

]

. (4)

Similarly, the xFA
3(NC) is

xFA
3(NC) = 2

Z

A
2x

[

(u2
L − u2

R)u
A−
p + (d2L − d2R)d

A−
p

]

+2
A− Z

A
2x

[

(u2
L − u2

R)d
A−
p + (d2L − d2R)u

A−
p

]

+4x
[

(u2
L − u2

R)c
A−
p + (d2L − d2R)s

A−
p

]

. (5)

The NPDF f
p/A
i (x,Q2) can be defined relative to the free

proton PDF fp
i (x,Q

2) as [20]

f
p/A
i

(

x,Q2
)

= RA
i

(

x,Q2
)

fp
i

(

x,Q2
)

, (6)

where i denotes the types of partons and RA
i

(

x,Q2
)

refers to nuclear modification factor. The free proton
baseline is CT18ANLO [21].
We define the ratios in line with Ref. [15]

R(FA
2(NC);x,Q

2) = FA
2(NC)/F2(NC) ,

R(xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2) =
(

xFA
3(NC)

)

/
(

xF3(NC)

)

. (7)

Here F2(NC) and xF3(NC) have the same expressions of

FA
2(NC) and xFA

3(NC), just with the NPDFs in nucleon

replaced by PDFs in free proton. With Eq. (6) and
Eq. (7), we depict the dependence of R(FA

2(NC);x,Q
2)

and R(xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2) on x in Fig. 2. The Q2 is fixed to

20GeV2, which is attainable in many neutrino-nucleon
scattering experiments. A comparison will be conducted
between this figure and Fig. 3 that appears subsequently.
Motivated by the amazing linear correlation between

the EMC effect and the SRC scale factor which has re-
ceived enormous attention in recent years, we parameter-
ize the u and d quark distributions in the EMC region
as that for the structure function in Ref. [51, 52] by as-
suming that all nuclear modifications originate from the
nucleon-nucleon SRCs,

up/A
v

(

x,Q2
)

=
1

Z

[

Zup
v

(

x,Q2
)

+ nA
src δu

p
v

(

x,Q2
)]

,

dp/Av

(

x,Q2
)

=
1

Z

[

Zdpv
(

x,Q2
)

+ nA
src δd

p
v

(

x,Q2
)]

, (8)

where nA
src represents number of nucleon-nucleon pairs in

nucleus A, notably the subscript v in up
v and dpv means

distributions of valence quark since experimental results
pointed to the EMC effect being due to a change in the
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)2
; x

,Q
A 2(

N
C

)
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2=20 GeV2Q

C
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Pb

 

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
x

0.8

0.85

0.9

0.95

1

1.05

1.1

1.15

)2
; x

,Q
A 3(

N
C

)
R

(x
F

2=20 GeV2Q

C

Fe

Pb

 

FIG. 2: The ratios (a) R(FA
2(NC);x,Q

2) and (b)

R(xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2) as functions of x with Q2 = 20GeV2.

The black, red and green lines correspond to C, Fe and
Pb respectively.

valence quark distributions [53, 54]. δup
v and δdpv repre-

sent the difference between u and d valence quark distri-
butions in the SRC pair and in the free proton respec-
tively.
We then rearrange equation Eq. (8) with the aid of

parametrization in Eq. (6):

δup
v

(

x,Q2
)

/up
v

(

x,Q2
)

=
(

RA
uv

(

x,Q2
)

− 1
)

/
(

nA
src/ZA

)

,

δdpv
(

x,Q2
)

/dpv
(

x,Q2
)

=
(

RA
dv

(

x,Q2
)

− 1
)

/
(

nA
src/ZA

)

.

(9)

Because δup
v and δdpv are assumed to be nucleus-

independent, our model predicts that the left-hand side
of Eq. (9) should be a universal function, here universal
means they are the same for all kinds of nuclei. This
indicates that the nucleus-dependent quantities on the
right-hand side of Eq. (9) combine to give a nucleus-
independent result. This universality of SRC can be
illustrated more specifically by introducing one kind of
universal modification functions

RM (FA
2(NC);x,Q

2)=
2ZA

AA

R(FA
2(NC);x,Q

2)− 1

aA2
,

RM (xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2)=
2ZA

AA

R(xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2)− 1

aA2
. (10)
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Here aA2 =
(

nA
src/A

)

/
(

nd
src/2

)

is the SRC scale factor of
nucleus A respect to that of deuteron which can be mea-
sured through the nuclear structure functions at x> 1.5
region [55, 56]. In fact, the role of RM is normalizing
the ratios defined in Eq. (7) by the respective SRC scale
factors. The universal modification functions are plot-
ted in Fig. 3, it can be seen that the ratios of different
nuclei tend to shrink substantially compared with those
in Fig. 2. This universality has been investigated in the
CC neutrino-nucleon DIS previously [15], our result in
the NC process here supports the theoretical assump-
tion raised in Eq. (8) and indicates that in the valence
quark dominated regime 0.3 < x < 0.7, the EMC effect
is mainly caused by SRC pairs. Fig. 3 is a nontrivial
test of SRC universality, providing a new clue to under-
stand how the relatively long-range nuclear interaction
influences the short-distance parton structure inside the
nucleon.
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x

0.03−

0.02−

0.01−

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

)2
; x

,Q
A 2(

N
C

)
(F

M
R

2=20 GeV2Q

C

Fe

Pb

 

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
x

0.03−

0.02−

0.01−

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

)2
; x

,Q
A 3(

N
C

)
(x

F
M

R

2=20 GeV2Q

C

Fe

Pb

 

FIG. 3: The ratios (a) RM (FA
2(NC);x,Q

2) and (b)

RM (xFA
3(NC);x,Q

2) present the universality of SRC

contributions with EPPS21 parametrization.

III. MODIFIED PW RELATION AND ITS

IMPACT ON sin2
θW DETERMINATION

The NuTeV target is mainly the iron nuclei, nuclear
corrections should be carefully taken into account for a

precise determination of sin2 θW . In this section, we de-
rive a modified PW relation that has taken the SRC of
nucleons into account. Then, we discuss a possible nu-
clear modification factor that could change the extracted
sin2 θW value.
The differential cross sections of charged-current

(anti)neutrino-nucleon DIS expressed in terms of NPDFs
are:

dσνA
CC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

π (1 +Q2/M2
W )

2x

×
[

dA + sA + (1− y)2(ūA + c̄A)
]

,

dσν̄A
CC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

π (1 +Q2/M2
W )

2x

×
[

d̄A + s̄A + (1− y)2(uA + cA)
]

. (11)

For the NC neutrino-nucleon scattering, the differential
cross sections are:

dσνA
NC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

π (1 +Q2/M2
Z)

2x

{

[u2
L + u2

R(1 − y)2](uA + cA)

+[u2
R + u2

L(1− y)2](ūA + c̄A)

+[d2L + d2R(1− y)2](dA + sA)

+[d2R + d2L(1− y)2](d̄A + s̄A)

}

,

dσν̄A
NC

dxdy
=

G2
F s

π (1 +Q2/M2
Z)

2x

{

[u2
R + u2

L(1 − y)2](uA + cA)

+[u2
L + u2

R(1− y)2](ūA + c̄A)

+[d2R + d2L(1− y)2](dA + sA)

+[d2L + d2R(1− y)2](d̄A + s̄A)

}

. (12)

Utilizing Eq. (11) and Eq. (12), we obtain the PW rela-
tion in the form of parton distributions [41],

R−
A=

(

1− (1− y)2
)

×
(u2

L − u2
R)(u

A
v + cAv ) + (d2L − d2R)(d

A
v + sAv )

dAv + sAv − (1− y)2(uA
v + cAv )

.(13)

The valence quark PDFs are defined by qAv ≡ qA − q̄A.
We can parameterize uA

v and dAv in the EMC region as
we did in Eq. (8), therefore for a certain nucleus with the
mass number A, the atomic number Z and neutron num-
ber N , it’s valence u and d quark distributions would be
decomposed into contributions from unmodified protons
and neutrons and np SRC pairs with modified quark dis-
tributions:

uA
v =

1

A

[

(Z − nA
src)u

p
v + (N − nA

src)u
n
v + nA

src (ũ
p
v + ũn

v )
]

=
1

A

[

Zup
v +Ndpv + nA

src(δu
p
v + δun

v )
]

. (14)

Here the partonic charge symmetry between free proton
and neutron un

v = dpv has been utilized. ũp
v and ũn

v are
the modified distributions for protons and neutrons in
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SRC pairs and δup
v ≡ ũp

v − up
v (similarly for δun

v ). It is
analogous for dAv ,

dAv =
1

A

[

Zdpv +Nup
v + nA

src(δd
p
v + δdnv )

]

. (15)

In nucleus A, the isospin symmetry u
p/A
v = d

n/A
v and

d
p/A
v = u

n/A
v restricts:

δdnv =
N

Z
δup

v , δun
v =

N

Z
δdpv . (16)

This makes Eq. (14) and Eq. (15) into

uA
v =

Zup
v +Ndpv
A

+
nA
src

A

(

δup
v +

N

Z
δdpv

)

,

dAv =
Zdpv +Nup

v

A
+

nA
src

A

(

δdpv +
N

Z
δup

v

)

. (17)

Next, we define neutron excess constant ǫn as well as
∆+, ∆− by

ǫn ≡
N − Z

A
, ∆+ ≡ δdpv + δup

v , ∆− ≡ δdpv − δup
v .

(18)

Substituting Eqs. (17) and Eq. (18) together with the cou-
pling constants into Eq. (13), we can reexpress R−

A :

R−
A=

[

y(y − 2)
(

A(1 + ǫn)
[

sAv − cAv

+(3up
v + 3dpv + 2sAv + 4cAv ) cos2θW+2ǫn(d

p
v − up

v) sin
2θW

]

+nA
src

[

4ǫn∆
− sin2θW + 6∆+ cos2θW

]

)

]/[

6
(

A(1 + ǫn)

×
[

y(y − 2)(up
v + dpv)− (2− 2y + y2)ǫn(d

p
v − up

v)

−2sAv + 2(1− y)2cAv
]

+ 2nA
src

[

(−2 + 2y − y2)ǫn∆
−

+y(y − 2)∆+
]

)

]

. (19)

The neutron excess effects, i.e., the ǫn terms, have been
taken into account in the NuTeV analysis [25], with the
assumption that the target is composed of free nucleons.
The “valence” strange and charm distributions are very
tiny, if not negligible [26, 47]. These sources of corrections
would not be discussed in this work, since we are inter-
ested in finding out the influence of the “SRC-driven”
nuclear effects, i.e., ∆± related terms. We reduce R−

A in
Eq. (19) by considering that these terms are small, retain

only the leading power corrections,

R−
A =

1

2
− sin2 θW

−(sAv − cAv )
nA
src

A

(

∆+
)

×
y(y − 2)

(

y(y − 2) + 2(3 + y(y − 2)) cos 2θW
)

3
(

y(y − 2)(up
v + dpv)

)2

+ǫn
nA
src

A

(

∆−
)

×
y(y − 2) + 2(3 + y(y − 2)) cos 2θW

3y(y − 2)
(

up
v + dpv + 2

nA
src

A ∆+
)

+O(other corrections) . (20)

The first term is the PW relation [49]. The second and
third terms are corrections caused by ∆±, here “other
corrections” means the higher corrections of ∆± and cor-
rections of ǫn, s

A
v , c

A
v which are not related to ∆±. We

note reader that the up
v and dpv are PDFs of free proton.

In order to explore whether the ∆± corrections could
explain, or at least partially, the NuTeV anomaly,
we combine Eq. (6) and Eq. (8) to obtain estimates of
nA
src∆

±,

nA
src(∆

+) = Z
[

(RA
dv

− 1)dpv + (RA
uv

− 1)up
v

]

,

nA
src(∆

−) = Z
[

(RA
dv

− 1)dpv − (RA
uv

− 1)up
v

]

. (21)

The contribution of the second term in Eq. (20) is almost
zero since it is proportional to (sAv − cAv ) and the con-
tribution of the third term is related to neutron excess
constant.
In the NuTeV measurements, 97% of the data is con-

tained within 1GeV2 <Q2 < 140GeV2, 0.01< x< 0.75.
The average Q2 = 25.6GeV2 and Eν = 120GeV for ν
events as well as Q2 = 15.4GeV2 and Eν̄ = 112GeV
for ν̄ events. In our estimation, we have adopted Q2 =
20GeV2, E = 116GeV. Fig. 4 shows the shape of ∆−

correction term as a function of x. As one can see, the
magnitude of this correction is strongly dependent on the
neutron excess constant which is 0/12, 4/56 and 44/208
for 12C, 56Fe and 208Pb, respectively. Another essen-
tial feature illustrated in this figure is that the functions
change their signs at x ≈ 0.25 where the transition from
antishadowing region to the EMC region takes place. The
∆− correction term of 56Fe implies a resulting decrease
in the NuTeV value of sin2 θW and becomes comparable
to the NuTeV deviation (0.2227− 0.2277 = −0.0050).
We then proceed to simply average the curve of 56Fe

over x from 0.05 to 0.7 to investigate the order of magni-
tude effects of ∆− term on extracting sin2 θW . It is plot-
ted in Fig. 5. The ∆− term depends on the momentum
transfer significantly, which is approximately as same as
the NuTeV deviation at Q2 = 20GeV2. This kind of
simple average could overestimate the contributions from
large x region, since much of the data in NuTeV came
from x ≤ 0.2 where our assumptions in Eq. (14) and
Eq. (15) would not be very suitable.
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FIG. 4: The ∆− correction term is evaluated at
Q2 = 20GeV2. The black, red and green lines

correspond to C, Fe and Pb respectively.
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FIG. 5: The red dashed line indicates the negative value
of ∆− term averaged on x. The black solid line refers to
the NuTeV deviation for convenience of comparison.

Since our results shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 are
mainly derived from parametrizations in EPPS21 and
CT18ANLO as well as “SRC-driven” nuclear effects as-
sumption, there is little model dependence in our con-
clusion that the ∆− term has a effect of reducing the
NuTeV result for sin2 θW . It is important to remember
that NuTeV does not measure directly R−

A , but rather
measures ratios of experimental candidates within kine-
matic criteria and compares them to Monte Carlo sim-
ulations [26]. The average Q2 ≈ 20GeV2 was obtained
from Monte Carlo simulation, in fact the actual kinemat-
ics of the selected events is poorly known. Therefore our
results are not directly applicable to the NuTeV data,
but only indicate some general features of “SRC-driven”
nuclear effects on the extraction of weak-mixing angle.
Previous works indicate the CSV correction may ex-

plain roughly half of the NuTeV discrepancy with the
SM and the correction from strange quark asymmetry

has a significant uncertainty. Other studies of nuclear
corrections to the R−

A include Fermi motion and nuclear
shadowing effects [57, 58]. Each experiment requires a
specific analysis according to the relevant experimental
conditions. Principally, all of the corrections mentioned
above should be formally incorporated into a reanalysis
of the NuTeV data, with good control over various sys-
tematic uncertainties, before we could claim that there
is no longer any significant discrepancy between the pre-
dictions of the SM and the NuTeV data.
The future high luminosity EIC would allow for a series

of precision extractions of sin2 θW [59]. Besides, the pro-
posed LHC Forward Physics Facility (FPF) is estimated
to about 3% precision on measuring sin2 θW at Q ≈

10GeV [60]. Other future experiments include DUNE,
Moller, IsoDAR, MESA-P2, etc. [61–64], which would
shed new light on the long-standing NuTeV anomaly.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we have studied neutral-current neutrino-
nucleon DIS with a particular interest in the relationship
between SRC and the EMC effect. The ratios of structure
function FA

2(NC)(x,Q
2) and xFA

3(NC)(x,Q
2) are presented

to illustrate that the EMC effect in different nuclei can
be described by the abundance of SRC pairs and the
proposed modification functions in this work are in fact
universal.
In addition, we have derived a modified PW relation

for nuclei motivated by the correlation between the EMC
effect and the SRC scale factor. Taking advantage of this
relation, we found the “SRC-driven” nuclear effects may
account for a substantial fraction of the NuTeV anomaly.
This conclusion may have fundamental consequences for
our understanding of nucleon structure. Apart from the
importance mentioned above, we think the idea of inves-
tigating correlation between EMC and SRC effects with
modified PW relation R−

A on the platform of NuTeV and
other future neutrino-nucleon scattering experiments in
itself is pretty stimulating.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Prof.Wei Wang for the careful reading of the
manuscript and suggestions. J.X. is supported in part
by National Natural Science Foundation of China un-
der Grant No. 12105247, the China Postdoctoral Science
Foundation under Grant No. 2021M702957. X.H.Y. was
supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Shan-
dong Province under Grant No. ZR2021QA040. F.H
is supported in part by Natural Science Foundation of
China under Grant No. 12125503.



7

[1] J. J. Aubert et al. [European Muon], Phys. Lett. B 123,
275-278 (1983) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(83)90437-9

[2] M. Arneodo et al. [European Muon], Phys. Lett. B 211,
493-499 (1988) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(88)91900-4

[3] M. Arneodo et al. [European Muon], Nucl. Phys. B 333,
1-47 (1990) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(90)90221-X

[4] D. Allasia et al. [New Muon (NMC)], Phys. Lett. B 249,
366-372 (1990) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(90)91270-L

[5] J. Gomez, R. G. Arnold, P. E. Bosted, C. C. Chang,
A. T. Katramatou, G. G. Petratos, A. A. Rahbar,
S. E. Rock, A. F. Sill and Z. M. Szalata, et al. Phys. Rev.
D 49, 4348-4372 (1994) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.49.4348.

[6] J. Seely, A. Daniel, D. Gaskell, J. Arrington,
N. Fomin, P. Solvignon, R. Asaturyan, F. Benmokhtar,
W. Boeglin and B. Boillat, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett.
103, 202301 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.202301
[arXiv:0904.4448 [nucl-ex]].

[7] L. B. Weinstein, E. Piasetzky, D. W. Higinbotham,
J. Gomez, O. Hen and R. Shneor, Phys. Rev. Lett.
106, 052301 (2011) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.052301
[arXiv:1009.5666 [hep-ph]].

[8] K. S. Egiyan et al. [CLAS], Phys. Rev. Lett.
96, 082501 (2006) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.082501
[arXiv:nucl-ex/0508026 [nucl-ex]].

[9] O. Hen, M. Sargsian, L. B. Weinstein, E. Piasetzky,
H. Hakobyan, D. W. Higinbotham, M. Braverman,
W. K. Brooks, S. Gilad and K. P. Adhikari, et al. Sci-
ence 346, 614-617 (2014) doi:10.1126/science.1256785
[arXiv:1412.0138 [nucl-ex]].

[10] M. Duer et al. [CLAS], Nature 560, no.7720, 617-621
(2018) doi:10.1038/s41586-018-0400-z

[11] J. W. Chen, W. Detmold, J. E. Lynn and A. Schwenk,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, no.26, 262502 (2017)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.262502 [arXiv:1607.03065
[hep-ph]].

[12] J. Xu and F. Yuan, Phys. Lett. B 801, 135187 (2020)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135187 [arXiv:1908.10413
[hep-ph]].

[13] Y. Hatta, M. Strikman, J. Xu and F. Yuan, Phys. Lett.
B 803, 135321 (2020) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135321
[arXiv:1911.11706 [hep-ph]].

[14] J. E. Lynn, D. Lonardoni, J. Carlson, J. W. Chen,
W. Detmold, S. Gandolfi and A. Schwenk, J. Phys. G
47, no.4, 045109 (2020) doi:10.1088/1361-6471/ab6af7
[arXiv:1903.12587 [nucl-th]].

[15] F. Huang, J. Xu and X. H. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 104,
no.3, 033002 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.033002
[arXiv:2103.07873 [hep-ph]].

[16] S. M. Hu, Y. S. Luan and J. Xu, [arXiv:2112.14549 [hep-
ph]].

[17] V. Bertone, R. Gauld and J. Rojo, JHEP 01, 217
(2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)217 [arXiv:1808.02034
[hep-ph]].

[18] R. Wang, N. N. Ma and T. F. Wang, Chin. Phys. C
47, no.4, 044103 (2023) doi:10.1088/1674-1137/acb7d0
[arXiv:2207.10980 [nucl-th]].

[19] O. Hen, G. A. Miller, E. Piasetzky and L. B. We-
instein, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, no.4, 045002 (2017)
doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.89.045002 [arXiv:1611.09748
[nucl-ex]].

[20] K. J. Eskola, P. Paakkinen, H. Paukkunen and
C. A. Salgado, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, no.5, 413 (2022)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10359-0 [arXiv:2112.12462
[hep-ph]].

[21] T. J. Hou, J. Gao, T. J. Hobbs, K. Xie, S. Du-
lat, M. Guzzi, J. Huston, P. Nadolsky, J. Pumplin and
C. Schmidt, et al. Phys. Rev. D 103, no.1, 014013 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.014013 [arXiv:1912.10053
[hep-ph]].

[22] K. S. Kumar, S. Mantry, W. J. Marciano and
P. A. Souder, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 63,
237-267 (2013) doi:10.1146/annurev-nucl-102212-170556
[arXiv:1302.6263 [hep-ex]].

[23] C. Marquet, S. Y. Wei and B. W. Xiao, Phys. Lett. B
802, 135253 (2020) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135253
[arXiv:1909.08572 [hep-ph]].

[24] S. y. Wei, Phys. Lett. B 817, 136356 (2021)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136356 [arXiv:2009.06514
[hep-ph]].

[25] G. P. Zeller et al. [NuTeV], Phys. Rev. Lett.
88, 091802 (2002) [erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett.
90, 239902 (2003)] doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.091802
[arXiv:hep-ex/0110059 [hep-ex]].

[26] G. P. Zeller et al. [NuTeV], Phys. Rev. D 65,
111103 (2002) [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 67,
119902 (2003)] doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.111103
[arXiv:hep-ex/0203004 [hep-ex]]. [27]

[27] M. Tzanov et al. [NuTeV], Phys. Rev. D 74,
012008 (2006) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.74.012008
[arXiv:hep-ex/0509010 [hep-ex]].

[28] I. Schienbein, J. Y. Yu, C. Keppel, J. G. Morfin, F. Ol-
ness and J. F. Owens, Phys. Rev. D 77, 054013 (2008)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.054013 [arXiv:0710.4897 [hep-
ph]].

[29] I. Schienbein, J. Y. Yu, K. Kovarik, C. Keppel,
J. G. Morfin, F. Olness and J. F. Owens, Phys. Rev.
D 80, 094004 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.094004
[arXiv:0907.2357 [hep-ph]].

[30] M. Hirai, S. Kumano and K. Saito, AIP Conf.
Proc. 1189, no.1, 269-275 (2009) doi:10.1063/1.3274169
[arXiv:0909.2329 [hep-ph]].

[31] K. Kovarik, I. Schienbein, F. I. Olness, J. Y. Yu,
C. Keppel, J. G. Morfin, J. F. Owens and
T. Stavreva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 122301 (2011)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.122301 [arXiv:1012.0286
[hep-ph]].

[32] H. Paukkunen and C. A. Salgado, JHEP 07, 032
(2010) doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2010)032 [arXiv:1004.3140
[hep-ph]].

[33] H. Georgi and S. L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 438-
441 (1974) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.438

[34] H. Georgi, H. R. Quinn and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett.
33, 451-454 (1974) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.33.451

[35] W. J. Marciano and J. L. Rosner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65,
2963-2966 (1990) [erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 898
(1992)] doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.2963

[36] S. Davidson, S. Forte, P. Gambino, N. Rius and
A. Strumia, JHEP 02, 037 (2002) doi:10.1088/1126-
6708/2002/02/037 [arXiv:hep-ph/0112302 [hep-ph]].

[37] A. Kurylov, M. J. Ramsey-Musolf and S. Su, Nucl.
Phys. B 667, 321-348 (2003) doi:10.1016/S0550-

http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.4448
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.5666
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0508026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.0138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03065
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.10413
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.11706
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.12587
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.07873
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.14549
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02034
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10980
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.09748
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12462
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10053
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.6263
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.08572
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.06514
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0110059
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0203004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0509010
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4897
http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.2357
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2329
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.0286
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.3140
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112302


8

3213(03)00528-5 [arXiv:hep-ph/0301208 [hep-ph]].
[38] J. T. Londergan and A. W. Thomas, Phys. Rev.

D 67, 111901 (2003) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.67.111901
[arXiv:hep-ph/0303155 [hep-ph]].

[39] A. D. Martin, R. G. Roberts, W. J. Stirling and
R. S. Thorne, Eur. Phys. J. C 35, 325-348 (2004)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s2004-01825-2 [arXiv:hep-ph/0308087
[hep-ph]].

[40] S. Kovalenko, I. Schmidt and J. J. Yang, Phys. Lett.
B 546, 68-77 (2002) doi:10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02591-1
[arXiv:hep-ph/0207158 [hep-ph]].

[41] S. Kumano, Phys. Rev. D 66, 111301
(2002) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.66.111301
[arXiv:hep-ph/0209200 [hep-ph]].

[42] M. Gluck, P. Jimenez-Delgado and
E. Reya, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 022002
(2005) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.022002
[arXiv:hep-ph/0503103 [hep-ph]].

[43] S. A. Kulagin and R. Petti, Phys. Rev. D 76,
094023 (2007) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.76.094023
[arXiv:hep-ph/0703033 [hep-ph]].

[44] R. D. Ball et al. [NNPDF], Nucl. Phys. B 823,
195-233 (2009) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.08.003
[arXiv:0906.1958 [hep-ph]].

[45] I. C. Cloet, W. Bentz and A. W. Thomas,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 252301 (2009)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.252301 [arXiv:0901.3559
[nucl-th]].

[46] W. Yang and X. Yang, Phys. Rev. D 106, no.9,
093003 (2022) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.093003
[arXiv:2209.01629 [hep-ph]].

[47] W. Bentz, I. C. Cloet, J. T. Londergan and
A. W. Thomas, Phys. Lett. B 693, 462-466 (2010)
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2010.09.001 [arXiv:0908.3198
[nucl-th]].

[48] J. T. Londergan and A. W. Thomas, Prog. Part.
Nucl. Phys. 41, 49-124 (1998) doi:10.1016/S0146-
6410(98)00055-6 [arXiv:hep-ph/9806510 [hep-ph]].

[49] E. A. Paschos and L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. D 7, 91-95
(1973) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.7.91

[50] C. G. Callan, Jr. and D. J. Gross, Phys. Rev. Lett. 22,
156-159 (1969) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.22.156

[51] L. L. Frankfurt, M. I. Strikman, D. B. Day and
M. Sargsian, Phys. Rev. C 48, 2451-2461 (1993)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.48.2451

[52] E. P. Segarra, A. Schmidt, T. Kutz, D. W. Higin-
botham, E. Piasetzky, M. Strikman, L. B. Weinstein

and O. Hen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, no.9, 092002 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.092002 [arXiv:1908.02223
[nucl-th]].

[53] D. M. Alde, H. W. Baer, T. A. Carey, G. T. Garvey,
A. Klein, C. Lee, M. J. Leitch, J. W. Lillberg, P. L. Mc-
Gaughey and C. S. Mishra, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 64,
2479-2482 (1990) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.2479

[54] G. F. Bertsch, L. Frankfurt and M. Strikman, Science
259, 773-774 (1993) doi:10.1126/science.259.5096.773

[55] N. Fomin, J. Arrington, R. Asaturyan, F. Benmokhtar,
W. Boeglin, P. Bosted, A. Bruell, M. H. S. Bukhari,
M. E. Christy and E. Chudakov, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett.
108, 092502 (2012) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.092502
[arXiv:1107.3583 [nucl-ex]].

[56] J. Arrington, A. Daniel, D. Day, N. Fomin, D. Gaskell
and P. Solvignon, Phys. Rev. C 86, 065204 (2012)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.86.065204 [arXiv:1206.6343
[nucl-ex]].

[57] S. A. Kulagin, Phys. Rev. D 67, 091301
(2003) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.67.091301
[arXiv:hep-ph/0301045 [hep-ph]].

[58] S. J. Brodsky, I. Schmidt and J. J. Yang, Phys. Rev.
D 70, 116003 (2004) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.70.116003
[arXiv:hep-ph/0409279 [hep-ph]].

[59] R. Abdul Khalek, A. Accardi, J. Adam, D. Adamiak,
W. Akers, M. Albaladejo, A. Al-bataineh, M. G. Alexeev,
F. Ameli and P. Antonioli, et al. Nucl. Phys. A 1026,
122447 (2022) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2022.122447
[arXiv:2103.05419 [physics.ins-det]].

[60] R. Mammen Abraham, S. Foroughi-Abari, F. Kling and
Y. D. Tsai, [arXiv:2301.10254 [hep-ph]].

[61] A. de Gouvea, P. A. N. Machado, Y. F. Perez-Gonzalez
and Z. Tabrizi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, no.5, 051803 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.051803 [arXiv:1912.06658
[hep-ph]].

[62] P. L. Anthony et al. [SLAC E158], Phys. Rev. Lett.
95, 081601 (2005) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.081601
[arXiv:hep-ex/0504049 [hep-ex]].
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Abstract

We investigate the chiral anomaly in a Floquet system under a time-periodic electric field in

(1+1) dimensions. Using the van Vleck high-frequency expansion, we analytically quantify how

the topological charge is equated with the chirality production and the pseudo-scalar condensate

for massive fermions. In the high-frequency limit, we find that finite-mass effects are suppressed

and the topological charge is dominated by the chirality production. Our calculations show that

the information about the chiral anomaly is stored not in the static Floquet Hamiltonian but in

the periodic kick operator. The computational steps are useful as the theoretical foundation for

higher-dimensional generalization.

Keywords: Chiral anomaly, Floquet theory, High-frequency expansion, Weyl fermions
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1. Introduction

Chiral anomaly violates chiral symmetry in the classical Lagrangian through quantization [1,

2]. This anomalous violation of symmetry has received intensive attention since its discovery

in a triangle diagram of π0 → 2γ decay [3, 4]. Among various applications, the anomaly-

induced transport phenomenon attracts recent interest. This is particularly important, for the

chiral anomaly in the quantum sector causes a macroscopic observable which is detectable at

the classical level. Typical examples of anomaly-induced transport include the quantum Hall

effect and its counterpart with the chiral anomaly is the chiral magnetic effect. In chiral sys-

tems, the chiral magnetic effect gives rise to a finite electric current along the magnetic field.

A similar effect known as the chiral separation effect exhibits charge separation along the mag-

netic field. We note that such induced current and charge separation are prohibited by parity

and time-reversal symmetries in classical electromagnetism. In nuclear physics, a possibility

of anomaly-induced observables has been pursued in the context of relativistic heavy-ion colli-

sions [5–7]. Non-central collisions of heavy ions create a gigantic but transient magnetic field,

and also gluonic configurations with nonzero topological charge density spread over transverse

space, leading to local chiral imbalance through conversion from the topological charge density.

It is a critical question whether the chiral magnetic effect is really realized or not in the experi-

mental setup [8, 9]. For this purpose, nuclear isobar experiments aiming to extract the genuine

signal from backgrounds by changing the magnetic strength have been conducted, as reported

in Ref. [10]. Even though we need to make better digestion of data from the heavy-ion experi-

ments, it is certainly true that anomalous transport phenomena are ubiquitous in various physics

systems beyond nuclear field. Weyl semimetals are characterized by fermionic excitation with

the relativistic (i.e., nearly massless) dispersion relation [11]. Then, a finite chiral imbalance can

be injected externally through electromagnetic fields with E · B , 0. A signature for the chiral

anomaly is the negative magneto-resistance [12], and several experiments using Weyl semimet-

als have confirmed that resistivity could decrease with the increasing magnetic field as expected

from theory [12–15].

For the chiral magnetic effect, the key issue is how to accumulate nonzero chiral imbalance.

In a setup with electromagnetic configurations with E · B , 0, the background field pumps a

finite magnetic helicity and the helicity is converted into nonzero chirality after all. This conver-

sion process is microscopically understood from the particle production under parallel E and B.

Hence, the problem of pair particle production, which can be traced back to a celebrated work of
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the Schwinger mechanism [16], has been investigated also in the context of the chiral anomaly;

see Refs. [17, 18] for reviews. The formula for the Schwinger mechanism is of great use to ex-

amine real-time dynamics of the chiral anomaly [19–22]. In particular, there were controversial

disputes about the absence of the chiral magnetic effect in equilibrium [23, 24], but they have

been resolved by theoretical treatments in and out of equilibrium such as the Schwinger mech-

anism [19–22], the chiral kinetic theory [25, 26], the anomalous hydrodynamics [27], and the

brute-force method of solving the Dirac equation [28, 29]. In most cases, constant (i.e., spatially

homogeneous and time-independent) electromagnetic fields are assumed for technical reasons,

and only little is known about realistic situations with inhomogeneous and time-varying fields.

If the time dependence is steep enough and the frequency exceeds the mass gap threshold, the

pair production dynamically occurs [30]. Such a perturbative process is qualitatively distinct

from the Schwinger mechanism or quantum tunneling. In this work, specifically, we focus on

the high-frequency limit of time-dependent external fields.

In this work, we consider fast-oscillating electric fields and employ the Floquet theory to

compute the chiral anomaly. The Floquet theory is a promising formulation to attack nonequi-

librium phenomena under theoretical control [31–38]. The Floquet theorem states that the time

evolution operator in periodically-driven systems can be decomposed into a time-independent

effective Hamiltonian, called the Floquet Hamiltonian, and a periodic unitary operator, called the

kick operator. Using the Floquet Hamiltonian, we can solve a static problem to identify the “vac-

uum” even though the original Hamiltonian varies with time. When the frequency of external

fields is higher than other typical scales, we can make use of a sophisticated method to construct

the Floquet Hamiltonian as a power series of the inverse frequency. As we briefly review later,

the inverse frequency expansion still has a “gauge” ambiguity. In the present work, we choose

the van Vleck expansion in which the time average of the kick operator vanishes by construction.

The idea of Floquet engineering is to adjust the periodic perturbation and design the Floquet

Hamiltonian. Then, an immediate question we would like to raise is the following: starting from

the periodically-driven system with the chiral anomaly, we can map the physics problem to the

static system according to the Floquet theory. How can we retain the (3+1)-dimensional chiral

anomaly in the mapped static system? We may well say that this question of chiral anomaly

preservation over systems in different dimensions is a Floquet analog of the anomaly inflow.

Our explicit calculations will reveal an interesting structure, i.e., the chiral anomaly is indeed

washed out from static dynamics and is recovered solely from the kick operators at the edges of

the time evolution. In this paper, we dedicate ourselves to a simple version of the chiral anomaly

in (1+1) dimensions. There are two reasons for this choice. First, we can solve the (1+1)-

dimensional problem analytically without approximation. Precisely speaking, for massless Weyl

fermions in (1+1) dimensions, all quantities of our interest in this paper are analytically solvable.

Therefore, as a platform to test our ideas and methods, (1+1)-dimensional systems are simple but

nontrivial enough. Interestingly, the common technique of the high-frequency expansion in the

Floquet theory can be continued to infinite order, and the full analytical structure will be trans-

parently manifested. Second, we would point out the possibility to realize (1+1)-dimensional

systems experimentally. When a strong magnetic field is applied to (3+1)-dimensional systems,

the transverse motion is so restricted that the system effectively responds in (1+1) dimensions.

For example, in heavy-ion collisions where gigantic magnetic fields are transiently created, mat-

ter at the early stage should be subject to (1+1)-dimensional dynamics. Also, the direct setup of

(1+1)-dimensional systems is feasible with e.g. quantum wires as well as synthetic gauge fields.

In this paper, we first make a brief review of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory. Then,

we examine massless Weyl fermions and proceed to massive Dirac fermions. The calculations
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for massless Weyl fermions show a profound structure of the high-frequency expansion. That

is, we find that the chiral anomaly is saturated by the first few terms in the expansion and the

residual terms cancel out in the sum. Therefore, to extract the chiral anomaly, we can simply

neglect the higher-order terms even when the frequency is not large at all. For massive Dirac

fermions, the mass term and the pseudo-scalar condensate explicitly violate chiral symmetry, but

the chiral anomaly is not lost. The chiral anomaly itself is again captured by the first few terms of

the chirality production as in the case of massless fermions. Furthermore, the mass effect stems

from the higher-order terms that do not cancel out.

In this work, we shall propose an interpretation of the chiral anomaly relation as the equation

between the gauge and the matter sectors, where the latter is a sum of the chirality production

and the pseudo-scalar condensate. Our interesting observation is that these two contributions

behave very differently for electric fields with slow and rapid changes in time. Under slowly

changing electric fields, the conventional Schwinger mechanism gives a clear explanation for

the chiral anomaly due to quantum tunneling. The chirality production through tunneling is

exponentially suppressed, so the pseudo-scalar condensate dominates. Meanwhile, in the high-

frequency regime with rapid oscillations, the chirality production dominates. There, the decay

channel from energetic photons into fermions is open, and the chirality production is no longer

exponentially suppressed. For the chiral anomaly hunt in general, the mass effect always brings

about the most subtle obstacle in interpretation. Even for the Weyl semimetals a nonzero residual

mass is unavoidable. The present calculations would provide us with a clue to cope with the mass

effect and probe the chiral anomaly in ideally designed environments.

Notations and conventions.— We use the natural units, c = ~ = 1. In this work we focus

on (1+1)-dimensional spacetime: xµ = (x0, x1) ≕ (t, x), with a metric gµν ≔ diag(+1,−1). We

occasionally use light-cone variables, v±, which are defined as

v± ≔
v0 ± v1

√
2
≕ v∓ . (1)

We also define the Fourier transformation, f (t, x) → f̃l(x), as

f̃l(x) ≔

∫ T

0

dt

T
f (t, x) e−

2πil
T

t , (2)

where T is the period (or the inverse frequency) of the Hamiltonian such that H(t, x) = H(t+T, x).

2. Basics of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory

To make the paper self-contained, we start with a brief review of the chiral anomaly and the

Floquet theory based on the van Vleck high-frequency expansion (see Refs. [35, 37, 38] for more

details).

2.1. Chiral anomaly

Let us consider the massless Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions. The essence of the chiral

anomaly lies in the spectral flow of the Dirac sea in the presence of electric fields [39]. To explain

this, we remind that in the massless (1+1)-dimensional case only two types of fermions exist,

i.e., they move to either the right or the left with the linear dispersion, E(p) = ±p. The right-
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and left-moving fermions have right- and left-handed chirality, respectively. In the absence of

chemical potential, the Dirac sea is filled with negative-energy fermions up to E = 0. An external

electric field accelerates the fermions to obtain momentum ∆p =
∫ t

dt′eE(t′). Thus, fermions

occupy the band spectra up to the energy level E ≤ +∆p (right-handed) and E ≤ −∆p (left-

handed). This means that the number of right-handed (and left-handed) fermions is increased

(and decreased, respectively) by the amount of ∆N =
∆p

2π
= 1

2π

∫ t
dt′eE(t′), that is nothing but the

topological charge. The differential representation of chirality change reads ∂tNR/L = ±eE/2π.

In the covariant form, the chirality non-conservation is expressed as

∂µJ
µ

R
= −∂µJ

µ

L
= −

εµνFµν

4π
=

eE

2π
. (3)

This is the chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions [3, 4].

For massive Dirac fermions, the anomaly relation (3) is modified by the finite mass contribu-

tion. A nonvanishing Dirac mass makes right- and left-handed fermions coupled and explicitly

breaks chiral symmetry, giving rise to an extra term in the anomaly relation as follows:

∂µJ
µ

5
=

eE

π
+ 2mP, (4)

where J
µ

5
≔ J

µ

R
− J

µ

L
and P ≔ 〈 ˆ̄ψiγ5ψ̂〉 with ψ̂ the Dirac field. We call J

µ

5
the chiral current and P

the pseudo-scalar condensate. Although Eq. (4) is a conventional form, we can reorganize terms

so that the sum of the divergence of the chiral current (which we call the chirality production,

hereafter) and the pseudo-scalar condensate amounts to the topological charge density, eE/π.

This is a natural reorganization for the interpretation of the anomaly relation as the helicity

conversion process from the gauge sector to the matter sector. In other words, the anomaly

relation is a sum rule to quantify how the topological charge is saturated. Thus, the sum rule

does not care about the anatomy of each contribution in the matter sector. To estimate each

contribution to the sum rule, we must proceed to explicit computations.

In the slow limit case, where the spacetime variation of electric field is negligibly small, it is

well understood how Eq. (4) is saturated. The chirality production for massive Dirac fermions

is then driven mainly by the Schwinger mechanism [19, 20, 22, 29, 40–42]; that is, pairs of

particles and anti-particles are produced via quantum tunneling. The pair production number

for slowly varying electric fields is estimated by Schwinger’s classic calculation [43] (in the

so-called locally-constant-field approximation [44, 45]) as

Npair(t, x) ≃ 1

2π

∫ t

dt′eE(t′, x) e−πm2/|eE(t,x)| . (5)

After the pair production, the particles and the anti-particles are accelerated along the parallel

and the anti-parallel directions with respect to the electric field, respectively, i.e., the spectral

flow occurs. Accordingly, the chirality is produced by the unit of +2 whenever a pair pops up

from the vacuum. Therefore, we expect J0
5
≃ 2Npair in the slow limit. This identification can be

formulated in the covariant form, which is expressed as

∂µJ
µ

5
≃ eE(t, x)

π
e−πm2/|eE(t,x)| . (6)

We can also determine the pseudo-scalar condensate P in the slow limit as

P ≃ −eE(t, x)

π

1 − e−πm2/|eE(t,x)|

2m
. (7)
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Therefore, the chiral anomaly in the slow-frequency limit can be saturated in the following

way [21]:

eE

π
︸︷︷︸

topological charge density

slow limit−−−−−−−→ eE

π
e−πm2/|eE|

︸        ︷︷        ︸

chirality production ∂µJ
µ

5

+
eE

π

(

1 − e−πm2/|eE|
)

︸                 ︷︷                 ︸

pseudo-scalar condensate −2mP

. (8)

The massive chiral anomaly relation (4) generally holds, but the splitting relation as discussed

above depends on the detailed shapes of applied electric fields. In fact, the estimate (6) is rea-

sonable only in the slow limit. When the electric field is rapidly varying in the high-frequency

limit, the pair production is no longer driven by the Schwinger mechanism, but the production

mechanism is similar to the photoelectric effect [30, 45–49]. Moreover, when the frequency is

high enough to be comparable to the typical lifetime of virtual particles, ∆t ∼ 1/m, real and

virtual particles may not be clearly distinct. Therefore, the physics picture of the spectral flow

of real particles based on the Schwinger mechanism does not make sense in the high-frequency

regime and additional contributions from virtual particles (e.g., the Zitterbewegung effect) need

to be included. After explicit calculations in the subsequent sections, we will come back to the

question of how the chiral anomaly is saturated [see Eq. (88) for our final result].

2.2. Floquet theory and van Vleck expansion

We are interested in a periodic system such that

H(t) = H(t + T ) . (9)

The Floquet theorem [50] states that there exists a time-independent operator HF called the Flo-

quet Hamiltonian and a periodic operator K(t) = K(t + T ) called the kick operator, with which

the unitary time-translation operator U(t, t′) (which we define as evolving the system from t to

t′) is expressed as

U(t, t′) = e−iK(t′) e−i(t′−t)HF e+iK(t) . (10)

We note that H
†
F
= HF and K† = K. We can make use of perturbative expansion to solve HF

and K from −i∂tU(t, t′) = U(t, t′)H(t) and 1 = U(t, t) iteratively. In the common assumption, the

small expansion parameter is identified as the sufficiently small inverse frequency. Namely, we

add a book-keeping parameter ε only in the explicit time derivative ∂t to count the order of the

expansion, i.e.,

U(t, t′)H(t) = −iε−1e−iK(t′)e−i(t′−t)HF
∂ e+iK(t)

∂t
+ e−iK(t′)HFe−i(t′−t)HF e+iK(t) . (11)

Rearranging this expression, we find,

HF = e+iK(t)H(t)e−iK(t) + iε−1 ∂ e+iK(t)

∂t
e−iK(t) . (12)

We aim to perform the power series expansion in the following form:

HF ≕

∞∑

n=0

εnH
(n)

F
, K(t) ≕

∞∑

n=0

εnK(n)(t) . (13)
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The expansion with respect to ε, which we refer to as the high-frequency expansion, can be

conveniently regarded as the expansion using the period T ; the time derivative ∂t picks up the

frequency in Fourier space that is inversely proportional to T . The high-frequency expansion is

thus expected to be reasonable if 1/T is sufficiently large compared to the other energy scales of

the system.

To evaluate the series coefficients H
(n)

F
and K(n), we use the following identities:

e+iK(t)H(t)e−iK(t) = H + i[K,H] − 1

2
[K, [K,H]] − i

6
[K, [K, [K,H]]] + O(K4) , (14a)

∂ e+iK(t)

∂t
e−iK(t) = iK̇ − 1

2
[K, K̇] − i

6
[K, [K, K̇]] +

1

24
[K, [K, [K, K̇]]] + O(K5) . (14b)

Then, the lowest-order term of O(ε−1) in Eq. (12) gives

0 = K̇(0) ⇒ K(0) = const. (15)

This constant is arbitrary, in principle, and can be understood as “gauge ambiguity” related to

the arbitrariness of the origin of time. To fix the constant, the van Vleck expansion requires,

∫ T

0

dt K(t) = 0 , (16)

which yields K(0) = 0. Note that the physical results are independent of the Floquet gauge fixing,

and different choices like the Floquet-Magnus gauge fixing condition with K(0) = 0 lead to

the Floquet Hamiltonian HF and the kick operator K, which are related to the van Vleck results

through an appropriate Floquet gauge transformation [35]. Thanks to K(0) = 0, we can identify

O(K(n)) = O(εn) and can expand Eq. (12) to obtain,

H
(0)

F
= H − K̇(1) , (17a)

H
(1)

F
= +i[K(1),H] − K̇(2) − i

2
[K(1), K̇(1)] , (17b)

H
(2)

F
= +i[K(2),H] − 1

2
[K(1), [K(1),H]] − K̇(3) − i

2
[K(1), K̇(2)]

− i

2
[K(2), K̇(1)] +

1

6
[K(1), [K(1), K̇(1)]] (17c)

up to O(ε3). Equation (17) can be solved uniquely under the Floquet gauge fixing condition (16),

and the first few terms of H
(n)

F
and K(n) in terms of the given Hamiltonian H read [34, 35, 51]

H
(0)

F
= H̃0 , (18a)

H
(1)

F
=

i

2

∑

l,0

T

2πil

[

H̃l, H̃−l

]

, (18b)

H
(2)

F
=

1

2

∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)2 [

H̃−l,
[

H̃l, H̃0

]]

− 1

3

∑

l,0

∑

l′,0,−l

T

2πil′
T

2πil

[

H̃l,
[

H̃l′ , H̃−l−l′
]]

, (18c)
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and

K(0)(t) = 0 , (19a)

K(1)(t) =
∑

l,0

T

2πil
ei 2πl

T
tH̃l , (19b)

K(2)(t) = +
i

2

∑

l,0

∑

l′,0,l

T

2πil

T

2πil′
ei 2πl

T
t
[

H̃l′ , H̃l−l′
]

+ i
∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)2

ei 2πl
T

t
[

H̃l, H̃0

]

. (19c)

We can continue the expansion to higher-order terms with n ≥ 3 systematically.

3. Weyl fermions

We first consider a simple case of the Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions to make it clear

how the van Vleck high-frequency expansion in the Floquet theory can correctly reproduce the

chiral anomaly. We then proceed to discussions for a more nontrivial case of the massive Dirac

fermions in the next section. Using the Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions is advantageous for

theoretical consideration since the Weyl equation is analytically solvable for any background

fields. We can therefore write down the explicit forms of the Floquet Hamiltonian HF and the

kick operator K to arbitrary orders. We show that the chiral anomaly in the van Vleck high-

frequency expansion has an intriguing structure; only low-order terms up to n = 2 encompass

the chiral anomaly and higher-order terms with n > 2 eliminate redundant terms in the previous

order. We also clarify the convergence condition for the van Vleck expansion, and discuss how

we can extend the radius of convergence via resummation or considering a “Hamiltonian” in the

spatial direction.

3.1. Weyl equation and Hamiltonian

The Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions reads,

i∂t χR/L(t, x) = HR/L(t, x) χR/L(t, x) (20)

with the Weyl Hamiltonian expressed in terms of the light-cone variables,

HR/L ≔ ∓i∂x + eA0(t, x) ∓ eA1(t, x) = ∓i∂x +
√

2eA∓(t, x) . (21)

The upper and the lower signs refer to the right- and the left-handed [or the right- and the left-

moving in (1+1) dimensions] fermions, i.e., χR and χL, respectively. We will fix the gauge later

and the gauge background Aµ is not in any particular gauge yet for the moment. In our problem

setup the electric field is periodic in time and thus Aµ satisfies,

Aµ(t + T, x) = Aµ(t) , (22)

so as the Hamiltonian; H(t + T, x) = H(t, x). We may then express HR/L in Eq. (21) as a Fourier

series as

HR/L = H̃0 +
∑

l,0

e+
2πil
T

tH̃l,0 = ∓i∂x +
√

2eÃ∓0 +
∑

l,0

e+
2πil
T

t
√

2eÃ∓l . (23)

Here, the first two terms in the right-hand side constitute the zero mode H̃0. We also assume that

the period T is sufficiently small compared to the typical length scale of the electric field L, i.e.,

T/L≪ 1 , (24)

so that the van Vleck high-frequency expansion can converge as we shall demonstrate below.
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3.2. Van Vleck expansion to arbitrary orders

We can compute the Floquet Hamiltonian HF and the kick operator K to arbitrary orders for

the Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions. As reviewed in Sec. 2.2, the Floquet Hamiltonian HF

and the kick operator K are obtained by perturbatively solving Eq. (12). For this, we notice that

only the zero mode of the Hamiltonian, H̃0 = ∓i∂x +
√

2eÃ∓
0
, can have nontrivial commutation

relations, which results in only the c-numbers (no derivative terms). Therefore, the kick operator

K is a c-number as well and commutes with anything except for H̃0. We can simplify Eq. (14) as

e+iK He−iK = H + i[K, H̃0] ,
∂ e+iK

∂t
e−iK = iK̇ , (25)

which in turn simplifies Eq. (12) as

HF = H + i[K, H̃0] − ε−1K̇ . (26)

Applying
∫ T

0

dt
T

and imposing the van Vleck gauge fixing condition (16), we arrive at

HF = H̃0 , (27)

i.e., there are no higher order corrections to the Floquet Hamiltonian HF within the van Vleck

expansion scheme. We then understand that K(n) satisfies a recursive equation as follows:

K̇(n+1) = i[K(n), H̃0] = ∓∂xK(n) (28)

with an initial condition given by

K̇(1) = H − H̃0 =
√

2
(

eA∓ − eÃ∓0
)

. (29)

The solution to this recursive equation is found to be

K(n)(t, x) = (∓∂x)
n−1

∫ t

dtn

∫ tn

dtn−1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
√

2
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)

. (30)

Throughout this work we write indefinite integrals dropping undetermined integration constants

for notational simplicity. For example,
∫ t

dt′e−
2πi
T

t′
≔

T
−2πi

e−
2πi
T

t′ in our convention. Note that

the integration constant must be vanishing in Eq. (30) to satisfy the van Vleck gauge fixing

condition (16). Summing up with respect to n, we find,

K(t, x) =

∞∑

n=1

(∓∂x)
n−1

∫ t

dtn

∫ tn

dtn−1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
√

2
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)

=

∞∑

n=1

(∓∂x)
n−1

∫ t

dt′
(t − t′)n−1

(n − 1)!

√
2
(

eA∓(t′, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)

=

∫ t

dt′
√

2
(

eA∓(t′, x ∓ (t − t′)) − eÃ∓0 (x ∓ (t − t′))
)

=

∫ x±

dx′±
[

eA∓
(

x′± + x∓
√

2
,± x′± − x∓

√
2

)

− eÃ∓0

(

± x′± − x∓
√

2

)]

, (31)
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where we used an identity,
∫ t

dtn
∫ tn

dtn−1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1 f (t1) =
∫ t

dt′ (t−t′)n−1

(n−1)!
f (t′) from the first to the

second line, and changed the integration variable t′ → x′± ≔
√

2t′ − x∓ to get the last line. Also,

we omitted the book-keeping parameter ε for brevity.

We emphasize that K receives nontrivial corrections with Aµ, while HF does not. This already

implies that nontrivial physics such as the chiral anomaly comes out from the kick operator. In-

terestingly, the series expression in the first line has a finite radius of convergence, which means

that the van Vleck expansion is not necessarily convergent. Nevertheless, once the resumma-

tion with respect to n is performed, the final expression can be analytically continued beyond

the original radius of convergence and is well-defined on the whole parameter space. This is an

example of how we can extend the finite radius of convergence via resummation in the van Vleck

high-frequency expansion. Note that the Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions is analytically solv-

able and this enables us to obtain K(n)’s to arbitrary orders and take the summation exactly here.

In general, it is a difficult task to compute K(n)’s for large n. In such cases, we should resort to

some approximations, e.g., Páde approximation, Borel-Páde approximation, etc. to carry out the

resummation. We also note that we can directly obtain the resummed expression (31) by directly

solving the differential equation (26) instead of using the recursive relation (28). Indeed, Eq. (27)

simplifies Eq. (26) as ∂±K = eA∓ − eÃ∓
0
, whose exact solution agrees with Eq. (31).

We continue discussions about the convergence condition in the van Vleck expansion for the

Weyl-fermion case (31). For simplicity, we take the axial gauge A1 = 0 for the moment1. We

may estimate the typical magnitude as A0 = O(eEL), where L is the typical length scale for the

electric field variation, and accordingly K(n) as K(n) = O(A0T n/Ln−1) = O(eET n/Ln−2). We may

thus estimate the magnitude of the ratio between successive K(n)’s as
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

K(n)

K(n−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
= O(T/L) . (32)

According to d’Alembert’s criterion, the van Vleck expansion is convergent for

T/L < 1 . (33)

Although the van Vleck expansion fails to converge for T/L > 1, as mentioned above, a remedy

for T/L ≥ 1 is to complete the resummation for T/L < 1 and perform the analytical continuation.

An alternative resolution is to consider the van Vleck expansion in the x-direction instead of the

t-direction. Namely, we first rewrite the Weyl equation (20) as

i∂xχ =
[

∓i∂t ±
√

2eA∓
]

χ ≕ Hχ . (34)

We then apply the Floquet theory to the “Hamiltonian” H under the periodic condition in the

x-direction, i.e.,H(t, x) = H(t, x + L). Repeating similar calculations, we can readily show that

the corresponding Floquet HamiltonianHF and the kick operatorK are given by

HF = H̄0 , (35a)

K(t, x) = ±
∞∑

n=1

(∓∂t)
n−1

∫ x

dxn

∫ xn

dxn−1 · · ·
∫ x2

dx1

√
2
(

eA∓(t, x1) − eĀ∓0 (t)
)

, (35b)

1We may estimate the magnitude as A1 = O(eET ), which is different by T/L compared to A0. Accordingly, in a

different gauge choice in which A1 is nonvanishing, the power counting of K(n) becomes cumbersome, though our final

conclusion is not modified.
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where the Fourier transformation is applied in the spatial direction, f̄l(t) ≔
∫ L

0

dx
L

f (t, x) e−
2πil

L
x.

An essential change here compared to the van Vleck expansion in the t-direction (31) is that the

roles of t and x are interchanged. The power counting is modified accordingly and the van Vleck

expansion in the x-direction (35) leads to a convergent series for T/L > 1. In general, for systems

having more than one coordinate variable, we may identify the appropriate linear combination of

the variables with which the Hamiltonian varies the most rapidly.

Coming back to the expansion along the t-direction, we can construct the wavefunction χ

using the full expressions for HF in Eq. (27) and K in Eq. (31). To do this, it is convenient to

introduce,

φ(x) ≔ e+iK(0,x)χ(0, x) , (36)

and choose φ to be an eigenfunction of the Floquet Hamiltonian (27) as

λφ(x) = HF(x) φ(x) . (37)

Note that we may interpret Eq. (36) as an initial condition for the wavefunction at t = 0. The

solution to Eq. (37) is

φp(x) =
e±ipx

√
2π

exp

[

∓i

∫ x

dx′
√

2eÃ∓0 (x′)

]

, (38)

which is labeled by kinetic momentum p. The corresponding energy eigenvalue λ is simply

λ = p. Note that we normalized φ as δ(p − p′) =
∫

dx φ
†
pφp′ =

∫

dx χ
†
pχp′ . Now, by applying the

time-translation operator U onto χp(0, x), we obtain,

χp(t, x) = U(0, t; x)χp(0, x)

= e−iK(t,x)e−iHF(x)tφp(x)

= exp



−i

∞∑

n=1

(∓∂x)
n−1

∫ t

dtn

∫ tn

dtn−1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
√

2
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)


 e−iptφp(x) .

(39)

We may explicitly carry out the n-summation in Eq. (39), as done in Eq. (31). The result is,

χp(t, x) =
e−ip

√
2x∓

√
2π

exp



−i

∫ x±

dx′±eA∓


 , (40)

which reproduces the exact solution to the Weyl equation (20) in (1+1) dimensions, i.e., 0 =
[

i∂± − eA∓
]

χ.

We can canonically quantize the field χ → χ̂ via the standard canonical quantization proce-

dure. We then expand the field operator χ̂ in terms of the wavefunctions (39) to define creation

and annihilation operators as

χ̂ ≕

∫ +∞

−∞
dp χpâp =

∫ +∞

0

dp
[

χpâp + χ−pb̂†p
]

, (41)

where b̂
†
p ≔ â−p (with p > 0 for Weyl fermions). Since χp (and χ−p) has positive (and negative)

energy eigenvalue λ = p (and λ = −p, respectively), we may identify âp and b̂
†
p as annihilation
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operators for a Weyl fermion and a creation operator for an anti-Weyl fermion, respectively.

Accordingly, the vacuum state |0〉 is defined by

0 = âp |0〉 = b̂p |0〉 (42)

for any positive p. The commutation relations for the annihilation operators âp and b̂p read

δ(p − p′) = {âp, â
†
p′} = {b̂p, b̂

†
p′ } , (others) = 0 . (43)

Note that the Floquet Hamiltonian HF is independent of time, implying that a system under peri-

odic driving may be regarded as a steady state. Thus, we may naturally define a steady “vacuum”

state, as in Eq. (42), via the creation/annihilation operators (41), though they are defined for the

eigenstates of the Floquet Hamiltonian HF.

3.3. Chiral current

We compute the vacuum expectation value of the chiral current J
µ

5
based on the all-order

van Vleck results obtained previously in Sec. 3.2. In general, expectation values suffer from

ultraviolet (UV) divergences, which should be regularized in a physically meaningful way. As

a regularization scheme, we adopt the point-splitting regularization scheme, which manifestly

preserves the gauge invariance. Namely, we define the chiral current J
µ

5
as

J
µ

5
≔ J

µ

R
− J

µ

L
(44)

where J
µ

R
and J

µ

L
are contributions from right- and left-handed fermions, respectively, and are

given by

J
µ

R
≔

(

NR

NR

)

and J
µ

L
≔

(

NL

−NL

)

(45)

with

NR/L ≔ 〈N̂R/L〉 (xµ)

≔ 〈χ̂†
R/L

χ̂R/L〉 (xµ)

≔ lim
ǫµ→0

e
−i

∫ xµ+ǫµ/2

xµ−ǫµ /2 dxνeAν 〈0|χ̂†
R/L

(xµ + ǫµ/2)χ̂R/L(xµ − ǫµ/2)|0〉 . (46)

Unless needed, we do not specify the subscripts R and L in what follows. In the point-splitting

regularization (46), the Wilson-line factor e
−i

∫ xµ+ǫµ /2

xµ−ǫµ/2 dxνeAν is inserted so as to guarantee the gauge

invariance. It is important to note that the ǫµ → 0 limit should be taken symmetrically with

respect to the Lorentz indices, so that expectation values can be covariant under Lorentz trans-

formation [52]; this requires,

lim
ǫµ→0

ǫµǫν

ǫ2
=

1

2
gµν , (47)
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for example. Now, using the mode expansion (41), we may evaluate the expectation value (46)

explicitly as

N = lim
ǫµ→0

∫ +∞

0

dp

2π
e−ip

√
2ǫ∓

[

1 − iǫµeAµ ± iǫ1
√

2eÃ∓0 + iǫµ∂µK + O(|ǫ|2)
]

=
1

2π
lim
ǫµ→0

−i
√

2

1

ǫ∓

[

1 − iǫµeAµ ± iǫ1
√

2eÃ∓0 + iǫµ∂µK + O(|ǫ|2)
]

=
1

2π
√

2

[

(const. div.) − eA± − eÃ∓0 + ∂∓K
]

, (48)

where and hereafter the upper and lower signs and indices refer to the right- and the left-handed

fermions, respectively. We remark that the time derivative ∂t appears from the point-splitting

regularization procedure. This means that, if we compute N = 〈N̂〉 using the van Vleck expansion

truncated at a certain order n = nmax, the computed J becomes an expansion truncated at n =

nmax − 1 because of ∂t = O(ε−1). Since physical currents should be zero in the absence of

electric fields, it is physically sensible to subtract the constant divergence. After the subtraction

N → [N] (we enclose the expectation value by square brackets to denote the subtracted quantity)

and substituting Eq. (31), we obtain,

[N] =
1

2π
√

2



−eA± − eA∓ + 2

∞∑

n=0

(∓∂x)
n

∫ t

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)


 , (49)

where in the summation with respect to n above,
∫ t

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓
0
(x)

)

for n = 0

should be understood as eA∓ − eÃ∓
0
. Note that, similarly to Eq. (31), it is possible to carry out the

n-summation to find,

[N] =
1

2π
√

2



−eA± +

∫ x±

dx±∂∓eA∓


 . (50)

The resummed expression (50) can be analytically continued to any values of T/L, while the

series expression (49) converges only for T/L < 1.

3.4. Chiral anomaly

We proceed to the chiral anomaly relation based on the van Vleck high-frequency expansion.

Taking the total derivative of the current Jµ, we immediately recover,

∂µ[Jµ] = (∂t ± ∂x)[N]

=
1

2π
∂±



−eA± − eA∓ + 2

∞∑

n=0

(∓∂x)
n

∫ t

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)




= ±eE

2π
, (51)

where E ≔ F01 = F−+ is the electric field, and hence ∂µ[J
µ

5
] = eE/π. This is nothing but the

chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions.

The interesting structure in Eq. (51) is that the higher order terms with n > 2 cancel with

each other. Thus, it is sufficient to truncate the van Vleck expansion at n = 2 to capture the full
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information about the chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions, which mo-

tivates general speculation that the chiral anomaly could be dominantly encoded in the low-order

terms in the high-frequency expansion in the Floquet theory. To see the cancellation explicitly

in the present case, let us truncate the series expression for the kick operator K in Eq. (31) at

n = nmax ≥ 2, which yields,

K =

nmax∑

n=1

εn(∓∂x)
n−1

∫ t

dtn

∫ tn

dtn−1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
√

2
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)

+ O(εnmax+1) , (52)

where we took the book-keeping parameter ε back. Correspondingly, the truncated number

density [N] reads,

[N] =
1

2π
√

2




−eA± − eA∓ + 2

N−1∑

n=0

εn(∓∂x)
n

∫ t

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)




+ O(εnmax ) .

(53)

As stressed before, the truncation lowers the order as O(εnmax+1) → O(εnmax ) because of ∂t =

O(ε−1) involved in the point-splitting regularization. Then, we can evaluate the total derivative

as

∂µ[Jµ] = (ε−1∂t ± ∂x)
1

2π
√

2

×



−eA± − eA∓ + 2

nmax−1∑

n=0

εn(∓∂x)
n

∫ t

dtn · · ·
∫ t2

dt1
(

eA∓(t1, x) − eÃ∓0 (x)
)




+ O(εnmax−1)

= ± E

2π
+ O(εnmax−1) . (54)

It is easy to observe the general cancellation pattern that the term acted by ∂x is exactly eliminated

by the next order term acted by ε−1∂t. The nontrivial feature we would like to emphasize is that

both K and [Jµ] receive higher-order corrections, while the cancellation occurs only after taking

∂µ on [Jµ], which reflects the fact that the anomaly relation is exact.

4. Massive Dirac fermions

We turn to the chiral anomaly for massive Dirac fermions in (1+1) dimensions using the

van Vleck high-frequency expansion. We present our novel results for the chiral current and the

pseudo-scalar condensate for massive Dirac fermions in the high-frequency limit (with/without

spatial inhomogeneity) in which T−1 ≫ m,
√
|eE|, L−1 is satisfied. We observe that the mass

effects are suppressed strongly in the high-frequency limit. Accordingly, the chirality produc-

tion is not exponentially suppressed, which makes a contrast to the low-frequency limit. Also,

the chiral anomaly is saturated by the chirality production, and the pseudo-scalar condensate is

subleading. This is opposite to what we have seen in Eq. (8) in the low-frequency limit. We

also demonstrate that the chiral anomaly can be reproduced precisely with the low-order trunca-

tion in the van Vleck high-frequency expansion in a way similar to the previous case with Weyl

fermions.
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4.1. Dirac equation and Hamiltonian

Throughout this section, we employ the axial gauge, A1 = 0, and assume that the zero mode

of A0 is vanishing, i.e., Ã0
0
= 0, for simplicity. For the application of the Floquet theory, the

gauge background is assumed to be periodic in time as

A0(t + T, x) = A0(t, x) . (55)

We assign the power counting for the electric field as E = O(ε0) and thus A0 = −
∫ x

dx′E(t, x′) =

O(ε0). The typical length scale of the electric field L should be large enough to satisfy T/L≪ 1,

but the concrete shape can be arbitrary. This condition would give us a convergent result in the

van Vleck expansion. If we need the expansion for T/L ≫ 1, we may reiterate the Floquet

analysis in the spatial direction, as discussed previously in Sec. 3.2.

We adopt the following representation for γµ, i.e.,

γ0
≔ σx =

(

0 1

1 0

)

, γ1
≔ −iσy =

(

0 −1

1 0

)

, γ5 ≔ γ0γ1 = σz =

(

1 0

0 −1

)

. (56)

From the Dirac equation [iγµ(∂µ + ieAµ) − m]ψ = 0, the Hamiltonian can be identified as

i∂tψ(t, x) = H(t, x)ψ(t, x) , H =

+∞∑

l=−∞
ei 2πl

T
t H̃l (57)

with

H̃0 = −i∂xσz + mσx , H̃l,0 = eÃ0
l . (58)

Note that we can decompose the Dirac field ψ into the right- and the left-handed components as

ψ = t(χR, χL) and confirm that the Dirac equation (57) reduces to the Weyl equation (20) in the

m→ 0 limit.

4.2. Fourth order in the van Vleck expansion in the A1 = 0 gauge

The massive Dirac equation (57) is not analytically solvable even in (1+1) dimensions unlike

the Weyl equation (20). Therefore, we need to truncate the van Vleck expansion at a certain

order. Later we shall demonstrate that the mass effect in the chiral anomaly relation appears

from the O(ε2) terms. As checked in the Weyl fermion case, we should continue the van Vleck

expansion until the (n + 2)-th order for the purpose to recover the chiral anomaly relation up to

the n-th order. This is because both the point-splitting regularization and the divergence of the

chiral current lower the expansion order involvingO(ε−1) corrections. Thus, we should calculate

the current at least to the fourth order in the van Vleck expansion to consider the mass effect.

In the fourth-order van Vleck expansion, the Floquet Hamiltonian HF for the massive Dirac

fermion is given by

HF(x) = H̃0(x) + δm(x)σx + O(ε5) (59)

with

δm(x) = −2m
∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)4 ∣
∣
∣∂xeÃ0

l (x)
∣
∣
∣
2
= −2m

∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)4 ∣
∣
∣eẼl(x)

∣
∣
∣
2
. (60)
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For the derivation, see Appendix A. Accordingly, the kick operator is found as

K(t, x) = κ0(t, x) + κx(t, x)σx + κy(t, x)σy + κz(t, x)σz , (61)

where, up to the corrections of O(ε5),

κ0 =
∑

l,0

ei 2πl
T

t

[

T

2πil
eÃ0

l +

(
T

2πil

)3

(∂2
xeÃ0

l )

]

, (62a)

κx =
∑

l,0

ei 2πl
T

t

[(
T

2πil

)4

2mi
(

2(∂xeÃ0
l )∂x + (∂2

xeÃ0
l )
)
]

, (62b)

κy =
∑

l,0

ei 2πl
T

t

[(
T

2πil

)3

2m(∂xeÃ0
l )

]

, (62c)

κz =
∑

l,0

ei 2πl
T

t

[

−
(

T

2πil

)2

(∂xeÃ0
l ) +

(
T

2πil

)4 (

−(∂3
xeÃ0

l ) + 4m2(∂xeÃ0
l )
)
]

. (62d)

It is worthwhile noting that δm is negative definite and hence it effectively reduces the Dirac mass

m → m + δm < m. This makes a contrast with the Volkov state under a plane-wave background

in (3+1) dimensions, which predicts a positive mass shift [53].

We can construct a wavefunction ψ by using the Floquet Hamiltonian HF in Eq. (59) and the

kick operator K in Eq. (61) as we did for the massless case. Namely, we introduce,

ϕ(x) ≔ e+iK(0,x)ψ(0, x) , (63)

and take ϕ to be an eigenfunction of the Floquet Hamiltonian (59) satisfying

λϕ(x) = HF(x)ϕ(x) . (64)

We can readily solve the eigenvalue equation (64) by employing the perturbation theory with

respect to δm. Including the leading correction of δm = O(ε4), we find that the energy eigenvalue

λ is given by

λ = λ± = ±
(

ωp +
m

ωp

δm(0)

)

+ O(ε5) , (65)

where ωp ≔

√

m2 + p2 with the kinetic momentum p, and

δm(p) ≔

∫ +V/2

−V/2

dx

V
e−ipxδm(x) (66)

with V the total length [which equals the spatial volume in (1+1) dimensions] of the system and

we take V → ∞ in the thermodynamic limit. DroppingO(ε5) corrections, we can write down the

corresponding ϕ = ϕp,± as

ϕp,+ = up

e+ipx

√
2π
+

V

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dp′δm(p′ − p)





(

u
†
p′σxup

) (

1 − 2π
V
δ(p − p′)

)

ωp − ωp′
up′ +

v
†
p′σxup

ωp + ωp′
vp′





e+ip′x

√
2π

,

(67a)

ϕp,− = vp

e+ipx

√
2π
− V

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dp′δm(p′ − p)





u
†
p′σxvp

ωp + ωp′
up′ +

(

v
†
p′σxvp

) (

1 − 2π
V
δ(p − p′)

)

ωp − ωp′
vp′





e+ip′x

√
2π

,

(67b)
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where up and vp are the Dirac spinors, i.e.,

up =
1
√

2





√

1 +
p

ωp
√

1 − p

ωp




, vp =

1
√

2





√

1 − p

ωp

−
√

1 +
p

ωp




. (68)

Note that our normalization convention gives u
†
pup = v

†
pvp = 1, u

†
pvp = 0, so that

∫

dxϕ
†
p,±ϕp′ ,± =

δ(p − p′) and
∫

dxϕ
†
p,±ϕp′ ,∓ = 0. We can explicitly evaluate the bispinor products as

u
†
p′σxup = −v

†
p′σxvp =

1

2





√
(

1 +
p

ωp

) (

1 − p′

ωp′

)

+

√
(

1 − p

ωp

) (

1 +
p′

ωp′

)



, (69a)

u
†
p′σxvp = v

†
p′σxup =

1

2





√
(

1 − p

ωp

) (

1 − p′

ωp′

)

−

√
(

1 +
p

ωp

) (

1 +
p′

ωp′

)



. (69b)

Note that in general the mode function ϕp,± in Eq. (67) cannot be simplified further. For spatially

homogeneous E(t, x) = E(t), the mass correction becomes diagonal in momentum space as

δm(p) = 2π
V
δ(p)δm and hence we can explicitly carry out the p′ integration to simplify them as

ϕp,+ =



up − δm
p

2ω2
p

vp





e+ipx

√
2π

, (70a)

ϕp,− =



vp + δm
p

2ω2
p

up





e+ipx

√
2π

, (70b)

dropping O(ε5) terms. Now, we can compute ψp,± at time t by applying the time-translation

operator U as

ψp,±(t, x) = U(0, t; x)ψp,±(0, x) = e−iK(t,x)e−iλ±tϕp,±(x) . (71)

We can canonically quantize the Dirac field ψ→ ψ̂ in the usual manner. The mode-expansion

form of the field operator ψ̂ is given by

ψ̂(t, x) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dp

[

âpψp,+(t, x) + b̂
†
−pψp,−(t, x)

]

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dp e−iK(t,x)

[

âpϕp,+(x) e−iλ+t + b̂
†
−pϕp,−(x) e−iλ−t

]

, (72)

where âp and b̂
†
−p are interpreted as an annihilation operator for the Dirac fermion and a creation

operator for the Dirac anti-fermion, respectively. The annihilation operators âp and b̂p satisfy

the same commutation relations as Eq. (42). The corresponding vacuum state can be defined

in the same manner as Eq. (43). Note that the momentum p runs from −∞ to +∞ in the mode

expansion (72), which is distinct from the Weyl case in Eq. (41). For the Weyl fermions, the

momentum and the energy are locked as λ = p and hence anti-particles are negative-momentum

states. This correspondence does not hold for the massive Dirac case, in which positive and

negative energy states can have either positive or negative momentum.
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4.3. Chiral current

We explicitly evaluate the vacuum expectation value of the chiral current J
µ

5
, using the fourth-

order van Vleck results obtained in Sec. 4.2 and properly subtracting/renormalizing UV diver-

gences based on the point-splitting regularization procedure. We show that the finite mass effects

are suppressed strongly by the period T . We also point out that J
µ

5
in the high-frequency limit

exhibits distinct parameter dependence compared to the low-frequency limit.

The expectation value of the chiral current, J
µ

5
(x) ≔ 〈 ˆ̄ψγµγ5ψ̂(x)〉, for a massive Dirac

fermion ψ is defined as

J
µ

5
(xν) ≔ lim

ǫν→0
e
−i

∫ xν+ǫν/2

xν−ǫν /2 dxσeAσ 〈0| ˆ̄ψ(xν + ǫν/2)γµγ5ψ̂(xν − ǫν/2)|0〉 . (73)

Plugging the fourth-order van Vleck results, we find,

J
µ

5
= lim

ǫν→0
e−iǫσeAσ(xν)

∫ +∞

−∞
dp e−iωpǫ

0

×
[

ϕ
†
p,−(x + ǫ1/2)e+iK(xν+ǫν/2)γ0γµγ5e−iK(xν−ǫν/2)ϕp,−(x − ǫ1/2)

]

+ O(ε4) . (74)

From this expression we arrive at

J0
5 =

1

2π
lim
ǫν→0

e−iǫνeAν

[

−I2 + 2I1κy + iǫν∂ν (−I2κ0 + I0κz) + 2iǫνI1κy∂νκ0

]

+ O(ε4) , (75a)

J1
5 =

1

2π
lim
ǫν→0

e−iǫνeAν

[

I0 + iǫν∂ν
(

κ0I0 − I2κz − I2mκx,p − I1κx,0

)]

+ O(ε4) , (75b)

where

I0(ǫν) ≔

∫ +∞

−∞
dp e−i(ωpǫ

0+pǫ1) = − i
√

2

(

1

ǫ+
+

1

ǫ−

)

+ O(|ǫ|), (76a)

I1(ǫν) ≔

∫ +∞

−∞
dp e−i(ωpǫ

0+pǫ1) m

ωp

= −2m

(

1

2
ln

m2|ǫ2|
4
+ γE

)

+ O(|ǫ|), (76b)

I2(ǫν) ≔

∫ +∞

−∞
dp e−i(ωpǫ

0+pǫ1) p

ωp

= − i
√

2

(

1

ǫ+
− 1

ǫ−

)

+ O(|ǫ|) (76c)

with γE ≈ 0.5772 being Euler’s constant. As in the Weyl-fermion case, ∂t = O(ε−1) appears

from the point-splitting regularization, and the expectation value becomes one order lower than

the original truncation order O(ε5) → O(ε4) in the van Vleck expansion. Therefore, the O(ε4)

terms in the Floquet Hamiltonian, HF in Eq. (59), can safely be neglected during the calculation.

This means that the effects of the mass shift δm = O(ε4) are suppressed at this order, and they

can be manifest from the fifth-order van Vleck calculation in the A1 = 0 gauge. Note that κx in

Eq. (62b) contains a derivative ∂x and that its coefficient is of the order of O(ε4). Thus, ∂x can

act only onto O(ε0) terms, and all other terms are of higher order and should be neglected within

our approximation. In the present case, ∂x can act only onto e+ipx out of ψ̂, and hence we can

replace ∂x in κx with +ip, that is,

κx → p
∑

l,0

eil 2π
T

t

[

−4m

(
T

2πil

)4

(∂xeÃ0
l )

]

︸                                   ︷︷                                   ︸

≔κx,p

+
∑

l,0

eil 2π
T

t

[(
T

2πil

)4

2mi(∂2
xeÃ0

l )

]

︸                                 ︷︷                                 ︸

≔κx,0

. (77)
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The chiral current J
µ

5
in Eq. (75) is UV divergent, which should be removed for a physically

meaningful observable. In other words, we need to make the divergent integrals I0, I2 ∝ 1/|ǫ|
and I1 ∝ ln |ǫ| well-defined by properly subtracting the divergences. The former divergences are

constants independent of the electric field. Hence, as we did for the Weyl-fermion case, we can

simply subtract them as I0, I2 → O(|ǫ|), so that the chiral current is vanishing in the absence of

the electric field. The remaining logarithmic divergence goes vanishing in the absence of the

electric field, and thus the same reasoning cannot be used. To find out a reasonable subtraction

scheme, we calculate the energy density in the absence of the electric field and obtain

E|A0=0 ≔ 〈ψ̂†
i

2

↔
∂ tψ̂〉 |A0=0

= − lim
ǫµ→0

∫ +∞

−∞

dp

2π
e−i(ǫ0ωp+ǫ

1 p)ωp

=
1

2π
lim
ǫµ→0

[

2

(

1

(ǫ+)2
+

1

(ǫ−)2

)

− m

2
I1 + O(|ǫ|1)

]

. (78)

The vacuum state should have vanishing energy density in the absence of the electric field.

Hence, it is natural to require

E|A0=0

subtraction−−−−−−−→ 0 . (79)

This means that both of the quadratic divergences∝ 1/(ǫ±)2 and the integral I1 in Eq. (78) should

be subtracted to be zero. This naturally fixes the subtraction scheme for the integral I1 in Eq. (75),

i.e., I1 → O(|ǫ|).
After subtracting the UV divergences in J

µ

5
→ [J

µ

5
], we find

[J0
5] =

1

π

[

−∂x

∫ t

dt′eA0 − (∂3
x − 2m2∂x)

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′
∫ t′′

dt′′′eA0

]

+ O(ε4)

=
1

π

[∫ t

dt′eE + (∂2
x − 2m2)

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′
∫ t′′

dt′′′eE

]

+ O(ε4) , (80a)

[J1
5] =

1

π
∂2

x

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eA0 + O(ε4) = −1

π
∂x

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE + O(ε4) . (80b)

Compared to the slow-frequency result in Eq. (7) with the exponential suppression by m2/eE,

the high-frequency result in Eq. (80) predicts more abundant chirality production as seen in [J0
5
].

Therefore, a sizable number of chirality can be produced from the vacuum when the frequency

is high enough, even if the electric field does not exceed the mass threshold. The mass m appears

as an O(ε3) effect in [J0
5
] and the spatial component, [J1

5
], has no mass dependence at this order.

All the other terms are consistent with Eq. (49) in the Weyl-fermion case. This implies that

mass effects are minor contributions in the high-frequency limit. To see the relationship between

the results in the massive Dirac and the Weyl cases, it is convenient to decompose [J
µ

5
] into the

right-handed and the left-handed contributions [see Eq. (44)]. Namely,

J
µ

5
= J

µ

R
− J

µ

L
=

(

NR − NL

NR + NL

)

, (81)
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which yields

[NR] =
[J0

5
] + [J1

5
]

2

=
1

2π

[

+

∫ t

dt′eE − ∂x

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE + (∂2
x − 2m2)

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′
∫ t′′

dt′′′eE

]

+ O(ε4),

(82a)

[NL] =
−[J0

5
] + [J1

5
]

2

=
1

2π

[

−
∫ t

dt′eE − ∂x

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE − (∂2
x − 2m2)

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′
∫ t′′

dt′′′eE

]

+ O(ε4),

(82b)

which in the limit of m→ 0 agree with the Weyl results in Eq. (49).

Incidentally, we can confirm that Eq. (80) is compatible with gauge invariance, as it should

be. The charge current Jµ is related to the chiral current J
µ

5
in (1+1) dimensions as

Jµ ≔ 〈 ˆ̄ψγµψ̂〉 = J
µ

R
+ J

µ

L
=





J1
5

J0
5



 . (83)

Thus, we can explicitly compute the divergence of the (subtracted) charge current ∂µ[Jµ] with

Eq. (80) as

∂µ[Jµ] = ∂t[J1
5] + ∂x[J0

5] = 0 , (84)

up to the accuracy of our calculation, i.e., O(ε3) with the time derivative ∂t ∼ O(ε−1) taken into

account. The charge current [Jµ] is therefore conserved, which is the manifestation of gauge

invariance.

4.4. Pseudo-scalar condensate

Now we turn to evaluate the pseudo-scalar condensate P defined as

P ≔ 〈 ˆ̄ψiγ5ψ̂〉 ≔ lim
ǫµ→0

e
−i

∫ xµ+ǫµ/2

xµ−ǫµ /2 dxνeAν 〈0| ˆ̄ψ(xµ + ǫµ/2)iγ5ψ̂(xµ − ǫµ/2)|0〉 . (85)

Using the fourth-order van Vleck results, we find:

P = lim
ǫµ→0

e−iǫνeAν(xµ)

∫ +∞

−∞
dpe−iωpǫ

0

×
[

ϕ
†
p,−(x + ǫ1/2)e+iK(xµ+ǫµ/2)iγ0γ5e−iK(xµ−ǫµ/2)ϕp,−(x − ǫ1/2)

]

+ O(ε4)

=
1

2π
lim
ǫµ→0

e−iǫνeAν

[

−2I1κz − 2iǫνI1κz(∂νκ0) + iǫν(∂νκy)I0

]

+ O(ε4) , (86)

which is UV divergent. We remove the UV divergence in the same manner as the chiral current

J
µ

5
→ [J

µ

5
] [see Eq. (80) above], which yields

[P] =
m

π
∂x

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eA0 + O(ε4) = −m

π

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE + O(ε4). (87)
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This high-frequency result in Eq. (87) has distinct parameter dependence compared to Eq. (7)

in the slow limit. Notably, Eq. (87) is suppressed by the factor of T 2 and hence the pseudo-

scalar condensate [P] goes vanishing in the high-frequency limit. This makes a sharp contrast to

Eq. (7) in the slow-frequency limit, where the pseudo-scalar condensate [P] takes a finite value

and eventually gives the dominant contribution to the chiral anomaly.

4.5. Chiral anomaly

We shall discuss the massive chiral anomaly relation with the van Vleck high-frequency

expansion. Taking the total derivative of the chiral current in Eq. (80), we find:

eE

π
︸︷︷︸

topological charge density

=
1

π

[

eE − 2m2

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE + O(ε3)

]

︸                                             ︷︷                                             ︸

= ∂µ[J
µ

5
]: chirality production

+
1

π

[

+2m2

∫ t

dt′
∫ t′

dt′′eE + O(ε3)

]

︸                                       ︷︷                                       ︸

=−2m[P]: pseudo-scalar condensate

,

(88)

where we identified higher-order corrections as O(ε3), not O(ε4), because of the time derivative

∂t ∼ O(ε−1). It is evident that Eq. (88) reproduces the chiral anomaly relation with massive

fermions. The topological charge is saturated by the contribution from the chirality production

in the high-frequency limit, which is qualitatively different from the slow-frequency limit as

seen from Eq. (8) that implies that the anomaly is dominated by the pseudo-scalar condensate.

Intuitively, the mass effects are negligible in the high-frequency limit because the typical energy

scale in the system is overridden by the frequency. Hence, the existence of the mass gap should

be compared with not the field strength but the frequency and would become negligible after

all. Thus, the frequency makes the massive Dirac system rather behave like a massless system,

and the pseudo-scalar condensate turns out to be a minor contribution to the anomaly relation.

Equation (88) also indicates that the information about the topological charge is encoded only

in the low-order terms from the high-frequency expansion, as we have observed in the Weyl-

fermion case. As a matter of fact, the anomaly term eE/π originates from the lowest order term

in Eq. (80) for [J0
5
] and higher-order terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (88) cancel out with each

other.

5. Standard perturbation theory

It is instructive to see how our Floquet treatment of the chiral anomaly is related to the

standard perturbation theory with respect to the small coupling in eA. We here demonstrate

explicitly that two expansions are equivalent at the leading order in eA. Albeit equivalent, an

advantage of the Floquet treatment is that the expansion parameter is the inverse frequency ε ∼
1/T , not eA, and hence the Floquet-based treatment can be technically advantageous to look into

non-linear effects in terms of eA. Indeed, the Floquet wavefunction, ψ
Floquet
p,± in Eq. (71), has

non-linear dependence on eA through, e.g., the exponential factor e−iK , which is expanded in

the standard perturbative treatment, as we shall see below. Conversely, the standard perturbation

theory would be useful to see some non-linear corrections in terms of ε ∼ 1/T for a certain fixed

order in eA. In general, both the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate may have non-

linear dependence on eA, e.g., Eq. (8) for slow electric fields clearly exhibits non-linearity. Our

Floquet results, Eqs. (80) and (87), can be regarded as a theoretical verification that the chiral

current and the pseudo-scalar condensate for fast electric fields do not receive any non-linear
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corrections in eA up to O(ε4). It is not easy to prove this statement within the framework of the

standard perturbation theory.

Let us compute the wavefunction ψ
pert
p,± based on the standard perturbation theory at the lead-

ing order in eA and it is interesting to compare it with the Floquet wavefunction, ψ
Floquet
p,± in

Eq. (71). Introducing the retarded Green’s function, S R, such that

[i/∂ − m]S R(t − t′, x − x′) = δ(t − t′)δ(x − x′) and S R(t − t′ < 0) = 0 , (89)

we can readily solve the Dirac equation (57) as

ψ
pert
p,± (t, x) =

(

upe−iωpt

vpe+iωpt

)

e+ipx

√
2π
+

∫ +∞
dt′dx′S R(t − t′, x − x′)e /A(t′, x′)

(

upe−iωpt′

vpe+iωp t′

)

e+ipx′

√
2π
+ O(|eA|2) .

(90)

By using the expansion of the translation operator, eA(t′, x′) =
∑∞

n=0
(x′−x)n

n!
∂n

xeA(t′, x), we can

carry out the x′ integration, which yields ∂n
pδ(p). Also, we note that an explicit form of the

retarded Green’s function reads:

S R(t − t′; x − x′)

= −iΘ(t − t′)

∫

dp
e+ip(x−x′)

2π

[

upūpe−iωp(t−t′) + vpv̄pe+iωp(t−t′)
]

= −iΘ(t − t′)

∫

dp
e+ip(x−x′)

2π

∞∑

n=0

(iωp)2n

[

σx

(t − t′)2n

(2n)!
+ (pσy − im)

(t − t′)2n+1

(2n + 1)!

]

, (91)

where Θ(t − t′) is the Heaviside step function. Using the Dirac equations, +iωpσxup = (pσy +

im)up and −iωpσxvp = (pσy + im)vp, we can cast the perturbative solution (90) into the form of

ψ
pert
p,± (t, x) =

[

1 − i

∞∑

n=0

∞∑

n′=0

∞∑

n′′=0

1

n′!n′′!

∫ t

dt′
{

(−i∂p)n′ (iωp)2n
(

σx

(t − t′)2n+n′′

(2n)!

+ (pσy − im)
(t − t′)2n+1+n′′

(2n + 1)!

)}

(∂n′

x e /A(t′, x))(piσz + imσx)n′′
](

upe−iωpt

vpe+iωpt

)

e+ipx

√
2π
+ O(|eA|2) . (92)

Note that terms with n′ > 2n + 1 are vanishing because the largest power of p inside the

curly brackets appears from ω2n
p p ∼ p2n+1. Using the identity

∫ t
dtn

∫ tn
dtn−1 · · ·

∫ t2
dt1 f (t1) =

∫ t
dt′ (t−t′)n−1

(n−1)!
f (t′) and introducing ℓ ≔ 2n + n′′, we find:

ψ
pert
p,± (t, x) =

[

1 − i

∞∑

ℓ=0

∞∑

n′=0

∑

n′′=ℓ,ℓ−2,···

1

n′!n′′!

{

(−i∂p)n′(iωp)ℓ−n′′
(

σx

ℓ!

(ℓ − n′′)!

×
∫ t

dtℓ+1

∫ tℓ+1

dtℓ · · ·
∫ t2

dt1 + (pσy − im)
(ℓ + 1)!

(ℓ + 1 − n′′)!

∫ t

dtℓ+2

∫ tℓ+2

dtℓ+1 · · ·
∫ t2

dt1

)}

× (∂n′

x e /A(t1, x))(piσz + imσx)n′′
](

upe−iωp t

vpe+iωpt

)

e+ipx

√
2π
+ O(|eA|2) . (93)

It is tedious but is straightforward to evaluate Eq. (93) order-by-order in ℓ. Identifying
∫

dt ∼
O(ε), we see that the computation up to ℓ = 4 suffices for the O(ε5) result. The final expression
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is

ψ
pert
p,± (t, x) = [1 − iK(t, x)]

(

upe−iωpt

vpe+iωp t

)

e+ipx

√
2π
+ O((eA)2, ε5) (94)

with K given by Eq. (61). This is in perfect agreement with the Floquet wavefunction, ψ
Floquet
p,± in

Eq. (71), after expanding e−iK = 1 − iK + O((eA)2) and dropping the mass shift δm ∼ O((eA)2).

6. Summary and discussion

We have investigated the chiral anomaly for the Weyl and the massive Dirac fermions in

(1+1) dimensions on the basis of the van Vleck high-frequency expansion.

For the Weyl fermion (see Sec. 3), we have computed the Floquet Hamiltonian, HF, and the

kick operator, K, to arbitrary orders; see Eqs. (27) and (31), respectively, for the final results. We

have shown that only K receives corrections from the periodic driving, and therefore nontrivial

physics including the chiral anomaly can arise from the kick operator K. Using these all-order

expressions and employing the point-splitting regularization scheme to compute the vacuum ex-

pectation values in a gauge-invariant manner, we have exactly reproduced the chiral anomaly

relation and found that only the first two terms in the high-frequency expansion contain the full

information about the topological charge and that the higher-order terms with n > 2 cancel out

with each other. This implies an intriguing possibility that the information on the chiral anomaly

could be dominantly encoded in the low-order terms generally in the high-frequency expansion.

We have also discussed the convergence condition for the van Vleck expansion, noticing that it

converges only for T/L < 1, with T and L being the period and the typical spatial length of the

applied electric field, respectively, and that we may investigate even the apparently nonconver-

gent regime T/L > 1 via resummation and/or applying the Floquet theory to the most rapidly

oscillatory direction.

For the massive Dirac fermion (see Sec. 4), we have employed the fourth-order van Vleck ex-

pansion in the axial A1 = 0 gauge and appropriately subtracted/renormalized the UV divergence

to obtain analytical expressions for the chiral current (80) and the pseudo-scalar condensate (87).

To the best of our knowledge, this is the very first study presenting the analytical expressions for

the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate (for the massive Dirac system) in the high-

frequency limit, with or without spatial inhomogeneity. We have found that the mass effects

are suppressed by powers of the period (or the inverse frequency). Accordingly, the chirality

production is enhanced compared to the slow-frequency limit in which the chirality production

is exponentially suppressed. Also, we have shown that the chiral anomaly relation can be re-

produced by the low-order terms in the high-frequency expansion, as implied from the Weyl

fermion result. Unlike the slow-frequency limit, the anomaly relation is saturated by the con-

tribution from the chirality production. Therefore, the physical composition of the topological

charge changes, depending on the frequency of the applied electric field. Moreover, we have

demonstrated that the Dirac mass effect is in practice reduced due to the periodic driving in the

high-frequency limit.

There are several interesting implications/applications of our results. The first example is

the application to condensed-matter systems: (1+1)-dimensional systems including fermionic

degrees of freedom could be realized with actual experiments/materials by utilizing, e.g., syn-

thetic gauge fields and quantum wires. Loosely speaking, the chiral current in (1+1) dimensions
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amounts to the number difference between right- and left-moving fermions, and hence our pre-

dictions may be directly tested by counting the number difference at the right- and the left-edge

of a (1+1)-dimensional material under consideration. As far as we are aware, the massive chiral

anomaly relation, in particular, the physical composition of the topological charge, has not been

tested in measurable condensed-matter setups. Also, they may provide suggestive information

to high-energy phenomena such as the chiral magnetic effect in relativistic heavy-ion collision

experiments. In this context, the mass effect is still an open issue and it could modify the ac-

tual observables. Another interesting implication of our results is a possible negative mass shift

due to high-frequency electric fields. There have been proposals to measure the effective mass

in intense-laser facilities such as the Extreme Light Infrastructure (ELI). The Volkov state is

the widely-used description for the mass shift, which predicts that the mass shift is definitely

positive [53]. Our results would suggest that the mass shift is not necessarily positive definite,

depending on profiles and/or parameters of the applied field. Unfortunately, it is still challeng-

ing to produce such high-frequent electric fields with intense lasers within the current technol-

ogy [where the frequency is roughly around O(1 eV - 1 keV)]. The reachable frequency is much

smaller compared to the electron mass scale [18, 54]) and hence our predictions may be unable to

be confirmed right away. Nevertheless, it is an important theoretical step to clarify the conditions

when/how the effective mass can become different from that in the Volkov state for future devel-

opments (see also Ref. [55]). Meanwhile, the reduction of mass by high-frequency fields implies

that the Schwinger mechanism by slow electric fields should be enhanced in a more straightfor-

ward manner than the dynamically assisted Schwinger mechanism [56–59], when our Floquet

vacuum is exposed to both fast and slow electric fields. In the literature, there are not many stud-

ies on the dynamical assistance with such high-frequency fields exceeding the mass scale [41, 60–

62], and our Floquet approach may found a novel theoretical ground for this problem. Finally,

we mention that our (1+1)-dimensional Floquet analysis is a first step toward attacking the chiral

anomaly in more complicated (1+3)-dimensional [or general (1+d)-dimensional] systems under

a periodic driving. The massive chiral anomaly relation, including the physical composition of

the topological charge, has not been fully understood particularly in the high-frequency regime,

where the conventional physics picture based on the spectral flow and the Schwinger mechanism

should be replaced by the expansion with the complete basis of the Floquet states. According to

our (1+1)-dimensional results, the Floquet approach provides a powerful framework to discuss

the chiral anomaly, as complementary to the standard perturbation. Since the essential feature

of the chiral anomaly is captured even in the present (1+1)-dimensional consideration, we may

naturally expect that the Floquet approach should extend well to the generic (1+d)-dimensional

problems. This deserves future investigations.
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Appendix A. Derivation of the fourth-order Floquet Hamiltonian and kick operator within

the van Vleck expansion in A
1
= 0 gauge

We here explain some details of the derivation of the fourth-order van Vleck expressions for

the Floquet Hamiltonian (59) and the kick operator (61) in A1 = 0 gauge. Up to the second

order, the general expressions for the Floquet Hamiltonian and the kick operator are given in

Eqs. (18) and (19), respectively. Just by substituting the Hamiltonian (58) into them, we can

obtain H
(0)

F
,H

(1)

F
,H

(2)

F
,K(0),K(1), and K(2). It is also easy to obtain the third-order kick operator

K(3), which can be achieved by integrating Eq. (17c). In such a manner, we can show,

H̃
(0)

F
= H̃0, H̃

(1)

F
= H̃

(2)

F
= 0, (A.1)

and

K̃
(1)

l
=

T

2πil
H̃l, (A.2a)

K̃
(2)

l
= +i

(
T

2πil

)2 [

H̃l, H̃0

]

, (A.2b)

K̃
(3)

l
= +

(
T

2πil

)3 [

H̃0,
[

H̃l, H̃0

]]

, (A.2c)

for l , 0 and K̃
(n)

0
= 0.

Below, we compute the remaining objects H
(3)

F
,K(3), and K(4). The basic strategy is com-

pletely the same as what we have outlined in Sec. 2.2: we solve Eq. (12) order by order in ε

under the van Vleck gauge fixing condition (16), i.e., K̃
(n)

0
= 0. At the third and fourth orders,

the equations that we need to solve are

H
(3)

F
= +i[K(3),H] − 1

2
[K(2), [K(1),H]] − 1

2
[K(1), [K(2),H]] − i

6
[K(1), [K(1), [K(1),H]]]

− K̇(4) − i

2
[K(1), K̇(3)] − i

2
[K(2), K̇(2)] − i

2
[K(3), K̇(1)]

+
1

6
[K(2), [K(1), K̇(1)]] +

1

6
[K(1), [K(2), K̇(1)]] +

1

6
[K(1), [K(1), K̇(2)]]

+
i

24
[K(1), [K(1), [K(1), K̇(1)]]], (A.3)
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and

H
(4)

F
= +i[K(4),H] − 1

2
[K(1), [K(3),H]] − 1

2
[K(2), [K(2),H]] − 1

2
[K(3), [K(1),H]]

− i

6
[K(1), [K(1), [K(2),H]]] − i

6
[K(1), [K(2), [K(1),H]]] − i

6
[K(2), [K(1), [K(1),H]]]

+
1

24
[K(1), [K(1), [K(1), [K(1),H]]]] − K̇(5)

− i

2
[K(1), K̇(4)] − i

2
[K(2), K̇(3)] − i

2
[K(3), K̇(2)] − i

2
[K(4), K̇(1)]

+
1

6
[K(1), [K(1), K̇(3)]] +

1

6
[K(1), [K(2), K̇(2)]] +

1

6
[K(2), [K(1), K̇(2)]]

+
1

6
[K(1), [K(3), K̇(1)]] +

1

6
[K(2), [K(2), K̇(1)]] +

1

6
[K(3), [K(1), K̇(1)]]

+
i

24
[K(1), [K(1), [K(1), K̇(2)]]] +

i

24
[K(1), [K(1), [K(2), K̇(1)]]] +

i

24
[K(1), [K(2), [K(1), K̇(1)]]]

+
i

24
[K(2), [K(1), [K(1), K̇(1)]]] − 1

120
[K(1), [K(1), [K(1), [K(1), K̇(1)]]]]. (A.4)

For our Hamiltonian (58), H̃l’s (l , 0) are just scalars and thanks to this many of the commuta-

tions in Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) are vanishing. After simplifying Eq. (A.3), we find,

H
(3)

F
= +i[K(3), H̃0] − K̇(4)

=
∑

l

eil 2π
T

t

[

+i[K̃
(3)

l
, H̃0](1 − δl,0) − 2πil

T
K̃

(4)

l
(1 − δl,0)

]

, (A.5)

where

[K̃
(3)

l
, H̃0] = +

(
T

2πil

)3 ({

+i(∂3
xeÃ0

l ) − 4im2(∂xeÃ0
l )
}

σz +
{

4m(∂xeÃ0
l )∂x + 2m(∂2

xeÃ0
l )
}

σx

)

.

(A.6)

The zero mode and nonzero modes of the right-hand side of Eq. (A.5) give H
(3)

F
and K(4), respec-

tively. Thus,

H
(3)

F
= 0, (A.7)

and

K̃
(4)

l
= i

(
T

2πil

)4 ({

+i(∂3
xeÃ0

l ) − 4im2(∂xeÃ0
l )
}

σz +
{

4m(∂xeÃ0
l )∂x + 2m(∂2

xeÃ0
l )
}

σx

)

. (A.8)

Notice that K̃
(4)

l
contains a derivative operator ∂x in the third term. Next, we turn to simplify

Eq. (A.4) to determine H
(4)

F
. Since H

(4)

F
contains only the zero mode, we may neglect nonzero
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modes in the right-hand side of Eq. (A.4). It is straightforward to show

H
(4)

F
= +i

∑

l′,0

[K̃
(4)

−l′ , H̃l′ ] −
1

2

∑

l′,0

[K̃
(1)

−l′ , [K̃
(3)

l′ , H̃0]] − 1

2

∑

l′,0

[K̃
(2)

−l′ , [K̃
(2)

l′ , H̃0]] − 1

2

∑

l′,0

[K̃
(3)

−l′ , [K̃
(1)

l′ , H̃0]]

− i

2

∑

l′,0

2πil′

T
[K̃

(1)

−l′ , K̃
(4)

l′ ] − i

2

∑

l′,0

2πil′

T
[K̃

(2)

−l′ , K̃
(3)

l′ ] − i

2

∑

l′,0

2πil′

T
[K̃

(3)

−l′ , K̃
(2)

l′ ]

− i

2

∑

l′,0

2πil′

T
[K̃

(4)

−l′ , K̃
(1)

l′ ]

=
∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)4 1

2
[H̃−l, [[H̃0, [H̃l, H̃0]], H̃0]]

= −2m
∑

l,0

(
T

2πil

)4 ∣
∣
∣∂xeÃ0

l

∣
∣
∣
2
σx. (A.9)

Collecting everything above, we arrive at the fourth-order expressions, (59) and (61), in the main

text.
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Abstract. The calculation of higher-order corrections in Quantum Field Theories is a challenging task. In
particular, dealing with multiloop and multileg Feynman amplitudes leads to severe bottlenecks and a very fast
scaling of the computational resources required to perform the calculation. With the purpose of overcoming these
limitations, we discuss efficient strategies based on the Loop-Tree Duality, its manifestly causal representation and
the underlying geometrical interpretation. In concrete, we exploit the geometrical causal selection rules to define
a Hamiltonian whose ground-state is directly related to the terms contributing to the causal representation. In this
way, the problem can be translated into a minimization one and implemented in a quantum computer to search
for a potential speed-up.
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1. Introduction

Technological advances have enabled important breakthroughs in science, and in the case of high energy
physics have allowed us to discover new particles and test models. To mention some specific examples,
technology has favored perturbative Quantum Chromodynamics (pQCD) to achieve greater precision in
computational calculations and to improve the efficiency of such calculations. The trend right now points
towards Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Machine Learning (ML) techniques applied to high energy experiments
in parton shower Monte Carlo (MC) reconstruction applied to jets physics[1], reconstruction of deep inelastic
dispersion kinematics [2, 3], or more phenomenological analysis, including the determination of partonic
distribution densities by the NNPDF collaboration [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11].

As is well known, the Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is a theory that studies the strong interactions
between partons, but in hadronic collisions it is necessary to resort to pQCD theory. Calculating the scattering
cross-section is a useful measure to study these interactions, so it is important to know the accessible kinematic
of the detector how to reconstruct the underlying partonic momentum fractions. In a perturbation theory, these
quantities are only accurately determined when analytical calculations are computed up to the Leading Order
(LO) precision. However, obtaining the scattering cross-section at LO accuracy is not sufficient to describe
precise experimental measurements. To achieve a more reliable the phenomenological description, higher-
order calculations are required. In pQCD, this feature happens even for the first or second order, the so
called Next-to-Leading Order (NLO) and Next-to-Next-to-Leading Order (NNLO) respectively. Furthermore,
the problem grows when we start combining the effects of the interaction of photons with partons and the
QCD interactions, since non-perturbative effects must be considered, hadronization.

In this work we propose a methodology based on Neural Networks using Machine Learning (ML) to
reconstruct the partonic momentum fractions in photon-hadron production at colliders, including up to NLO
QCD and LO QED correction. We base our work on Refs. [12, 13], which we briefly explain in Sec. 2. In Sect.
3 we report the phenomenological results of studying the hadronic differential cross-section distribution as a
function of the phase-space of the system. Finally, in Sec. 3.2 we show the Neural Network (NN) results for
predicting the partonic momentum fractions of the scattering process in the initial and final state at LO QED
+ NLO QCD accuracy.

2. Computational details

The efforts in the scientific community to obtain greater accuracy into quarks and gluons distributions, had
contributed to solve the problem of the proton spin crisis. Still, there is a long way to pursue and one direction
is the precise determination of the partonic moments in the pQCD theory. In this context, studying the parton
momentum fractions in hadronic collisions constitutes an advance towards the search of greater precision
since they carries an imprint of the parton level kinematics. In our study we are interested to perform the MC
simulation of the cross-section for the reaction,

p p→ π+ + γ , (1)

where the photon shall be produced by the direct interaction of the original partons in the collision, which we
will refer to as the hard photon. Fortunately, the dispersion between hadrons can be extracted by means of
hard process factorization properties in the QCD [14]. Therefore, the differential cross-section of the proton-
proton process is obtained through the convolution of the Parton Distribution Function (PDF), Fragmentation
Function (FF) and the differential partonic cross-section. The non-perturbative part corresponds to the PDF
and the FF, which provide us the information on the probabilities of finding the partons inside the colliding
hadrons and the probability of generating a given meson/hadron from a certain parton, respectively. Explicitly
the differential cross-section of producing a positively charged pion in addition with a photon in the proton-



proton collisions is given by,

dσp1 p2→πγ =
∑

a1a2a3a4

∫

d x1d x2dzdz′ f (p1)
a1
(x1,µI) f

(p2)
a2
(x2,µI) d

(π)
a3
(z,µF )d

(γ)
a4
(z′,µF )

× dσ̂a1 a2→a3 a4
(x1, x2, z, z′,µR) , (2)

where we sum over all flavors of quarks and gluons a1, a2 and a3, f (h)a (x ,µI) represents the PDF which
indicates the probability of finding the parton a inside the hadron h with momentum fraction x and initial
energy scale µI . Analogously d(h)b (z,µF ) stands for the probability that the parton b produced during the
hard scattering, hadronizes in the hadron h with momentum fraction z at a typical energy scale µF . Finally,
we cast in dσ̂a1 a2→a3 a4

the differential partonic cross-section of the interaction between the partons a1 and
a2 producing the partons a3 and a4. In practice, the nature of the detected photons is indistinguishable,
however, there are reconstructions algorithms that permit to retain a high proportion of photons expected to
come directly from the parton-level interaction (i.e. from the hard-scattering). For this purpose, we impose a
criteria to isolate photons[15] which allows us to obtain independence of the parton-to-photon fragmentation
function † and also to solve the collinear divergences. Therefore, the differential cross-section of producing a
positively charged pion plus a hard photon into proton-proton collision can be rewritten as follows,

dσp1 p2→πγ =
∑

a1a2a3

∫

d x1d x2dz f (p1)
a1
(x1,µI) f

(p2)
a2
(x2,µI) d

(π)
a3
(z,µF )

× dσ̂ISO
a1 a2→a3 γ

(x1, x2, z,µR) (3)

where dσ̂ISO
a1 a2→a3 γ

is the differential cross-section to generate a parton a3 and an isolated photon from the
interaction between partons a1 and a2 taking into account the isolation algorithm. In our case, we perform
the calculation considering including up to LO QED + NLO QCD. In this way, the partonic cross-section is the
sum of the QED plus the QCD contributions, namely,

dσ̂ISO
a1 a2→a3 γ

= dσ̂ISO,QED
a1 a2→a3 γ

+ dσ̂ISO,QCD
a1 a2→a3 γ

. (4)

Once we have applied the isolation criteria, the partonic channels for the 2→ 2 processes in QCD are,

qq̄→ γg, qg → γq , (5)

meanwhile, the channels in the QED interaction are,

qq̄→ γγ, qγ→ γq , (6)

and, finally, the processes 2→ 3 considered in the NLO contribution of QCD are those as,

qq̄→ γg g , qg → γgq , g g → γqq̄ ,

qq̄→ γQQ̄ , qQ→ γqQ . (7)

3. Phenomenological results

The calculations described in Sec. 2 were implemented in the MC integrator based in Ref. [12] and considered
two different scenarios for the scattering kinematics. In the first scenario, we seek to study the kinematic
configuration of PHENIX in the RHIC experiment with a center-of-mass (c.m.) energy of

p

SCM = 500 GeV,
and considering the phenomenological cuts,

{|ηπ|, |ηγ|} ≤ 0.35 ,

pπT ≥ 2 GeV ,

5 GeV ≤ pγT ≤ 15 GeV , (8)

†The smooth isolation prescription algorithm can be found in Refs. [16, 15].



where η and pT are the pseudorapidity and transverse momentum, respectively. On the other hand, in the
second scenario we explore a c.m. energy of

p

SCM = 13 TeV corresponding to LHC RUN II configuration,
keeping the same cuts for the pion kinematics. However, motivated by studies about the photon detection
efficiency in ATLAS and CMS different energies [17, 18, 19], we impose the following cuts on the photon
kinematics,

|ηγ| ≤ 2.5 ,

pγT ≥ 30 GeV . (9)

In addition, it is important to mention that we implement the restriction |φπ−φγ| ≥ 2 on the azimuthal angles
of the pion and photon, in order to keep a back-to-back configuration. Finally, we set the renormalization and
factorization scales as the average of the pion and photon transverse momenta,

µR = µI = µF =
pπT + pγT

2
. (10)

3.1. Partonic kinematics analysis

Now, we study the momentum fraction distributions with the purpose of imposing constraints on the NN
training. As it is well known, the momentum fractions are exactly determined at LO accuracy, explicitly as
follows,

x1,2 =
pγT
�

exp (η±π) + exp (η±γ)
�

p

SC M
, (11)

z =
pπT
pγT

. (12)

To compute Eq. (3), we use in the MC simulation the PDF set NNPDF4.0NLO [10] for the NLO QCD prediction,
while for LO QED + NLO QCD quantum corresctions we used the set NNPDF3.1luxQEDNLO [20, 21, 22, 23].
Likewise, we selected the most up-to-date FF of pions at NLO given by collaboration DSS2014 [24, 25].
Additionally, by simplicity we define the same partonic momentum fraction for both protons as x = {x1, x2}.
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Figure 1. Cross-section as a function of the partonic momentum fractions, for RHIC and LHC Run II .

In Fig. 1 we display the differential cross-section per bin of the pp→ π++γ scattering process as a function
of the partonic momentum fraction x , both for energies of RHIC (right) and LHC RUN II (left) experiments. A



significant contribution to higher-order corrections is observed with respect to the LO contribution in QCD (red
dots). The effects of QED and QCD (blue dashed line) are smaller with respect to only NLO QCD contribution
(black line). Furthermore, as expected from LO, the maximum limit imposed on the photon momentum
pγT ≤ 15 GeV at RHIC energies, manifests itself in a peak of the dσpp→π+γ distribution at x ≈ 2.5 × 10−2,
both for the Born level and for higher-orders. Similarly, in Eq. (11) the pT and η restrictions in RHIC, limit
the range that x can be computed to xmax ≈ 0.01. For this reason, we limited our analysis to observing the
LHC kinematics in the same RHIC range. As a matter of fact, in Fig. 2 we show an analysis of the differential
cross-section distribution analogous to Fig. 1 but as a function of z. Here, we can see that the LHC kinematics
implies that cross-section decreases faster than the calculated with RHIC kinematics. The distributions show
a peak at zpeak ≈ 0.35 in RHIC whereas zpeak ≈ 0.25 for the LHC RUN II. It is important to mention that those
peaks correspond to a greater extent to the constraints implemented in the FF.
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Figure 2. Cross-section as a function of the partonic momentum fractions, for RHIC and LHC Run II .

3.2. NN prediction

Taking into account the effects of kinematical cuts on the cross-section distribution, we will focus our efforts
on reconstructing the partonic momentum fractions x and z. Since we now know that in the LO case our
phase-space is well defined, we will use this information to check the reliability of our method. In this task,
we implement a NN with Python 3 library scikit-learn [26], specifically, we train a Multilayer Perceptron
(MLP) whose architecture is shown in Tab. 1. For this purpose, we define XREC and ZREC as target variables
of the NN. For the training to predict the x variable in the LO case, we set the MLP with two hidden layers
and 200 neurons per layer, using 105 interactions per event number. In addition, we find some parameters
sensitive to the output variables, such as the maximum number of interactions and the learning rate. Finally,
for all architectures we use the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activation function.

XREC (LO) ZREC (LO) XREC (NLO) ZREC (NLO)
# of hidden layers 2 1 5 5
# of neurons/layer 200 100 300 300
activation function ReLU ReLU ReLU ReLU

# iterations 1× 105 1× 105 1× 1012 1× 1012

learning rate 1× 10−3 1× 10−3 1× 10−4 1× 10−4

Table 1. Architecture for the MLP best fit parameters for the reconstruction of the momentum fractions at LO
in QCD: XREC(LO) and ZREC(LO) (second and third columns), and for the momentum fractions at NLO QCD
+ LO QED: XREC(NLO) and ZREC(NLO) (fourth and fifth columns).



The methodology to train the NN consists of generating random points (x , z), assigning them as the target
variables. In this way, we use 20% of the data to test the results of the NN and 80% for training the NN. In the
LO case, the inputs values are the kinematic variables accessible in the experimental environment, this mean,

V Exp = {p
γ
T , pπT ,ηγ,ηπ, cos(φπ −φγ)} . (13)

Conversely, due to the discussion in Sec. 3.1, the kinematic cutoffs imposed restrict the range in which we can
measure x and z, therefore, we reconstruct the partonic momentum fractions in the range x ∈ (0.015, 0.075)
and z ∈ (0.1, 1). The results at LO are displayed in Fig. 3, where we have defined the variables XREAL and
ZREAL as the variables randomly generated by our MC simulation. The color scale indicates the probability that
the Neural Network predicts {XREC, ZREC} in the same bin as {XREAL, ZREAL}. With this architecture, the NN
can access the momentum fractions with probability greater than 90% for x < 6.9× 10−2, and a probability
around 80% for x > 6.9× 10−2. Meanwhile, the NN trained to predict z fraction, have simpler architecture
and reconstructs the momentum fraction with success rate close to 100% in z > 0.19. At the Born level, x
is proportional to the photon transverse momentum, while z is inversely proportional, so the imposed upper
bound of PγT ≤ 15GeV has repercussions on the reconstruction of x when large values of XREAL and low values
of ZREAL are explored.

Once we have checked the advantage of the NN, we train it to perform predictions at NLO level. However,
since having a better fit becomes more complex, we opt for a more robust architecture. By the nature of the
process, the experiment is not able to distinguish between a LO and NLO contribution, therefore, for the NLO
QCD + LO QED correction it is necessary to discretize the kinematic variables used as input values namely,

p = {p̄γT , p̄πT , η̄γ, η̄π, cos(φπ −φγ)} ∈ V̄Exp , (14)

where ā denotes the mean value of each variable of VExp per bin. Now we discretize the space with ten bins
for pT , five bins for η and six bins for cos (φπ −φγ). This leads us to weigh the partonic momentum fractions
with the average cross-section corresponding to the bin of the event V̄Exp. Explicitly, the target variables are
now,

X1,REC =
∑

i

(x1)i
dσ j

d x1
(p j; (x1)i) , (15)

X2,REC =
∑

i

(x2)i
dσ j

d x2
(p j; (x2)i) , (16)

ZREC =
∑

i

zi
dσ j

dz
(p j; zi) , (17)

The results at NLO QCD + LO QED accuracy are presented in Fig. 4, for which we use a MLP whose
parameters are those of Tab. 1 (fourth and fifth columns). We generated 109 events for LO case, from which
only 30% passed the kinematic cuts. In addition, the discretization of the input and output values at NLO
led to generate 15000 variables in our phase-space. For both x and z, the NN showed favorable results and
a remarked improvement over the work made in Ref. [12]. The prediction for x is excellent in the lowest
rank bin, while in the rest bins the probability of reconstruction oscillates around 80%. On the other hand,
the fraction z achieves the best prediction in the range z ∈ (0.28,1); on the other hand, we find that for low
values of z, our result continues to show a strong correlation.
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Figure 3. Comparison of the momentum fractions at LO accuracy obtained with MLP neural networks with
the parameters given in Table 1.

2.2 3.6 5.0 6.4 7.8

XREC (×10−2)

2.2

3.6

5.0

6.4

7.8

X
R
E
A
L
(×

10
−
2
)

Neural-Network
NLO QCD + LO QED

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.9 3.7 5.5 7.3 9.1

ZREC (×10−1)

1.9

3.7

5.5

7.3

9.1

Z
R
E
A
L
(×

10
−
1
)

Neural-Network
NLO QCD + LO QED

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Figure 4. Comparison of the momentum fractions at LO QED + NLO QCD accuracy obtained with MLP neural
networks with the parameters given in Table 1.

4. Conclusions and outlook

In the context of hadron collisions, it is difficult to obtain closed analytical formulae to related parton momenta
fraction and experimentally-accessible variables. This fact leads us to use only approximate formulas in the
calculation of the scattering cross-section. In this work, we seek to access the partonic momentum fractions for
the production of a hadron plus a direct photon in proton-proton collisions using ML tools. First, we calculated
the cross-section differential distribution of the scattering process pp → π+ + γ with RHIC and LHC RUN II
kinematics. The results indicated that the kinematical cuts imposed by both experiments limit the range of
accessibility of x . On the other hand, we noted that RHIC experiment has a peak in both x and z, which was



observed due to restrictions of pγT and pion fragmentation. Likewise, we have built a MLP NN to access the
partonic momentum fractions at NLO QCD + LO QED accuracy. In the first instance, we obtained predictions
with LO QCD accuracy to compare the fitting efficiency of the NN, and we obtained nearly perfect results.
Subsequently, with the help of Deep Learning, we accessed the partonic momentum fractions with NLO QCD
+ LO QED precision getting results with higher accuracy. Finally, this work not only lays the foundation for
higher accuracy predictions of High Energy Physics, but also, as mentioned in Ref. [27], it can help to find
constraints on the final states of heavy hadrons.
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We study whether it is possible to use high-p⊥ data/theory to constrain the tem-

perature dependence of the shear viscosity over entropy density ratio η/s of the

matter formed in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions at the RHIC and LHC. We

use two approaches: i) We calculate high-p⊥ RAA and flow coefficients v2, v3 and

v4 assuming different (η/s)(T ) of the fluid-dynamically evolving medium. ii) We

calculate the quenching strength (q̂/T 3) from our dynamical energy loss model and

convert it to η/s as a function of temperature. It turned out that the first approach

can not distinguish between different (η/s)(T ) assumptions when the evolution is

constrained to reproduce the low-p⊥ data. In distinction, (η/s)(T ) calculated us-

ing the second approach agrees surprisingly well with the (η/s)(T ) inferred through

state-of-the-art Bayesian analyses of the low-p⊥ data even in the vicinity of Tc, while

providing much smaller uncertainties at high temperatures.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) predicts that at extremely high densities matter undergoes

a transition to a state consisting of deconfined and interacting quarks, antiquarks, and gluons [1,

2]. According to the current cosmology, this new state of matter, called Quark-Gluon plasma

(QGP) [3], existed immediately after the Big Bang [4]. Today, QGP is created in “Little Bangs”,

when heavy ions collide at ultra-relativistic energies [5] at RHIC and LHC experiments. Such

collisions lead to an expanding fireball of quarks and gluons, which thermalizes to form QGP.

The QGP cools down, and quarks and gluons hadronize when the temperature T drops to the

critical temperature Tc.

Extracting useful information from “Little Bangs” requires comparing theoretical predictions

with experimental data. By such comparisons, it is established that QGP is formed at the RHIC

and LHC experiments [6] through two main lines of evidence [5–7]: i) by comparison of low

transverse momentum (p⊥) measurements with relativistic hydrodynamical predictions, which

imply that created QGP is consistent with the description of a nearly perfect fluid [8–10], ii) by

comparison of pQCD predictions with high-p⊥ data [11–14], which showed that high-p⊥ partons

(jets) significantly interact with the opaque medium [5]. Beyond the discovery phase, the current

challenge is to investigate the properties of this extreme form of matter.

The QGP was expected to behave as a weakly interacting gas based on ideas of asymptotic

freedom and color screening [15]. Thus, the agreement of the fluid-dynamical predictions, which

assumed the QGP to behave as a nearly inviscid fluid, with the data came as a surprise [10].

Furthermore, subsequent calculations revealed [10] that reproduction of the data required the

shear viscosity to entropy density ratio (η/s) of QGP to be near the lower bound predicted by

AdS/CFT correspondence [16].

However, the temperature of the QGP changes significantly [17] during the evolution of the

collision system. E.g., in the LHC experiments, the temperature is estimated to span the range

from 4Tc to Tc. Even if the QGP behaves as a perfect fluid close to Tc (the “soft”, strongly

coupled, regime), its η/s may significantly increase with increasing T if the QGP becomes weakly

coupled at higher temperatures (the “hard”, weakly coupled, regime). We call this possibility

the “soft-to-hard” medium hypothesis.

Testing this hypothesis has turned out to be surprisingly difficult. Reproduction of the ob-

served anisotropies of low-p⊥ particles necessitates low η/s in the vicinity of Tc, but the value
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of shear viscosity in higher temperatures has only a weak effect on anisotropies in collisions at

LHC energies, and basically no effect at all at RHIC [18–20]. In the recent Bayesian analyses of

the data, this is manifested in a well constrained η/s in the Tc <∼ T <∼ 1.5Tc temperature range

and weak constraints at larger temperatures [21–24].

Thus, it is evident that a complementary theory and observables are needed to investigate the

“soft-to-hard” medium hypothesis. Since most of the jet energy loss takes place when the system

is hottest, it is reasonable to expect the high-p⊥ observables to be sensitive to the properties of

the system at that stage. To use jet energy loss and high-p⊥ data to provide constraints to the

bulk properties of the collision system, we developed the state-of-the-art DREENA tomography

tool [25, 26] based on the dynamical energy loss formalism [27–29]. So far, we have used this

tool to, e.g., provide constraints to the early evolution of the collision system [30] and map how

the shape of the collision system is manifested in the high-p⊥ data [31].

In this study, we explore whether high-p⊥ data can provide constraints on the η/s ratio of

QGP at high temperatures. As known, shear viscosity generates entropy, which means that the

system with larger viscosity cools slower or, alternatively, to reach the same final entropy, the

system with larger viscosity must have a lower initial temperature. Thus, different assumed

η/s during the early evolution of the system may lead to different jet energy loss and therefore

different nuclear suppression factor RAA. As well, azimuthal anisotropy in path lengths and

temperature along the paths leads to azimuthal dependence of jet suppression [5], which is

measured as vn of high-p⊥ particles. High-p⊥ vn are known to be sensitive to the details of the

medium evolution [25, 26, 32], and since viscosity changes the evolution of the anisotropy of

the system, the changes in η/s can lead to changes in high-p⊥ vn. We choose three different

parametrizations of (η/s)(T ), adjust the parameters to reproduce the low-p⊥ data measured in
√
sNN = 200 GeV Au+Au (RHIC) and

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb collisions (LHC), calculate the

temperature evolution of the system, and energy loss of jets traversing this system in each case,

and evaluate the RAA and high-p⊥ v2, v3 and v4 to see if different assumptions of η/s lead to

differences in these observables.

Complementary to this phenomenological approach to infer the η/s ratio from the experimen-

tal data, we also provide a fully theoretical estimate of η/s based on jet energy loss: The jet

quenching strength is quantified through the jet quenching parameter q̂. It has been argued that

in a weakly coupled regime q̂/T 3 is directly proportional to η/s [33], and thus evaluating one

allows one to know the other. We estimate the quenching parameter q̂ as function of temperature
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using our dynamical energy loss formalism, convert it to η/s and compare the resulting (η/s)(T )

to constraints obtained from state-of-the-art Bayesian analyses [22, 23].

II. METHODS

A. Modeling the bulk evolution

To calculate the temperature evolution and the low-p⊥ observables we use the version of

VISHNew [34, 35] used in Refs. [21, 22, 36]1. It is a code to solve the dissipative fluid-dynamical

equations in 2+1-dimensions, i.e., assuming boost invariance. Shear stress and bulk pressure are

taken as dynamical variables and evolved according to the Israel-Stewart type equations [38]. We

use an Equation of State (EoS) [36] that combines the lattice QCD-based EoS of the HotQCD

collaboration [39] at large temperatures to a hadron resonance gas EoS at low temperatures. At

constant temperature, Tsw = 151 MeV, hypersurface we convert the fluid to particle ensembles

according to the Cooper-Frye prescription [40]. These ensembles are fed to the UrQMD hadron

cascade [41, 42], which describes the evolution of the hadronic stage of the system until freeze-out.

We generate the event-by-event fluctuating initial states using the TRENTo model [43]. In this

model nucleus-nucleus collisions are considered as a superposition of nucleon-nucleon collisions.

The nucleons are represented by Gaussian distributions, which in this study have the width

w = 0.5 fm while the minimum nucleon-nucleon distance within the nucleus is also set to d = 0.5

fm. The inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross section is 70 mb for Pb+Pb and 42 mb for Au+Au

collision. For the other parameters we use the maximum a posteriori (MAP) values found in

Ref. [22]. We do not allow any pre-equilibrium evolution (free-streaming or otherwise), and

use τ0 = 1 fm/c as the initial time for fluid-dynamical evolution, since the reproduction of the

high-p⊥ observables does not allow strong transverse expansion earlier [30].

We include both bulk and shear viscosity in our fluid-dynamical calculation. The temperature

dependence of the bulk viscosity coefficient ζ is parameterized as a Cauchy distribution [22]:

(ζ/s)(T ) =
(ζ/s)max

1 +
(

T−T0
(ζ/s)width

)2 . (1)

We consider a small bulk viscosity with the maximum value (ζ/s)max = 0.03, the width parameter

(ζ/s)width = 0.022 and T0 = 0.183 GeV. As in the case of the TRENTo parameters described

1 Code available at [37]
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above, the width and T0 values are the MAP parameter values found in Ref. [22], but (ζ/s)max is

reduced to get better match with the p⊥ spectra in the absence of pre-equilibrium free streaming.

As mentioned, our main objective is to find out whether high-p⊥ data can provide constraints

to η/s at high temperatures. Naively one can expect the jet energy loss to be proportional to

the third power of temperature (T 3), but a detailed calculation has shown it to be proportional

to only T 1.2 [44, 45]. Since the sensitivity to temperature is weaker than expected, we want to

maximize the difference in temperature due to differences in η/s. Therefore we do not take as our

(η/s)(T ) the upper and lower limits suggested by the Bayesian analyses [22, 23] but something

more extreme. We parameterize the temperature dependence of η/s as [21, 22]

(η/s)(T ) =


(η/s)min, T < Tc,

(η/s)min + (η/s)slope(T − Tc)
( T
Tc

)(η/s)crv
, T > Tc,

(2)

where (η/s)min is the minimum value of the specific shear viscosity, (η/s)slope is the slope above

Tc and (η/s)crv controls the curvature above Tc. Tc is fixed to the pseudocritical temperature

Tc = 154 MeV evaluated by the HotQCD collaboration [39].

We study three different scenarios, each capable of describing a subset of low-p⊥ data at RHIC

and LHC with reasonable accuracy:

(i) constant η/s (0.15 for Pb+Pb collision at LHC and 0.12 for Au+Au collision at RHIC)

(ii) (η/s)min = 0.1, (η/s)slope= 1.11, (η/s)crv = -0.48,

(iii) (η/s)min = 0.04, (η/s)slope = 3.30, (η/s)crv = 0.

The parameters in our second scenario are within the 90% credible intervals of the analysis of

Ref. [22]. Therefore, we label it as ‘Nature’. Nevertheless, our (η/s)min is larger than in Ref. [22]

since we require the reproduction of the RHIC data, not only the LHC data. As known, including

the RHIC data tends to increase the favored minimum value of η/s [24]. Our third scenario with

its very rapidly rising η/s (see Fig. 7) is inspired by the ‘LHHQ’ parametrization in Ref. [19].

Consequently, we label it as such.

To calculate both the low-p⊥ and high-p⊥ observables, we generated 104 minimum-bias events,

sorted the events in centrality classes according to the number of participants, and evaluated the

observables as averages in each centrality bin.

We reproduced the pion, kaon, and proton multiplicities, and charged hadron 4-particle cumu-

lant elliptic flow v2{4} in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV (RHIC) and Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 5.02 TeV (LHC) in 10–20%, 20–30%, 30–40% and 40–50% centrality classes by varying
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only the nucleon-nucleon cross section according to the collision energy, and the overall normal-

ization factor according to the collision energy and choice of (η/s)(T ). All the other TRENTo

parameters were kept the same in all cases.

B. Overview of DREENA framework

After evaluating the temperature evolution, we use the ‘generalized DREENA-A’ framework

to calculate the high-p⊥ observables: nuclear suppression factor RAA and high-p⊥ flow harmon-

ics v2, v3 and v4. ‘DREENA’ (Dynamical Radiative and Elastic ENergy loss Approach) is a

computationally efficient tool for QGP tomography [25, 26], based on generalized hard thermal

loop (HTL) perturbation theory [46] with naturally regulated infrared divergences [27, 47]. In

this formalism both the radiative [28, 29] and collisional energy loss [27] of high energy particles

have been computed in an evolving QCD medium of finite size at finite temperature. Further-

more, the framework is extended to account for running coupling [49], finite magnetic mass [50]

and beyond soft-gluon approximation [47]. We also recently extended the formalism towards

finite orders in opacity [48], but showed that higher-order effects can be neglected for high-p⊥

predictions. Thus, a computationally more efficient version with one scattering center is used

in this study. Additionally, this framework does not have fitting parameters [30, 31], allowing

systematic comparison of data and the predictions from the simulation obtained using the same

formalism and parameter set.

We use the generic pQCD convolution formula [49, 51] to generate the final quenched (q) and

unquenched (u) spectra of hadrons as

Efd
3σq(HQ)

dp3
f

=
Eid

3σ(Q)

dp3
i

⊗ P (Ei → Ef )⊗D(Q→ HQ), (3)

Efd
3σu(HQ)

dp3
f

=
Eid

3σ(Q)

dp3
i

⊗D(Q→ HQ), (4)

where i and f denote the initial parton (Q) and the final hadron (HQ) respectively. Eid
3σ(Q)

dp3i

represents the initial parton spectrum calculated at the next-to-leading order for light and heavy

partons [52–54]. P (Ei → Ef ) is the energy loss probability computed within finite temperature

field theory. D(Q → HQ) represents the fragmentation function. DSS [55], BCFY [56, 57] and

KLP [58] fragmentation functions have been used for charged hadrons, D mesons, and B mesons,
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respectively. ‘DREENA-A’ [26], where ‘A’ stands for Adaptive (i.e., Arbitrary) temperature

profiles has been optimized to incorporate any event-by-event fluctuating temperature profile [25].

For our current study, we assume ΛQCD = 0.2 GeV and the effective number of light quark flavors

nf = 3 and 2.5 for Pb+Pb and Au+Au collision systems, respectively. We also consider the gluon

mass mg = µE/
√

2 [59] where µE is the temperature-dependent Debye mass computed following

the procedure in Ref. [60] (outlined in the next subsection). We assume the mass of the light

quark, charm, and bottom quark to be M = µE/6, 1.2 GeV, and 4.75 GeV, respectively. The

magnetic-to-electric mass ratio is µM/µE = 0.6 [61].

C. Derivation of transport coefficient q̂ from dynamical energy loss formalism

To derive the transport coefficient q̂, which is the squared average transverse momentum

exchange between the medium and the fast parton per unit path length [62], we start from

dynamical perturbative QCD medium, where the interaction between high-p⊥ partons and QGP

constituents can be characterized by the HTL resummed elastic collision rate [63]:

dΓel
d2q

= 4CA

(
1 +

nf
6

)
T 3 α2

s

q2 (q2 + µ2
E)
. (5)

While αs in Eq. (5) is presumed to be constant, for RHIC and LHC, it is necessary to

include running coupling constant in the kernel due to the wide kinematic range covered in

these experiments. To include running coupling in dynamical energy loss formalism, we adopt

the procedure from Ref. [64] where

α2
s → αs(ET )αs

(
µ2
E

)
(6)

and µE is obtained [60] as a self-consistent solution to

µ2
E =

(
1 +

nf
6

)
4πα

(
µ2
E

)
T 2, (7)

where

α(t) =
4π

(11− 2
3
nf )

1

ln ( t
Λ2 )

, (8)
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leading to

µE =

√
Λ2

ξ(T )

W (ξ(T ))
, (9)

where

ξ(T ) =
1 +

nf

6

11− 2
3
nf

(
4πT

Λ

)2

, (10)

and W is Lambert’s W function. Note that µE obtained through this procedure agrees with

Lattice QCD results [60].

By using Eq. (9) and (6), Eq. (5) reduces to

dΓel
d2q

=
CA
π
T
α(ET )µ2

E

q2(q2 + µ2
E)
, (11)

which reproduces Eq. (16) from Ref. [63] in the case of constant coupling α(ET ) = g2/4π.

Following Ref. [50], finite magnetic mass can be introduced into Eq. (11), reducing the collision

rate to

dΓel
d2q

=
CA
π
Tα(ET )

µ2
E − µ2

M

(q2 + µ2
E)(q2 + µ2

M)
, (12)

where µM is the magnetic mass defined in the previous subsection, and CA = 4/3.

Eq. (12) can be further reduced to

dΓel
d2q

=
CA
π
Tα(ET )

(
1

q2 + µ2
M

− 1

q2 + µ2
E

)
. (13)

In the fluid rest frame, the transport coefficient q̂ can then be computed as [63, 65]

q̂ =

∫ √6ET

0

d2q q2 · dΓel
d2q

= CATα(ET )

∫ 6ET

0

dq2 q2

(
1

q2 + µ2
M

− 1

q2 + µ2
E

)

= CAT
4π

(11− 2
3
nf )

(
µ2
E ln

[
6ET+µ2E
µE2

]
− µ2

M ln
[

6ET+µ2M
µ2M

])
ln (ET

Λ2 )
. (14)

In the limit ET →∞, Eq. (14) reduces to the expression independent of jet E:

q̂ = CAT
4π

11− 2
3
nF

(
µ2
E

ln ET
µ2E/6

ln ET
Λ2

− µ2
M

ln ET
µ2M/6

ln ET
Λ2

)
≈ CAT

4π

11− 2
3
nF

(
µ2
E − µ2

M

)
= CAT

4π

11− 2
3
nF

1 + nF

6

11− 2
3
nF

(4π)2T 2

W (ξ(T ))

(
1− x2

ME

)
= CA

(
4π

11− 2
3
nF

)2 4π
(
1 + nF

6

)
W (ξ(T ))

(
1− x2

ME

)
T 3, (15)
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where xME = µM/µE is the magnetic-to-electric mass ratio. It is worth noticing that this is

expected behavior: as a property of the medium q̂ should be independent (or weakly dependent)

on jet energy [63]. Nevertheless, many models/approaches fail to describe this behavior [63].

III. RESULTS

A. Constraining η/s through high-p⊥ data

To examine the sensitivity of the high-p⊥ observables on the specific shear viscosity of the

medium, we compare in Fig. 1 the experimental charged hadron RAA and high-p⊥ flow harmonics

v2, v3 and v4 in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV to the theoretical predictions calculated

using three different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations (see Sect. II A). The high-p⊥ flow harmonics are

computed using the scalar product method [25]. As seen in all three cases, the calculated charged

hadron RAA and flow anisotropies are almost indistinguishable from each other. Furthermore,

the predicted charged hadron v4 significantly underestimates the experimental data even when

the current large experimental uncertainties are taken into account. We have previously re-

ported similar observation in Ref. [25] where high-p⊥ v4 was calculated using several different

initializations of the fluid dynamical evolution.

Unfortunately, the heavy flavor high-p⊥ observables shown in Fig. 2 are hardly more sensitive

to the (η/s)(T ) parametrizations. The calculated D and B meson RAA, v2 and v3 in Pb+Pb

collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV do not depend on our assumptions about η/s, whereas v4 in

the 10–30% centrality class shows some sensitivity. Nevertheless, given the large experimental

uncertainties of v2 and v3, it is doubtful whether the small difference in v4 is experimentally

detectable, especially when our v4 predictions are very close to 0.

Since the collisions at LHC reach larger initial temperatures than collisions at RHIC, we

may expect them to be more sensitive to η/s at large temperatures, and thus to our (η/s)(T )

parametrizations. Nevertheless, for the sake of completeness and to allow for surprises in the

evolution, we checked whether the high-p⊥ observables measured in collisions at the full RHIC

energy (
√
sNN = 200 GeV) allow us to distinguish between different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations.

The theoretical predictions for charged hadron, and D and B meson high-p⊥ observables in

Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV collision energy are shown in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively.
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FIG. 1: Charged hadron RAA (first row) and high-p⊥ flow harmonics v2 (second row), v3 (third row)

and v4 (fourth row) as a function of transverse momentum in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV for

different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations indicated in the legend. CMS (blue squares) [66, 67], ALICE (red

circles) [68, 69], and ATLAS (green triangles) [70, 71] experimental data are also shown for comparison.

Columns 1-4 represent the centrality classes 10-20%, 20-30%, 30-40%, and 40-50%, respectively.

Again, we calculated our predictions using the generalized DREENA-A framework with three

different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations. As can be seen, the high-p⊥ observables are not sensitive to

the η/s ratio at high temperatures, and thus we cannot further constrain (η/s)(T ) using high-p⊥

observables.

As was argued in the introduction, different η/s requires different initial temperature. How-

ever, as shown in Fig. 5, temperature difference during the evolution is small and, as demonstrated
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FIG. 2: Predictions for D (left 4×2 panel) and B meson (right 4×2 panel)RAA (first row) and high-

p⊥ flow harmonics v2 (second row), v3 (third row) and v4 (fourth row) using three different (η/s)(T )

parametrizations at various centralities in Pb+Pb collisions at
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV. The theoretical

predictions for D mesons are compared with the CMS (blue squares) [72] and ALICE (red circles) [73, 74]

data, whereas B meson predictions are compared to preliminary CMS (blue squares) [75] and preliminary

ALICE (red circles) [76] data.

above, insufficient to lead to observable differences in high-p⊥ observables. We characterize the

system temperature using the so-called average jet-perceived temperature: At each time τ we

average the system temperature in the transverse plane using the number of jets at each point

as weight. The jet-perceived temperature, calculated using all three (η/s)(T ) parametrizations

is almost identical, differing less than 4% at the early stages of the evolution and settling for

less than 2% for most of the evolution. The investigated high-p⊥ observables turned out to be
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FIG. 3: The calculated charged hadron RAA (first row), high-p⊥ v2 (second row), v3 (third row) and

v4 (fourth row) in
√
sNN = 200 GeV Au+Au collisions. The experimental data from the STAR (orange

stars) [77] and PHENIX (purple diamonds) [78, 79] collaborations are also shown. Columns 1-4 represent

the centrality classes 10-20%, 20-30%, 30-40%, and 40-50%, respectively.

insensitive to such small differences in temperature.

B. Calculating η/s from the dynamical energy loss q̂

In our previous publications, we have seen that the DREENA framework is capable of re-

producing the observed RAA without fitting parameters [80–82] (see also comparison to RAA in

the previous subsection). This agreement suggests that the dynamical energy loss formalism

can adequately describe interactions between high-p⊥ particles and the QCD medium. Thus, it
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FIG. 4: D (left panel) and B meson (right panel) RAA (first row) and high-p⊥ flow harmonics v2

(second row), v3 (third row) and v4 (fourth row) in
√
sNN = 200 GeV Au+Au collisions in 20-40%

centrality class. Theoretical predictions for D meson are compared with STAR (orange stars) [83] and

preliminary PHENIX (purple diamonds) [84] data, whereas B meson predictions are compared with the

preliminary PHENIX (purple diamonds) [84] data.

seems reasonable to estimate (η/s)(T ) theoretically using the dynamical energy loss model.

For this purpose, we presented the derivation of the transport coefficient q̂ from our dynamical

energy loss model in section II C. We note that q̂ is weakly dependent on E due to ln(ET )

appearing both in the numerator and the denominator of Eq. (14), as desired for a medium

property such as transport coefficient.
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FIG. 5: The average temperature experienced by the jets as a function of proper time for three different

(η/s)(T ) parametrizations in
√
sNN = 5.02 TeV Pb+Pb collisions for four different centrality regions (10-

20%, 20-30%, 30-40%, and 40-50%, as indicated in each panel). The inset shows the relative difference

in jet-perceived temperature in case of ‘Nature’ (dot-dashed curve) and ‘LHHQ’ (dashed curve) with

respect to constant η/s parametrizations.

Before discussing our results further, we outline the theoretical expectations for q̂ and its

relationship to η/s. First, note that the jet quenching parameter q̂/T 3 directly quantifies the

parton coupling strength in the medium. We also expect the higher coupling strength to lead

to lower η/s. To explain the large observed high-p⊥ v2, it was proposed in Ref. [85], that the

jet-quenching factor q̂/T 3 must rise rapidly when approaching Tc from above. Such behavior is

schematically depicted in Fig. 6A. A behavior that is not straightforward nor trivial to obtain

from a model calculation.
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FIG. 6: (A) A schematic T dependence of quenching strength q̂/T 3 proposed in [85]. (B) A scheme for

mapping soft-to-hard boundary based on Ref. [33].

In the weakly coupled limit, the relationship between η/s and q̂ is straightforward [33, 86]:

η/s ≈ 1.25
T 3

q̂
, (16)

whereas the expected (qualitative) relation of the calculated T 3/q̂ and (η/s)(T ) inferred from

the data is depicted in Fig. 6B [33]. At large temperatures, we expect the system to be weakly

coupled. At that limit, our dynamical energy loss model should be applicable, and Eq. (16)

should be a good approximation. Thus, we expect the calculated T 3/q̂ to agree well with the

inferred η/s as shown in the grey area at the right part of Fig. 6B. On the other hand, in the

strongly coupled limit (the left gray area in Fig. 6B) close to Tc, the calculated T 3/q̂ is expected

to significantly deviate from the inferred η/s. Interestingly, the T 3/q̂ calculated using weak

coupling methods is expected to drop below the inferred η/s [33], which, as known, is very close

to the AdS/CFT lower limit of 1/(4π) in the vicinity of Tc.

The region between strongly and weakly coupled limits is the so-called “soft-to-hard” bound-

ary [87], i.e., the region where the transition from a strongly to a weakly coupled regime could take

place. Therefore, plotting together η/s and T 3/q̂ as a function of T might allow estimating the

“soft-to-hard” boundary, as the region where these two curves start to deviate, as schematically

shown in Fig. 6B.
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FIG. 7: (A) T dependence of q̂/T 3 extracted from dynamical energy loss for initial jet energy in the

range E = 3 GeV (lower boundary) to E = 10 GeV (upper boundary) [63]. (B) Comparison of η/s

extracted from q̂/T 3 (shown in A), with three different choices of the specific shear viscosity considered

in this study and indicated in the legend.

We calculate q̂/T 3 from our dynamical energy loss using Eq. (14) in the initial jet energy range

3 GeV < E < 10 GeV, as p⊥ has to be low enough to mimic interactions of partons within the

medium. The obtained result is shown in Fig. 7A, and qualitatively similar to the expectation

shown in Fig. 6A. In particular, near Tc, we obtain an enhanced quenching, which is considerably

larger than quenching in other energy loss models [63] (with the exception of [88], which got a

substantial increase in q̂/T 3 near Tc, due to a very large coupling in their model). Some models

even predicted a decrease of q̂/T 3 (or increase in η/s) when the temperature is approaching Tc

from above [63, 89, 90]. The enhancement near Tc, obtained in Fig. 7A, is due to an interplay

between chromo-electric and chromo-magnetic screenings [50]. As the magnetic component is

inherently related to the dynamical nature of the medium constituents, it cannot exist in widely

used static models, making the evolving medium an important feature of the dynamical energy

loss model.

We convert our calculated q̂/T 3 to (η/s)(T ) using Eq. (16), and compare it to the parametriza-

tions used in this study in Fig. 7B. First, the uncertainty due to the relevant initial jet energy

is way smaller than the range of our (η/s)(T ) parametrizations. Second, our result is surpris-

ingly close to the parametrization inspired by the Bayesian analysis of Ref. [22], “Nature”, and,
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third, unlike expected, our result obtained using weak coupling approximation does not drop

significantly below the inferred η/s values in the vicinity of Tc.
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FIG. 8: Comparison of η/s extracted from q̂/T 3 to the 90% credible intervals of the Bayesian analysis

of Refs. [22, 23] (Bernhard et al. and Auvinen et al., respectively).

To further gauge the significance of our result, we compare it to the 90% credible intervals

for (η/s)(T ) obtained in two state-of-the-art Bayesian analyses [22, 23] in Fig. 8. Interestingly,

the η/s dependence extracted from our q̂/T 3 shows an excellent agreement with both of these

analyses in the entire T range, i.e., falls precisely in the overlap of the two intervals. Not only

does our result agree at large temperatures, where the Bayesian constraints are weakest, but even

in the vicinity of Tc, where we expected our result to drop below the inferred values of η/s (as

depicted in Fig. 6B). This is a surprising result, as one might expect that our calculation of q̂ from

the dynamical energy loss model and Eq. (16) are reliable only in the weakly coupled regime.

However, the agreement extends to Tc, i.e., to the regime corresponding to strong coupling.

While the extended agreement observed in Fig. 8 is encouraging in terms of the prediction

ability of the dynamical energy loss formalism, it leads to the question of why the expected

behavior (shown schematically in Fig. 6B) is not observed in Fig. 8. It is unlikely that the

weak coupling regime would extend down to Tc. Instead, it was suggested [33] that Eq. (16) is

valid as long as the quasiparticle picture of QGP is applicable. The same is required for the
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validity of energy loss calculations, including our dynamical energy loss model. Therefore, it

is an intriguing (and potentially significant) hypothesis that the quasiparticle picture used for

describing interactions between jet and QGP is consistent with the QCD medium created at

RHIC and LHC at the entire temperature range. In practical terms, this hypothesis is consistent

with the dynamical energy loss model’s ability to explain a wide range of experimental data.

Lastly, one of the open issues of QGP physics is mapping the “soft-to-hard” boundary. As

discussed, a possible approach for estimating the boundary is to compare estimates of the same

quantity (like η/s) from the high-p⊥ and low-p⊥ sector as schematically presented in Fig. 6B.

However, as shown here, the η/s obtained from high-p⊥ theory and inferred from the low-p⊥

data agree in the entire T range providing no guidance on locating the boundary.

IV. SUMMARY

Our previous studies showed that combining high-p⊥ predictions/data with temperature pro-

files from bulk medium simulations can constrain QGP medium properties, such as its early

evolution and medium averaged anisotropy. Here we used an equivalent approach, where tem-

perature profiles corresponding to different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations were generated and sub-

sequently used by our generalized DREENA-A framework to generate predictions for RAA and

high-p⊥ v2, v3 and v4. However, we found that this approach cannot differentiate between tem-

perature profiles generated using different (η/s)(T ) parametrizations, since the differences in T

profiles turned out to be small, and consequently the differences in high-p⊥ predictions were also

small. It is unrealistic to expect that the experiments at RHIC and LHC will (in a reasonable

time frame) achieve the precision needed to distinguish between these predictions.

On the other hand, our second approach, based on calculating the quenching strength q̂/T 3

from our dynamical energy loss model, showed a surprisingly good agreement with the constraints

to (η/s)(T ) extracted from low-p⊥ data by state-of-the-art Bayesian analysis. Such agreement is

highly nontrivial as it originates from two entirely different approaches: a theoretical calculation

based on finite temperature field theory through generalized HTL approach (dynamical energy

loss) and inferring (η/s)(T ) from experimental data using fluid-dynamical modeling and advanced

statistical (Bayesian) methods. The agreement is also surprising, as it extends all the way to

Tc, where a strongly coupled regime should apply, and where a disagreement between energy

loss calculation based on weak coupling approximation and inferred value of η/s is expected. We
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interpret the absence of such a disagreement in terms of the quasiparticle picture being valid even

close to Tc. However, this obscures estimating soft-to-hard boundary, whose inference remains

one of the field’s major (to our knowledge, unresolved) problems. Overall, this work further

emphasizes the utility of jet tomography, where low- and high-p⊥ theory and data are jointly

used to constrain the QGP properties.
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Optimal estimation of Dimension-8 Neutral Triple
Gauge Couplings at e+e− Colliders

Sahabub Jahedi∗

Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology, Guwahati, Assam 781039, India

Abstract

We investigate the measurement of non-standard ZZV (V = γ, Z) couplings through
Z-boson pair production at the e+ e− colliders. We adopt Standard Model Effective
Field Theory (SMEFT) approach to study these anomalous neutral triple gauge cou-
plings. There are one CP-conserving and three CP-violating dim-8 SMEFT operators
that contribute to ZZV couplings. Using optimal observable technique , the sensitiv-
ity of these NP couplings has been estimated and then we compare it with the latest
experimental limits on dim-8 couplings at CERN LHC. Effect of beam polarization
and correlations among CP-violating ZZV couplings are discussed. Comparison of
statistical limits of new physics couplings between optimal observable technique and
contemporary cut-based analysis has also been studied in detail.
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1 Introduction

Gauge boson self interactions within SU(2) × U(1)Y gauge symmetry of Standard Model
(SM) provides a unique window to test SM experimentally and yields an interesting way
to look for possible new physics (NP) beyond SM (BSM). The self interactions of charged
gauge boson (W±) with the neutral gauge boson (γ, Z) appear in SM and have been tested
with a significant precision at LEP2 and LHC [1–3]. Now, there is no self interaction among
the neutral gauge bosons within SM. Therefore, neutral triple gauge couplings (nTGCs)
(ZZV, (V = γ, Z)) play a crucial role to search possible BSM physics. As no NP signal
beyond SM pops up in the experiment, it is anticipated that NP signature will be very small.
SMEFT framework [4–9] is an accomplished framework to estimate small NP signal such as
nTGCs in a model independent way. In this framework, nTGCs emerge via gauge-invariant
dimension-8 effective operators at tree level. We will stick to the approach followed by some
earlier works [10–14] where the most general non-standard vertex functions are written in
terms of anomalous couplings. Thereafter, these anomalous couplings are parameterized in
terms of dim-8 effective couplings. In order to estimate nTGCs, Z-boson pair production at
the e+e− colliders has gained substantial recognition in the past. Within SM, e+e− → ZZ
process is governed by t-channel electron exchange. Now, as there is no ZZγ or ZZZ
couplings in SM, s-channel ZZ production is strictly forbidden at tree-level. One loop s-
channel mediation is also highly suppressed. In consequence, any deviation from the SM
prediction of the this process will serve as a useful hint toward NP signal. In literature, ZZ
production has been explored at e+e− colliders [15–18] and pp colliders [19–23] in context of
precision measurement of nTGCs1.
As our intention is to investigate the precision of nTGCs, e+e− colliders are point of our in-
terest due to the absence of QCD background. One the other hand, as electron and positron
are fundamental particles, non-existence of PDF uncertainties in the initial beams is con-
venient to estimate NP signal in this much cleaner background. Moreover, the accessibility
of partially polarized beams are beneficial for suppressing the SM background and allowing
the any NP signal dominating over SM background. Henceforth, we will inspect our analysis
on one of the proposed e+e− colliders such as Compact Linear Collider (CLIC) [37] with it
highest center of mass (CM) energy along with 1000 fb−1 integrated luminosity considering
maximum beam polarization combination. We will therefore compare our results with ex-
isting collider bound prevailed at the LHC [38–41] and another e+e− machine, LEP [42,43].
Tightest bound for three dim-8 effective couplings so far has been given by ATLAS at

√
s =

13 TeV and 36.1 fb−1 integrated luminosity [44] whereas for one dim-8 coupling, CMS has
provided most stringent bound at

√
s = 13 TeV and 36.1 fb−1 luminosity [45].

In addition to the usual cut-based analysis to estimate the precision of NP couplings, optimal
observable technique (OOT) [46–49] is another statistical method to provide the sensitivity
of NP couplings. OOT has been extensively used to constrain top-quark couplings [50–55],
Higgs couplings [56, 57] in case of e+e− colliders. Investigation of top quark interaction at
γγ collider [58–60], measurement of top-Yukawa couplings at LHC [61], muon collider [62]
and eγ collider [63] have also been done in context of OOT. Recent work on OOT includes
the Z couplings of heavy charged fermions at e+e− colliders [64] as well as exploring NP
effects in flavor physics scenarios [65–67]. In this work, we opt for this powerful technique to

1For other works related to nTGCs, see [24–36].
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estimate the sensitivity of NP couplings by using above described CM energy and integrated
luminosity at CLIC.
This paper is arranged as follows: In section 2, we discuss SMEFT framework relevant for
our study. A short overview of OOT is sketched in section 3. In section 4, we briefly discuss
collider analysis for a specific final state signal. We then show our elaborated numerical
analyses in section 5. Finally, we conclude our discussion in section 6.

2 SMEFT framework for ZZV couplings

The dim-8 effective lagrangian involving nTGCs under SMEFT framework can be written
as [68]

LnTGCs = LSM +
∑
i

Ci
Λ4

(
O +O†

)
, (1)

where O’s are the dimesion-8 SMEFT operators that consist SM fields and obey SM gauge
symmetry. Ci’ s are the dimensionless Wilson coefficients through which NP effects can be
understood and Λ is the scale of NP. Now, dim-8 operators are that contribute to the ZZV
couplings are given by

OB̃W = iH†B̃µνW
µρ{Dρ, D

ν}H,
OBW = iH†BµνW

µρ{Dρ, D
ν}H,

OWW = iH†WµνW
µρ{Dρ, D

ν}H,
OBB = iH†BµνB

µρ{Dρ, D
ν}H,

(2)

where Dµ is the conventional covariant derivative and Bµν and W µν are the gauge field
strength tensors, respectively. In Eq. (2), OB̃W is CP-conserving operator and the remnants
are CP-violating operators.

Now, there is no contribution of dimension-six SMEFT operators to the nTGCs at tree
level but they can arise from one-loop level. However, if we compare the order of the
contribution to the production cross-section between one loop dim-6 operators and tree
level dim-8 operators, we can evaluate that the order of contribution is O( αEMs

4πΛ2 ) in case of

dim-6 operators whereas for dimension-eight operators the contribution would be O( sv
2

Λ4 ).
Therefore, the contribution from dim-8 nTGCs operators to the production cross-section

overpowers the contribution of dimension-six operators in the limit of Λ <
√

4π
αEM
v ∼ 10 TeV.

Considering both dimension-six and dimension-eight operators contribution, the effective
lagrangian with anomalous couplings is given by

LEFT =
ge
m2
Z

[
−
{
fγ4 (∂µF

µν) + fZ4 (∂µF
µβ)
}
Zα(∂αZβ) +

{
fγ5 (∂σFσµ) + fZ5 (∂σZσµ)

}
Z̃µβZβ

−
{
hγ1(∂σFσµ) + hZ1 (∂σZσµ)

}
ZβF

µβ −
{
hγ3(∂σF

σρ) + hZ3 (∂σZ
σρ)
}
ZαF̃ρα

−
{
hγ2
m2
Z

(∂α∂β∂
ρFρµ) +

hZ2
m2
Z

(
∂α∂β(� +m2

Z)Zµ
)}
ZαF µβ −

{
hγ4

2m2
Z

(�∂αF ρα)

2



+
hZ4

2m2
Z

(
(� +m2

Z)∂σZρα
)}
ZαF̃µβ

]
, (3)

where Z̃µν = 1
2
(εµµρσZ

ρσ) and Zµν = (∂µZν − ∂νZµ) is the field strength tensor. Here,
fV3 , f

V
4 , f

V
5 (V = γ, Z) are the anomalous dimension-six couplings and hV3 , h

V
4 , h

V
5 are the

anomalous dimension-eight couplings. In terms CP conserving dim-8 nTGC, the anomalous
couplings are written as;

hZ3 =
v2m2

ZCB̃W
4cwswΛ4

, (4)

hZ4 = hγ3 = hγ4 = 0, (5)

whereas, in case of CP violating scenario, the couplings has the following forms:

hZ1 =
m2
Zv

2 (−cwswCWW + CBW (c2
w − s2

w) + 4cwswCBB)

4cwswΛ4
, (6)

hZ2 = hγ2 = 0, (7)

hγ1 =
m2
Zv

2 (s2
wCWW − 2cwswCBW + 4c2

wCBB)

4cwswΛ4
. (8)

Experimental searches of these nTGCs have been going in the different colliders but
no evidence has been found so far. As discussed above, searches for nTGCs have been
carried out at LEP and Tevatron but most stringent bound comes from ATLAS and CMS
experiment at LHC. CMS experiment has put most stringent bound on

C̃̃BW

Λ4 ,
CB̃W

Λ4 and CBB

Λ4

couplings through pp → Zγ → νν̄γ channel at CM energy (
√
s) = 13 TeV with integrated

luminosity of 36.1 fb−1 at LHC [44] whereas for CWW

Λ4 coupling, tightest limit is given by CMS
experiment through pp → ZZ → 4` channel at

√
s = 13 TeV with integrated luminosity

137 fb−1 [45]. Expected 95% C.L. on dim-8 nTGCs from ATLAS and CMS experiments are
presented in Table 1.

Couplings 95% C.L. limit

[TeV−4] pp→ Zγ → νν̄γ pp→ ZZ → 4`

CB̃W

Λ4 {−1.10, +1.10} {−2.30, +2.50}
CWW

Λ4 {−2.30, +2.30} {−1.40, +1.20}
CBW

Λ4 {−0.65, +0.64} {−1.40, +1.30}
CBB

Λ4 {−0.24, +0.24} {−1.20, +1.20}

Table 1: 95% C.L. limits from ATLAS and CMS experiments on different dim-8 nTGCs at LHC.

In the sub sequential analysis, we will be estimating the statistical limits of dim-8 nTGCs
considering the highest CM energy i.e, 3 TeV and maximum polarization combination {Pe− :
Pe+ = ±80% : 0%} of the incoming beams with Lint = 1000 fb−1 integrated luminosity in
the context of CLIC.
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3 Optimal Observable Technique

Optimal observable technique (OOT) is a credible tool to determine the statistical limit of
NP couplings in a prudent way. Here, we concisely sketch the mathematical framework of
OOT which has already been elaborated in [48, 49] in detail. In general, for any observable
(e.g. differential cross-section) that gets contribution from the SM and BSM can be presented
as

O(φ) =
dσtheo
dφ

=
∑
i

gifi(φ) , (9)

where φ is a phase-space variable, the coefficients gi’s are the functions of NP couplings and
several numerical constants, and fi’s are the linearly-independent functions of the phase space
variable φ. In this analysis, as we will be probing 2→ 2 scattering process (e+e− → ZZ), the
cosine of the CM frame (cos θ) is the phase-space variable in our consideration. In principle,
φ can be chosen any other variable as well, depending on the process.

Now the determination of gi’s can be estimated by using suitable weighting function
(wi(φ)):

gi =

∫
wi(φ)O(φ)dφ. (10)

In principle, different choices of wi(φ) are possible, but there is a distinctive choice for
which the covariance matrix (Vij) is optimal in a sense that the statistical uncertainties in
NP couplings are minimized. For this choice, Vij follows;

Vij ∝
∫
wi(φ)wj(φ)O(φ)dφ. (11)

Therefore, the weighting functions considering the optimal condition δVij = 0 are

wi(φ) =
M−1

ij fj(φ)

O(φ)
, (12)

where,

Mij =

∫
fi(φ)fj(φ)

O(φ)
dφ. (13)

Then, the optimal covariance matrix takes form

Vij =
M−1

ij σT

N
=
M−1

ij

Lint

, (14)

where σT =
∫
O(φ)dφ and N is total number of events (N = σTLint). Lint implies the

integrated luminosity.
The χ2 function that determines the optimal limit of NP couplings is defined as

χ2 =
n∑

{i,j}=1

(gi − g0
i )(gj − g0

j )
(
V −1

)
ij
, (15)
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where, g0’s are the ‘seed values’ that rely on the specific NP model. The limit provided by
χ2 ≤ n2 corresponds to nσ standard deviation from a seed values (g0) is the optimal limit for
any NP couplings by admitting the covariance matrix (Vij) is minimal. Using the definition
of χ2 functions in Eq. (15), the optimal limit on the NP couplings have been explored in the
following sections.

4 Collider analysis

In this section, we will briefly discuss strategy of estimating signal-background events for ZZ
production by reducing the non-interfering SM background for a specific final state signal of
our consideration. The production and subsequent decay final state signal (sec figure 1) for
the analysis is given by,

e+e− → ZZ, Z → `+`− (` = e, µ), Z → νν̄. (16)

This final state signal provides missing energy through SM neutrinos which is advantageous

e−

e+

e−

Z

Z

ℓ

ℓ̄

ν̄

ν

e+

e−

γ, Z

Z

Z

ℓ

ℓ̄

ν

ν̄

Figure 1: Z boson pair production and subsequent decay to OSL + missing energy (Emiss); left:
SM, right: dim-8 SMEFT.

to discriminate other non-interfering SM backgrounds from the ZZ production. On top of
that, as Z decay to neutrinos has a higher branching ratio compared to charged leptons,
this final state produces more statistics. Now, the final state signal process of our interest is
OSL (`+`−) + missing energy (Emiss). Dominant non-interfering SM backgrounds arise from
2-body WW and `+`−(` = τ, µ). There are 3-body non-interfering backgrounds like WWZ,
ννZ and ``Z but their contribution is ≤ 0.1% compared to WW . Now, using a suitable
cut on ∆R``, `

+`− background can fully reduced without harming the signal. Therefore, in
our following analysis, we try to reduce WW as much as possible. In order to mimic the
actual collider environment, following selection criteria on leptons (` = e, µ) and jets are
implemented:

• Lepton identification: Leptons required to have transverse momentum of p`T > 10
GeV, pseudorapidity (|η| < 2.5. One lepton can be isolated by other leptons by

5



Figure 2: Normalized event distribution of OSL + missing energy for signal and non-interfering SM
background with

√
s = 3 TeV, Cij = 1, Λ = 3.2 TeV and unpolarized beam. Left: missing energy

(Emiss), right: invariant dilepton mass (m``).

condition ∆R`` ≥ 0.2. After that, leptons are separated from the jets by apply-
ing ∆R`j > 0.4 where ∆R =

√
(∆η)2 + ∆φ)2 is the angular separation defined in

azimuthal-pesudorapidity plane.

• Jet identification: Jets are said to be isolated by imposing transverse momentum cut
of pjT ≥ 20 GeV.

Now, kinematical variables are defined as follows:

• Missing energy (Emiss): The energy carried by the missing particle in the final state
can be written with the knowledge of CM energy as,

Emiss =
√
s−

∑
`,j,γ

Ei, (17)

where, Ei is the energy carried away by visible particles.

• Invariant di-lepton mass (m``): Construction of invariant di-lepton mass for two op-
posite sign leptons can be done by defining:

m2
`` = (p`+ + p`−)2, (18)

where, p` is the 4-momentum of `.

We generate signal and background events in Madgraph [69] and the detector simulation
is done by Delphes [70]. The UFO file that is feeded to Madgraph is generated through
FeynRules [71].

The normalized event distributions for Emiss and m`` are shown in the figure 2. Signal
distributions possess the interference between dim-8 couplings with SM. Now, if we look at

6



signal event distributions for missing energy in case of all nTGCs, the distribution peaks near√
s

2
which is evident as one Z decays to νν̄. Therefore, a cut on the vicinity of

√
s

2
for Emiss

reduces the irreducible non-interfering SM background significantly. Additionally, a sensible
cut one m`` also helps us to reduces the other backgrounds even further. We observe that,
with 1475 GeV < Emiss < 1550 GeV and 80 GeV < m`` < 98 GeV, all the signal distributions
dominate over non-interfering SM backgrounds. This region of phase space is sensitive to
study the nTGCs. Here, we note the the choice of NP scale Λ has been chosen in such a way
that the EFT assumption remains valid. In our next discussion to estimate the sensitivity of
dim-8 nTGCs, we will work the region of phase space guided by aforementioned kinematic
cut values.

5 Results

5.1 ZZ production at the e+e− colliders

Pair production of Z-boson at e+e− colliders is primarily governed by electron-mediated
t-channel diagram within SM. The BSM contribution from dim-8 operators to the ZZ pro-
duction takes place via s-channel γ and Z mediation. Here, ZZ production at the e+e−

colliders is interpreted as the NP effect other than nTGCs are negligible. In principle,
tree level dim-6 SMEFT operators can contribute to the ZZ production via γff̄ and Zff̄
couplings. Now, from the experimental measurements at LEP2 and LHC, γff̄ (∝ e0) cou-
pling shows << 0.1% deviation from SM whereas for Zff̄ coupling (∝ g), the deviation is
≤ 0.1% [72]. Therefore, we have neglected dim-6 operators contribution to ZZ production.

The generic expression of differential cross-section with partially polarized initial beams
(−1 ≤ Pe± ≤ +1) can be written as,

dσ(Pe+ , Pe−)

dΩ
=

(1− Pe−)(1− Pe+)

4

(
dσ

dΩ

)
LL

+
(1− Pe−)(1 + Pe+)

4

(
dσ

dΩ

)
LR

(1 + Pe−)(1− Pe+)

4

(
dσ

dΩ

)
RL

+
(1 + Pe−)(1 + Pe+)

4

(
dσ

dΩ

)
RR

, (19)

where,
(
dσ
dΩ

)
ij

are the differential cross-sections with the electron and positron beams have ‘i

(=L,R)’ and ‘j (=L,R)’ helicities. ‘L’ and ‘R’ indicate left-handed and right-handed helicity
of initial beams, respectively2. The variation of total cross-section with the dim-8 nTGCs
for unpolarized and two different polarization combinations is shown in the figure 3. Now,
total amplitude of the e+e− → ZZ process is,

|Mtot|2 = |MSM|2 + 2R (MSMM∗
dim−8) + |Mdim−8|2. (20)

The dominant BSM contribution to the total cross-section arises from the interference term
2R (MSMM∗

dim−8) when Ci

Λ4 ’s are small. Now, as the interference term is proportional to
Ci

Λ4 , the cross-section shows asymmetric variation with Ci

Λ4 in that small interval. In case of

large Ci

Λ4 , the dominant contribution to the total cross-section comes from purely BSM term

2In general, left and right-handed helicity are denoted by ‘−’ and ‘+’ sign, respectively.
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Figure 3: Variation of ZZ cross-section with the different dim-8 effective couplings at the e+ e−

colliders with
√
s = 3 TeV. Left: {Pe− : Pe+ = 0% : 0%}; Middle: {Pe− : Pe+ = −80% : 0%};

Right:{Pe− : Pe+ = +80% : 0%}.

i.e. |Mdim−8|2 that is proportional to
(
Ci

Λ4

)2
. Therefore, in this range, the behavior of total

cross-section is symmetric with
(
Ci

Λ4

)
. Beam polarization plays an important role to enhance

or reduce the total cross-section. For Ci

Λ4 (i = B̃W,BW,WW ) couplings, ZZ cross-section

is increased with {Pe− : Pe+ = +80%, 0%} whereas for CBB

Λ4 coupling, opposite polarization
provides the enhancement.

5.2 Sensitivity of NP couplings using OOT

Optimal sensitivity of NP couplings can be determined by using χ2 function defined in Eq. 15.
We choose CM energy (

√
s) = 3 TeV and Lint = 1000 fb−1 and then show χ2 variation with

NP couplings for different choices of polarization combination in Figure 4. The resulting 95%
statistical limit for each NP couplings with different beam polarization combination have
been tabulated in Table 2. Judicious choices of polarization combination helps to estimate
the bound on NP couplings in a most stringent way. {Pe− : Pe+ = −80%, 0%} polarization
combination provides the most optimal limit for Ci

Λ4 (i = B̃W,BW,WW ) couplings while for
CBB

Λ4 , the opposite polarization combination produces the best result. We can see that given
the CM energy and luminosity, CLIC provides much better limits on NP coupings compared
to current experimental bound. For a careful choice of beam polarization, the most optimal
limits of

CB̃W

Λ4 , CBB

Λ4 , CBW

Λ4 and CWW

Λ4 couplings are twenty-nine (sixty), six (twenty-eight),
eight (sixteen) and fifteen (nine) times better than the latest experimental limits at ATLAS
(CMS), respectively.

5.3 Sensitivity comparison: OOT vs cut-based analysis

Statistical limit of NP couplings can also be determined by contemporary cut-based analysis.
Here, we discuss the estimation of NP coupling through cut-based analysis and compare the
estimated limit with OOT results. The usual χ2 function for cut-based analysis is defined

8



Figure 4: χ2 function of different dim-8 nTGCs for different choice of polarization combinations

at CLIC. Polarization information are written in the inset. Top left:
(
CB̃W

Λ4

)
; top right:

(
CBW

Λ4

)
;

bottom left:
(
CWW

Λ4

)
; bottom right:

(
CBB
Λ4

)
. Information of CM energy and luminosity are written

on the caption.

by,

χ2 =
bins∑
j

(
Nobs
j −Ntheo

j (gi)

∆Nj

)2

, (21)

where Nobs
j ’s and Ntheo

j ’s are the number of events from observation and theory in the jth bin
of differential cross-section distribution after employing all the cuts described in section 4.

The statistical uncertainty (∆Nj) in each bin is =
√
Nobs
j , considering the number of events

in each bin follows Poisson distribution. Now, using Eq. (21), variation of χ2 function with
NP couplings is shown in the figure 5 by magenta color. The comparison plots clearly dictate
that OOT provides tighter bound on NP couplings in comparison with cut-based analysis. If
we compare the statistical limits, OOT performs better than cut-based analysis by a factor
of 1.7 for every NP coupling.

Comparison of 95% C.L. of dim-8 couplings between current experimental constrain from
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Couplings 95% C.L. limit

(TeV−4) Pe± =00%
00% Pe± =+00%

−80% Pe± =+00%
+80%

CB̃W

Λ4

+0.044 +0.050 +0.038
−0.043 −0.043 −0.042

CBW

Λ4

+0.125 +0.299 +0.085
−0.125 −0.299 −0.085

CWW

Λ4

+0.288 +0.307 +0.156
−0.288 −0.307 −0.156

CBB

Λ4

+0.049 +0.043 +0.060
−0.049 −0.043 −0.060

Table 2: Optimal 95% C.L. limit on dim-8 nTGCs at CLIC for different beam polarization combi-
nations.

Figure 5: Comparison of the variation of χ2 function of different NP for unpolarized beam at CLIC.

Top left:
(
CB̃W

Λ4

)
; top right:

(
CBW

Λ4

)
; bottom left:

(
CWW

Λ4

)
; bottom right:

(
CBB
Λ4

)
.

ATLAS, cut-based analysis and OOT is shown figure 6 for various choices polarization com-
bination where the betterment of the results using OOT can be clearly pointed out.
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Figure 6: Comparison of 95% C.L. limit of NTGCs between latest ATLAS experiment, OOT and
cut-based analysis. Information of beam polarization is written in the caption.

5.4 Corelation between CP violating dim-8 nTGCs

The expected statistical limits at CLIC discussed above provide the tightest bound on each
NP coupling in case of one parameter analysis. Now in a generic scenario, the estimation
of a NP coupling can be affected by the presence of other NP couplings. In our case, all
the CP-violating dim-8 NP couplings can contribute simultaneously to e+e− → ZZ process.
Therefore, we consider two dim-8 nTGCs non-zero at time keeping the third one fix at zero
in order to estimate the statistical limits and correlation among themselves. In the figure

Figure 7: Correlation among dim-8 nTGCs in 2 parameter space. Left:{CBB
Λ4 ,

CWW
Λ4 },

Middle:{CBW
Λ4 , CBB

Λ4 }, Right:{CBW
Λ4 , CWW

Λ4 }. Polarization information is written in the inset.

7, we show 95% C.L. in 2-parameter scenario spanned by {CBW

Λ4 , CBB

Λ4 }, {CWW

Λ4 , CBB

Λ4 } and

{CBW

Λ4 , CWW

Λ4 } plane, respectively for all polarization combination. It is worthwhile to notice
that the optimal limit on dim-8 nTGCs in 2-parameter case is still more stringent than
experimental limit by CMS (one parameter analysis). Here, likewise one parameter scenario,
the beam polarization plays a crucial roll to constrain 2-parameter space. As expected, the
estimation dim-8 couplings are abruptly changed due to the presence of others, depending
on the constructive or destructive interference between themselves.

11



6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have discussed the phenomenological aspects of exploring both CP-even and
CP-odd dim-8 nTGCs couplings via SMEFT formulation that offers an interesting window
to look for BSM physics. We have considered OSL + missing energy final state for the
e+e− → ZZ process to study cut-based analysis for singal-background estimation. In this
regard, kinematic cuts on missing energy (Emiss) and invariant di-lepton mass (m``) play a
vital role to segregate the chosen signal from non-interfering SM backgrounds.

Next, we have adopted optimal observable technique to estimate the sensitivity of dim-
8 nTCGs at CLIC at

√
s = 3 TeV with Lint = 1000 fb−1 luminosity for different initial

beam polarization combination. The differential cross-section of e+e− → ZZ process is
taken as the observable to determine the statistical limit of NP couplings in a sense that the
covariance matrix is minimal. For a given CM energy and integrated luminosity, optimal
95% C.L. on nTGCs is determined for all choices of beam polarization combination. In
comparison with the latest experimental bound described above, the optimal sensitivity of
NP couplings are six to twenty-eight times better than existing ATLAS limit and nine to
sixty times better than CMS limits, depending on different dim-8 nTGCs. We have showed
the non-trivial correlations among CP-odd nTCGs. A generic cut-based analysis has also
been performed in order to compare the sensitivity of NP couplings obtained through OOT
at same luminosity and CM energy. We have seen that OOT performs significantly better
than cut-based analysis to evaluate the statistical limit of NP couplings.

As far as e+e− collider of our concern, this analysis illustrates that beam polarization
plays an important role in constraining the statistical limit of dim-8 nTGCs more pre-
cisely. An appropriate choice of beam polarization, the statistical limit of NP couplings is
∼ 15% to 45% more precise compared to unpolarized beam.
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An oscillating inflaton field induces small amplitude oscillations of the Hubble parameter at the
end of inflation. These Hubble parameter induced oscillations, in turn, trigger parametric particle
production of all light fields, even if they are not directly coupled to the inflaton. We here study
the induced particle production for a light scalar field (e.g. the Standard Model Higgs field) after
inflation as a consequence of this effect. Our analysis yields a model-independent lower bound on
the efficiency of energy transfer from the inflaton condensate to particle excitations.

I. INDUCED GRAVITATIONAL PREHEATING
EFFECT

A major challenge for inflationary cosmology [1] is to
provide a mechanism to produce a hot gas of particles
after the period of inflation, a period during which the
number density of particles existing before inflation is
exponentially diluted. The first attempts to describe
this reheating process were perturbative [2]. But it was
soon realized [3–7] that the oscillating inflaton conden-
sate (which results after inflation has ended) can induce
parametric resonance excitations of any field which cou-
ples to the inflaton. The analysis of the efficiency of this
process is, however, very model independent (see e.g. [8]
for reviews of reheating).

Here we discuss a model-independent mechanism
which leads to the production of particles, even if they
are not non-gravitationally coupled to the inflaton field.
The source of this phenomenon is the oscillating con-
tribution to the pressure which the oscillating inflaton
condensate induces. This oscillating pressure leads to a
oscillating contribution to the mass of any field which has
the usual coupling to gravity, in particular the Standard
Model Higgs field. Our process thus provides a channel
to directly produce Standard Model particles after infla-
tion, and it provides a model-independent lower bound
on the efficiency of reheating.

The gravitational particle production channel which
we are discussing leads to the production of quanta of all
scalar fields whose mass is substantially smaller than the
inflaton mass. Gauge fields will be excited by the same
mechanism, as will fermions, except that in the case of
fermions the particle production will be smaller due to
Pauli blocking. Since dark matter and Standard Model
matter are excited by the same process, there is a possi-
ble connection to the dark matter coincidence problem,
namely the puzzle of why the energy densities of dark
matter and visible matter are of similar magnitude to-
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† vkamali@ipm.ir
‡ rudnei@uerj.br

day.
The gravitational reheating mechanism which we em-

ploy here was first studied in the context of dark mat-
ter production after inflation in various works [9]. In
[10], the mechanism was studied in the context of moduli
and graviton production during a early universe phase
in which a modulus field is coherently oscillating. Re-
cently, we [11] studied the decay on an axion condensate
by the same mechanism 1. Here, we emphasize two new
aspects. First, we point out that gravitational preheat-
ing leads to a direct and model-independent production
channel for Standard Model particles. Second, we derive
a lower bound on the efficiency of the energy transfer
from the inflaton condensate to particle quanta, and de-
termine a lower bound on the effective temperature at the
end of the preheating phase. We also point out a possible
connection to the dark matter coincidence problem, the
mystery of why the density of dark matter is comparable
to the density of Standard Model matter.

In the following, we will use natural units in which the
speed of light, Planck’s constant and Boltzmann’s con-
stant are set to one. We work in the context of a spatially
flat homogeneous and isotropic background metric with
scale factor a(t), where t is physical time. The comov-
ing spatial coordinates are xi, i = 1, 2, 3. The Planck
mass is denoted by mPl. The Hubble expansion rate is
H(t) = ȧ(t)/a(t), where an overdot denotes the deriva-
tive with respect to time. ρ and p stand for energy density
and pressure, respectively.

II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION

In the following we will denote the oscillating scalar
inflaton field by φ, and the scalar field whose particle
production we study by χ. Specifically, χ can be the
Higgs field of the Standard Model of particle physics.
For simplicity, we will neglect nonlinearities in the scalar

1 See also [12] for some early work, and [13] for an application of
a parametric resonance instability to describe the generation of
photons from a gravitational wave.
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field sector, and work in the context of Einstein gravity.
Thus, the Lagrangian Lm of the matter sector is

Lm =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+
1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ− V (φ, χ)

]
,

(2.1)
with the potential

V (φ, χ) =
m2
φ

2
φ2 +

m2
χ

2
χ2 . (2.2)

In the above, g is the determinant of the metric. Note
that inflaton self couplings or couplings between the infla-
ton and matter would open the usual preheating channels
and make the overall preheating process more efficient.
We are here aiming for a lower bound on the efficiency
of preheating.

At the end of inflation, all the energy density is stored
in the inflaton field condensate which is beginning to
oscillate. It is useful to recall the general dynamics of
an oscillating scalar field after inflation. An oscillating
scalar field condensate leads to pressure oscillating about
p = 0. When the frequency ω of the oscillating field is
much larger than the Hubble rate,

ω ∼ φ̇/φ � H , (2.3)

then one can show that [14] the energy density in the
scalar field condensate scales as

ρφ ∝ a(t)−3γ , (2.4)

where

γ = 2n/(n+ 2), (2.5)

for a potential

V ∼ φn . (2.6)

This leads to the time dependence

a(t) ∝ t2/(3γ) (2.7)

of the scale factor. Then, the inflaton will have oscilla-
tions with a decreasing amplitude

A(t) ∝ a(t)−6/(n+2) ∝ t−2/n . (2.8)

In the case n = 2 we can understand this result very
easily: the time average of the pressure of the oscillating
scalar field is p = 0 and we get a matter-dominated phase
of cosmological expansion.

However, in the case of large field inflation models
(models in which the slow-roll trajectory is a local at-
tractor in initial condition space - see [15] for a review),
the intial amplitude of oscillation is A ∼ mPl and hence
the intial value of H is of the same order of magnitude
as the oscillation frequency ω = mφ. In this case, the
averaging of the energy-momentum tensor of the inflaton
field is not justified, and we obtain instead the oscillatory

corrections which lead to the resonance effects which we
describe below.

Let us then consider the evolution equation for the mo-
mentum modes of a spectator scalar field, χk(t), in the
background of the oscillating inflaton field in an expand-
ing universe. The equation of motion for χk is given by

χ̈k + 3Hχ̇k +

(
k2

a2
+m2

χ

)
χk = 0 . (2.9)

It is convenient to consider the rescaled field modes ψk
defined via

ψk ≡ a3/2χk , (2.10)

whose equation of motion is

ψ̈k + ω2
k(t)ψk = 0, (2.11)

where

ω2
k(t) =

k2

a2
+m2

χ −
3

4

(
ȧ

a

)2

− 3

2

ä

a
. (2.12)

Note that the mass term of the field in Eq. (2.12) is mod-
ified by the expansion.

The contribution to the mass of χ due to the expansion
in Eq. (2.12) can be expressed as

−3

4

(
ȧ

a

)2

− 3

2

ä

a
= −9

4
H2 +

3

2
Ḣ2 = 6πGpφ,(2.13)

where we have used that

Ḣ = −4πG(ρφ + pφ), (2.14)

and where

pφ ≡
1

2
φ̇2 − 1

2
m2
φφ

2 (2.15)

is the pressure density of the inflaton field. The oscilla-
tions of the inflaton field lead to important effects for the
χ-field mode evolution in Eq. (2.11).

The oscillating homogeneous inflaton field can be pa-
rameterized as

φ(t) = A(t) cos(mφt) , (2.16)

with a decreasing time dependent amplitude A(t). The
effects of the oscillating pressure on the scale factor are
of the order GA2(t). For small values of the field ampli-
tude, they would be highly Planck suppressed. However,
the initial amplitude of the field oscillation at the end of
inflation is of the order of the Planck mass, and hence
the effects can be important.

We perform a perturbative analysis in GA2, where A
is the initial amplitude of the field oscillation. As is clear
from (2.11) and (2.13), the effects of the oscillating pres-
sure on the evolution of ψk are of the order of GA2, and
hence, to leading order in the expansion parameter, we
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can consider the amplitude of the field oscillation to de-
cay like in a matter-dominated universe, i.e. given by

A(t) = A tR
t
, (2.17)

where tR denotes the time when the oscillations start.
This leads to the following expression for the pressure

pφ = −1

2
m2
φA

2cos(2mφt)−A2mφ

t
sin(2mφt)

+
A2

t2
cos2(mφt) . (2.18)

In the above, the first term dominates for mφt > 1, i.e.
when the mass of the inflaton field is larger than the
Hubble scale at the beginning of the period of oscillation.

Hence, the χk field modes acquire a time dependent
mass and the time dependence frequency for the field
modes becomes

ω2
k(t) = k2

(
tR
t

)4/3

+m2
χ

− 3πGA2cos(2mφt)m
2
φ

(
tR
t

)2

. (2.19)

Note that for half of the oscillation period, the oscillating
pressure leads to a tachyonic contribution to the mass
term. This term will dominate for infrared modes with

k <
√

3πGA2

(
tR
t

)1/3

mφ , (2.20)

and provided that the mass of the χ particles is small

mχ <
√

3πGA2
tR
t
mφ , (2.21)

which is trivially satisfied for the Higgs field since the
Higgs mass is so many orders of magnitude smaller than
the inflaton mass. If these conditions are satisfied, we
expect rapid χ particle production which will lead to ef-
ficient reheating. We denote the limiting value of k where
(2.20) is satisfied by kmax. Note that kmax is a decreasing
function of time.

III. A LOWER BOUND ON THE EFFICIENCY
OF REHEATING

Let us consider a low mass field (e.g. the Standard
Model Higgs field), and infrared modes. In this case
the equation of motion (2.11) becomes (introducing the
rescaled time variable z = 2mφt)

ψ′′k −
3π

4
GA2 z

2
R

z2
cos(z)ψk = 0, (3.1)

where a prime denotes the derivative with respect to z,
and zR is the value of z at the time tR. This is the key
equation in our analysis. We call the second term in the
above equation the driving term.

If it were not for the z−2 factor, Equation (3.1) would
be of the form of a Mathieu equation [16] and lead to
broad band parametric resonance (i.e. all infrared modes
obeying (2.20) would be exponentially excited. In the
following section we will investigate the solutions of this
equation numerically. Here, we want to provide an ana-
lytical lower bound on particle production. We do this
by making two approximations. In each step, we simplify
the form of the driving term by using a lower bound for
it.

Notice that the driving term is positive for half the
period and negative for the other half. When it is pos-
itive, ψk will experience a tachyonic instability, when it
is negative it will oscillate. Hence, to obtain the growth
in the amplitude of ψk we will set the driving term to
zero except in the time range −π/4 < z < π/4, and in
this range we use the lower bound 1/2 on the amplitude
of the oscillatory term. The second approximation is to
neglect the growth of ψk during the rest of the oscillation
period of the condensate.

Based on our first approximation, and setting t = tR,
in the z-interval

∆z =
π

2
, (3.2)

the equation (3.1) can be approximated by

ψ′′ =
3

8
πGA2ψk . (3.3)

The solution is exponentially increasing with Floquet ex-
ponent µk given by

µ2
k =

3

8
πGA2 , (3.4)

and thus the amplitude of ψk increases during one period
by

ψk(zi + 2π) = ψk(zi)e
πµk/2 , (3.5)

where zi is the value of z at the beginning of the period.
Thus, the effective growth rate is 1/4 of the instantaneous
growth rate given by µk.

To determine the efficiency of the resonance, we need
to compare the growth rate µ̃k with the Hubble expansion
rate H, where µ̃ is the growth rate in terms of physical
time t

µ̃k = 2mφµk . (3.6)

Recalling that the effective growth rate µ̃k,eff is 1/4 of
the maximal growth rate given by µk, and making use
of the Friedmann equation to express H in terms of the
inflaton condensate energy density we find that

µ̃k,eff =
3

8
√

2
H . (3.7)

Note that both sides scale in the same way as a function
of time. Thus, we see that the resonance is not strong.
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The growth of ψ can therefore be approximated as a lin-
ear growth in time

ψk(t) ' (t− tR)µ̃k,effψk(tR) . (3.8)

In terms of the canonical field χ this means (using the
scaling of a(t) in a matter dominated epoch)

χk(t) ' tRµ̃k,effχk(tR), (3.9)

for t � tR. In the next section we will see that the
numerical analysis confirms the linear growth in time of
ψk(t).

Before discussing the numerical analysis of the equa-
tion of motion (2.11) with frequency given by (2.19) we
provide an estimate on the efficiency of the energy trans-
fer. We assume that all ψk modes begin in their quantum
vacuum state with amplitude

ψk(tR) =
1√
2k

, (3.10)

which is a natural assumption since inflation redshifts
all field excitations and leaves behind a matter vacuum
state.

A lower bound on the energy density of χ particles at
time t can then be obtained by integrating the contribu-
tion of all Fourier modes of χ up to the time dependent
cutoff kmax(t) from (2.20)

ρχ(t) ∼ 4π
1

(2π)3

∫ kmax(tR)

k=0

dkk4
a2(tR)

a2(t)
χk(t)2 , (3.11)

where two of the factors of k are from the phase space
of modes, and the other two (plus the scale factor term)
from the gradient contribution to the mode energy. Com-
bining (3.9) and (3.11, and inserting the values of kmax(t)
and µ̃k,eff we obtain

ρχ(t) ∼ 27

512
π(GA2)3

(
tR
t

)4/3

m4
φ(mφtR)2 . (3.12)

The upper bound on the time t when the energy transfer
from the inflaton condensate to χ particle quanta is com-
plete can be obtained by setting the result (3.12) equal
to the energy density

ρφ(t) =
1

2
m2
φA2

(
tR
t

)2

, (3.13)

of the inflaton condensate density.
The Friedmann equation yields the relation

m2
φt

2
R =

1

3π

(
GA2

)−1
, (3.14)

and inserting this result into (3.12) yields the expression(
t

tR

)2/3

∼ 266

3

(
GA2

)−1 (
Gm2

φ

)−1
, (3.15)

for the time when the energy transfer is complete.
We can define an “equivalent temperature” 2 TRH via

T 4
RH = ρχ(t) . (3.16)

and the time t given by (3.15). Equivalently,

T 4
RH = ρφ(t) =

1

2
m2
φA2

(
tR
t

)2

. (3.17)

Hence, from (3.15) we find

TRH =

(
1√
2
mφA

)1/2(
3

266

)3/4 (
GA2

)3/4 (
Gm2

φ

)3/4
.

(3.18)
The first term on the right hand side of (3.18) is the
maximal temperature Tmax after inflation (obtained for
instantaneous transfer of the inflaton energy into parti-
cles). The other three factors yield the suppression of
the actual reheating temperature compared to this max-
imal value. For GA ∼ 1 and for the characteristic value
Gmφ ∼ 10−6 for standard single field inflation models
(corresponding to an inflationary energy scale of about
1016GeV we find the lower bound

TRH ∼ 10−6Tmax . (3.19)

Equations (3.18) and (3.19) are the main results of our
work.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

Since the time scale of our resonance phenomenon is
of the same order of magnitude as the Hubble expansion
time scale, it is crucial to confirm our analytical estimates
by numerically solving the key equation (2.11) with fre-
quency given by (2.19). With the numerics we can study
the evolution for general values of k and mχ.

We can choose, without loss of generality, the initial
time tR as the time the inflaton field starts oscillating
after inflation. For slow roll inflation models, this is given
by

3H(tR) ≡ 2

tR
= mφ , (4.1)

which yields tR = 2/mφ. From Eq. (2.19), we can see
that for small values of k and mχ (relative to mφ) there
will be time intervals when ω2

k becomes negative. When-
ever this happens, the modes ψk grow exponentially.
This is illustrated in Fig. 1 which shows the parameters
and times for which ω2

k < 0 and where this exponential
growth of ψk can happen.

2 Note that the quanta produced do not have a thermal distribu-
tion. This is always the case at the end of a period of preheating.
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FIG. 1. Parameter values and intervals of time for which ω2
k <

0, indicated by the colored regions. The vertical axis is the
ratio of the inflaton mass to the mass of the χ field. Roughly
speaking, only for χ masses smaller than the φ mass can there
be an instability. The different colors show the results for
different values of k. For values of k larger than mχ, it is the
value of k which determines if an instability is possible. It
is infrared modes which can undergo the resonant excitation.
The dashed lines indicate the lowest value ofmφ/mχ for which
there can be a resonance.

From Fig. 1 we can see that for any sufficiently small
values of k and sufficiently small ratios for the masses,
mχ/mφ � 1, the square of the frequency for the χk
modes becomes negative. This happens twice every com-
plete cycle of oscillation, in a time interval −π/4 <
mφ∆t < π/4. Since the maximal value of k for which
we expect resonance to happen, namely the kmax given
in (2.20), is a decreasing function of time, there willl be,
for any value of k, a maximum time tmax for which ω2

k
can become negative. This maximal time (which depends
on both mφ and mχ) is indicated by the dashed lines in
Fig. 1. For t > tmax there is no longer any exponen-
tial growth of χk, and the modes simply oscillate after
that time with the amplitude reached after the last in-
stability region is crossed. This maximum time tmax is
given by setting the cosine in Eq. (2.19) as one (i.e., at
its maximum value) and solving the resulting equation
for ωk(tmax) = 0. This yields

mφtmax =3
m2
φ

m2
χ

+
2k2F (k,mφ,mχ)

m2
χ

(
mχ
mφ

)2/3 −
8k4

(
mχ
mφ

)2/3
3F (k,mφ,mχ)m4

χ


1/2

,

(4.2)

where F (k,mφ,mχ) in the above equation is given by

F (k,mφ,mχ) = 31/3

(
−1 +

√
1 +

64k6

243m4
φm

2
χ

)1/3

.

(4.3)
Note that for small values of mχ (compared to mφ) the
back-reaction of particle production on the inflaton con-
densate will shut off the resonance before tmax. This
back-reaction time scale was discussed at the end of the
previous section.

Neglecting the abovementioned back-reaction effect,
the number of times an instability region is crossed for
given values of k, mφ and mχ is given by

∆N = mφtmax/π . (4.4)

For k � mχ, we have for instance that

∆N ∼ mφ/(πmχ) . (4.5)

The smaller the ratio mχ/mφ, the larger will be the
growth of the momentum modes for the χ field. The
small oscillations of the metric induced by the oscillating
inflaton can, therefore, as discussed in the previous sec-
tion, be an efficient way of producing χ-particles. Let us
investigate this effect in more detail.

In Fig. 2 we consider the evolution of ψk as a function
of time t, in the case k = 0 and mχ � mφ. As is evi-
dent, there is indeed resonant growth of the amplitude,
as expected from the analytical analysis of the previous
section. As expected based on our analytical approxima-
tions, the resonant growth is linear in time.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

mϕt

m
χ1
2
|ψ

k
(t
)|

FIG. 2. Time evolution of ψk for k = 0 and mχ = 10−6mφ

(solid black curve). The fit to a linear growth (red dashed
curve) as a function of time is a good one, and it is found

to be given by |ψk(t)| ∼ 0.0825(mφt + 6)/m
1/2
χ . We have

used the usual vacuum initial conditions when solving for
the mode equations, i.e., ψk(t0) = eiωk(t0)t0/

√
2ωk(t0) and

ψ̇k(t0) = ieiωk(t0)t0
√
ωk(t0)/2 and with t0 set at tR = 2/mφ

[see Eq. (4.1)].

In Fig. 3, we show the numerical solution of the χ-field
momentum mode equation, Eq. (2.11), using Eq. (2.19),
with ψk(t) evaluated at the maximum time t = tmax at
which the maximum amplitude for ψk(t) is reached.
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FIG. 3. The modulus of ψk(t) evaluated at the maximum
time t = tmax and for different values of the ratio of masses
mφ/mχ and values of the momentum k. The evolution was
started with vacuum initial conditions as in Fig. 2.

From Fig. 3, we see that |ψk(tmax)| can grow to larger
values the smaller mχ is compared to mφ. For mχ � mφ,
when the results approach a linear behavior shown in
Fig. 3(a), we have that |ψk(tmax)| can be well approxi-
mated by

|ψk(tmax)| '
mφ

4πmχ

(
k2 +m2

χ

)1/4 . (4.6)

The results show that the condition mχ � mφ is required
in order to have an efficient resonance.

For illustrative purpose, we also show in Fig. 3(b) the
amplitude of |ψk(tmax)|, when normalized by its value at
k = 0, as a function of k. As expected, we see that for
k < mχ the growth rate is independent of k.

The rate of growth for the modes can be estimated by
computing

Γ ≡ |ψ̇k/ψk| . (4.7)

This rate is shown and compared to H−1 in Fig. 4. Note
that Γ� H, for values of mχ which are not much smaller
than mφ. But this is a region where the modes are not
sufficiently excited. In the region where the modes expe-
rience pronounced growth (see Fig. 3), we have Γ ' H/2.
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FIG. 4. The growth rate for the modes computed at t = tmax

normalized by the Hubble rate.

Thus, as to be expected from the analytical analysis of
the previous section, the resonance process is not fast on
the Hubble time scale. Note, however, that the process
is far more efficient than the usual graviton mediated de-
cay channel for which the rate is given by the Eq. (5.1)
shown in the following section.
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FIG. 5. The comoving occupation number nk evaluated at
t = tmax. n0 denotes the occupation number evaluated at
vanishing momentum.

To illustrate the relative growth of the χ-momentum
modes, we can continue to work directly with the rescaled
modes ψk, from which we have the adiabatic invariant for
Eq. (2.11) with the interpretation of a comoving occupa-
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tion number [7],

nk =
ωk
2

(
|ψ̇k|2

ω2
k

+ |ψk|2
)
− 1

2
. (4.8)

In Fig. 5, we show the occupation number nk when com-
puted at t = tmax. As expected from the analytical anal-
ysis, the larger the ratio of mφ/mχ, the longer the period
of resonance and the larger the value of nk. Note that for
mχ � mφ the resonance is shut off for values of k � mχ

such mφ � k � mχ. The linear asymptotic behavior
seen in Fig. 5(a) is well described by

nk(tmax) ∼
√
k2 +m2

χ|ψk(tmax)|2/2 , (4.9)

with |ψk(tmax)| given by Eq. (4.6). As can also be seen
in Fig. 5(a) and 5(b), for k modes in the deep ultraviolet,
the occupation number sharply drops as expected.

V. COMPARISON WITH PERTURBATIVE
EFFECTS

In this section we wish to compare the resonant growth
of χ particles with the perturbative growth which is ob-
tained by the decay of the φ condensate mediated by
gravitons. This decay width for this process was com-
puted in [17] and takes the form

Γφφ→χχ =
ρφmφ

1024πM4
Pl

(
1 +

m2
χ

2m2
φ

)2√
1−

m2
χ

m2
φ

, (5.1)

where MPl = 1/
√

8πG is the reduced Planck mass, with

1/
√
G ≡ mPl and ρφ is the energy density of the inflaton

field. At the end of inflation (i.e., when the equation of
state for the inflaton becomes larger than −1/3), we have

that φ̇2end = V (φend) and then

ρφ,end =
3

2
V (φend) . (5.2)

Assuming a quadratic potential for the inflaton field as
in Eq. (2.2), we have

φ2end ' M2
Pl/(4π) ≡ 2M2

Pl (5.3)

and hence

ρφ,end = 3m2
φM

2
Pl (5.4)

and Hend = mφ. Recalling that for a quadratic infla-
ton potential normalized to get the right amplitude of
curvature fluctuations we have

mφ ≈ 10−6MPl , (5.5)

we find that

Γφφ→χχ/H ∼ 10−9 . (5.6)

From this discussion we conclude that the minimal pre-
heating process discussed in this paper is many orders of
magnitude more efficient that perturbative decay medi-
ated by gravitons 3.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a model-independent minimal pre-
heating process which directly transfers the energy of the
oscillating inflaton condensate to Standard Model parti-
cles, in particular the Higgs field. The effect is a con-
sequence of a parametric resonance instability of tachy-
onic nature in the mode equation for scalar matter fields.
This resonance is due to an oscillating contribution to the
mass term of the modes which results from the oscillating
pressure of the inflaton condensate. We have established
a lower bound on the efficiency of the energy transfer. It
leads to the decay of the condensate on a time scale given
by (3.15), which is larger than the Hubble time at the end
of inflation by a factor of the order of 103(mPl/mφ)3/2,
where mφ is the mass of the inflaton candidate. The ef-
fective temperature at the end of the dominance of the
inflaton condensate is given by (3.18), which is smaller
than the maximal temperature one could have expected
by a factor of the order of 10−3/2(Gm2

φ)3/4.
Our analysis is based on an approximate analytical

analysis in which we chose our approximations in order to
under-estimate the strength of the effect. We confirmed
the results using a numerical study of the solutions of the
mode equation.

Previous studies of reheating focused on matter field
excitations via matter couplings in the matter La-
grangian and are hence very model dependent. For large
matter couplings, these non-gravitational channels can
be more efficient than the one considered here, How-
ever, since we do not expect Standard Model particles
to be directly coupled to the inflaton field, the previous
mechanism leave open the question of energy transfer
to Standard Model particles. An important aspect of
our mechanism is that Standard Model particles are pro-
duced directly (and they are produced more efficiently
than particles of a Beyond the Standard Model (BSM)
if the masses of the BSM particles are much larger than
those of Standard Model particles).

We have focused on the production of scalar field
quanta. The same mechanism applies to gauge parti-
cle generation. A similar instability should also arise in

3 Note, however, there are many attempts of constructing (very
model dependent) scenarios of dark matter production through
these type of gravitational processes (see e.g. Refs. [17–20] for
some recent examples) which are more efficient than the above
perturbative decay. Likewise, there are also attempts of fully
describe reheating after inflation using such gravitational decay
channels for the inflaton, like, e.g., in Ref. [21]. Here, we do
not consider such cases since our proposal is quite different from
what was studied in those works.
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the equation of motion for Fermions, but we expect that
Pauli blocking will suppress the strength of Fermion par-
ticle production.

Our mechanism may have implications for the Dark
Matter coincidence problem, namely the question of why
the current energy densities of dark and visible matters
are comparable. If Dark Matter is a very weakly inter-
acting low mass (compared to the inflaton mass) scalar
field, then during the phase of oscillations of the infla-
ton condensate the same energy density of dark matter
and Higgs particles will be generated. How these densi-
ties evolve after the period of inflaton oscillations will be
model dependent, and we will return to the study of this
question in a future publication.
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Hydrogen-like light muonic ions, in which one negative muon replaces all the electrons, are
extremely sensitive probes of nuclear structure, because the large muon mass increases tremen-
dously the wave function overlap with the nucleus. Using pulsed laser spectroscopy we have mea-
sured three 2S-2P transitions in the muonic helium-3 ion (µ3He+), an ion formed by a negative
muon and bare helium-3 nucleus. This allowed us to extract the Lamb shift E(2P1/2 − 2S1/2) =

1258.598(48)exp(3)theo meV, the 2P fine structure splitting Eexp
FS = 144.958(114) meV, and the 2S-

hyperfine splitting (HFS) Eexp
HFS = −166.495(104)exp(3)theo meV in µ3He+. Comparing these mea-

surements to theory we determine the rms charge radius of the helion (3He nucleus) to be rh=
1.97007(94) fm. This radius represents a benchmark for few nucleon theories and opens the way for
precision tests in 3He atoms and 3He-ions. This radius is in good agreement with the value from elas-
tic electron scattering, but a factor 15 more accurate. Combining our Lamb shift measurement with
our earlier one in µ4He+ we obtain r2h−r2α = 1.0636(6)exp(30)theo fm2 to be compared to results from
the isotope shift measurements in regular He atoms, which are however affected by long-standing
tensions. By comparing Eexp

HFS with theory we also obtain the two-photon-exchange contribution
(including higher orders) which is another important benchmark for ab-initio few-nucleon theories
aiming at understanding the magnetic and current structure of light nuclei.

Keywords: muonic atoms, Lamb shift, laser spectroscopy, helion, nuclear charge radius

INTRODUCTION

Precise and accurate values of nuclear radii are neces-
sary for advancing the theory prediction in simple atomic
and molecular systems, that could be exploited to test
bound-state Quantum Electro Dynamics (QED) predic-
tions, to determine fundamental constants such as the
Rydberg constant and the electron mass and to search
for new physics [1]. Moreover these radii represent rig-
orous benchmarks for nuclear structure theory with the
peculiar enhanced sensitivity to the long range behaviour
of the nuclear wave functions. Spectacular advances have
been obtained recently for nucleon-nucleon currents and
form factors of light nuclei using nuclear interactions de-
rived from chiral effective field theory which can be sys-

tematically improved [2–4]. On the experimental side,
laser spectroscopy of muonic atoms with their exquisite
sensitivity to nuclear properties has been recently es-
tablished [5–7]. Owing to the 200 times larger muon
mass compared to the electron mass, these muonic atoms
(ions) where a single negative muon is orbiting a bare
nucleus, have a dramatically enhanced sensitivity to the
nuclear charge radii compared to regular atoms. This
sensitivity arises from the enhanced overlap of the atomic
wavefunction with the nucleus which scales with the third
power of the orbiting particle mass (reduced mass). In-
deed the leading-order finite-nuclear-size effect takes the
form

∆EFNS(n, l) =
2

3n3
(Zα)4m3

rr
2δl0 , (1)
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where n is the principal quantum number, l the angular
momentum, α the fine structure constant, Z the atomic
number, mr the reduced mass, and r the nuclear charge
radius. The Kronecker δl0 indicates that only S-states
energy levels are affected in leading approximation by
the finite size due to their overlap with the nucleus.

In this work, we present the measurement of three
2S→ 2P transitions of the muonic helium-3 ion µ3He+

(a two-body ion formed by a negative muon and a bare
3He nucleus) as shown in Fig. 1 from which we extracted
the 2S-2P Lamb shift, the 2S hyperfine splitting and the
2P fine splitting. From the Lamb shift we have then ex-
tracted the rms charge radius of the helion rh with an
unprecedented relative precision of 7 × 10−4, improving
the previous best value [8] from elastic electron scatter-
ing by a factor of 15. From the comparison between 2S-
HFS and theory, we extracted the two-photon-exchange
contribution which is the leading-order nuclear structure
dependent contribution for the HFS. Hence, these mea-
surements provide important benchmarks for nuclear the-
ories, and pave the way for advancing precision tests of
two- and three-body QED when combined with ongoing
efforts in regular He atoms [9–14] and He+ ions [15, 16].

The 2S-2P transition frequencies were measured by
pulsed laser spectroscopy at wavelengths around 850-
940 nm (frequencies of 310-350 THz) to an accuracy
of about 20 GHz corresponding to relative accuracies of
about 50 ppm. The resonances were exposed by detecting
the Kα X-ray of 8 keV energy emitted from 2P→ 1S de-
excitation following a successful laser transition from the
2S to the 2P state. The 50 ppm measurement precision
has to be compared to the energy shift caused by the
finite-size effect (see Eq. (1)) that contributes as much
as 25% to the 2S-2P energy splitting owing to its m3

rZ
4

dependence. The binding energy of this hydrogen-like
system, scaling as Z2mr, is strongly enhanced compared
to hydrogen, while the atomic size (Bohr radius) scaling
as 1/Zmr is strongly reduced making this atom immune
to external perturbation. Because of its mrZ

4 depen-
dence, the decay rate from the 2P state is also vastly
increased resulting in a 2P-linewidth of 319 GHz. This
broad linewidth represents by far the main limitation to
our experimental precision. Having in mind these energy
scales, sensitivity to nuclear properties and immunity to
external perturbations helps framing the requirements for
the spectroscopy experiment and understanding of the
experimental setup.

PRINCIPLE AND EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

µ3He+ ions are formed in highly excited states by stop-
ping a keV-energy muon in a low-pressure (2 mbar) 3He
gas target at room temperature and placed in a 5 T
solenoid. The newly formed µ3He+ ions deexcite to the
1S state in a fast (ns-scale) and complex cascade process

2P3/2

2P1/2

2S1/2

F=0

F=1

F=1

F=0

F=2
F=1

Lamb shift
~1260meV

2S hyperfine splitting
~ −167meV

2P fine structure
~145meV

fin. size
~400meV

(1)

(2)

(3)

FIG. 1. Scheme (not to scale) of the n = 2 energy levels in
µ3He+ and the measured transitions. Due to the negative
magnetic moment of the helion, the ordering of the hyperfine
levels is reversed.

with a fraction of about 1% reaching the metastable 2S
state whose lifetime is approximately 1.7 µs at this tar-
get pressure. This lifetime is sufficiently long to enable
pulsed laser spectroscopy of the 2S-2P splitting. For this
purpose the muon entering the target is being detected to
trigger a laser system that delivers a pulse to excite the
2S into the 2P state after a delay of about 1 µs. The laser
pulse is injected into a multipass cell formed by two elon-
gated mirrors that fold the light back and forth to illumi-
nate the elongated muon stopping volume. A successful
laser excitation is established by detecting the 8 keV en-
ergy Kα X-ray from the 2P de-excitation into the ground
state. This is accomplished using two rows of large area
avalanche photodiodes (LAAPDs) placed above and be-
low the muon stopping volume, respectively and covering
30% solid angle. The 2S-2P resonances are eventually ob-
tained by plotting the number of Kα X-rays detected in
time coincidence with the laser light as a function of the
laser frequency.

A sketch of the setup is shown in Fig. 2. The exper-
iment has been performed at the πE5 beamline of the
CHRISP facility at the Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI),
Switzerland. Here, 102 MeV/c negative pions are in-
jected tangentially into a cyclotron trap (CT) formed by
two coils generating a B-field with a magnetic-bottle ge-
ometry [17]. A fraction of the muons from the pion de-
cays are trapped in the B-field of the CT. Passing multi-
ple times a thin foil placed in the trap mid-plane, these
muons are decelerated down to 20-40 keV energy. At this
low energy, the electric field which is applied along the
trap axis imparts sufficient longitudinal momentum to
the muons so that they can escape the magnetic confine-
ment of the CT in axial direction. The escaping muons
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5T solenoid

Plastic scintillators

Optical cell

LAAPDs

FIG. 2. Sketch of the experimental setup. CT cyclotron trap,
MEC muon extraction channel, Ti:Sa Titanium-sapphire
laser, Yb:YAG thin-disk laser, SHG second harmonic gen-
eration. The arrows indicate the electric field of the E × B
Wien-filter.

are coupled into a toroidal magnetic field, the muon ex-
traction channel (MEC), that acts as a momentum filter.
The MEC transports the muons into a region of lower
background where the spectroscopy experiment can be
performed shielded from the large background of neu-
trons, gammas and other charged particles present in the
CT. From the MEC toroidal field of 0.1 T, the muon
beam is focused into the 5 T solenoid. Before entering
the He target with an average rate of about 500 s−1, the
muons are passing two stacks of few µg/cm2 thin car-
bon foils placed at high voltages that serve two purposes:
firstly they reduce the muon energy to few keV while ob-
taining some frictional cooling [18], and secondly they
generate a muon entrance signal to trigger the laser sys-
tem. The muon entrance signal is obtained by detecting
the secondary electrons ejected from the carbon foils by
the passing muon. The foils are biased to accelerate the
electrons towards two plastic scintillators coupled to pho-
tomultipliers. An E ×B Wien filter separates the muon
from the electrons generated in the first stack of foils. To
increase the laser trigger quality, i.e., to fire the laser only
for muons which have maximal probability to stop in the
He gas target, a fine selection of the muon momentum is
performed. This is achieved requiring a coincidence with
the optimal time-of-flight between the two electron sig-
nals from the two carbon stacks. The muons then pass
a thin (2 µg/cm2) entrance window of Formvar before
slowing down in the low-density He gas giving rise to a
20 cm long stopping distribution. The gas in the target
is kept clean by a circulation system with a cold trap.

The detection of a randomly arriving muon triggers
the pulsed laser system. With a delay of about 1 µs
the laser pulses of 5 mJ energy and 70 ns pulse length
are coupled through a 0.6 mm diameter hole into a
multi-pass cell formed by two elongated laser mirrors [19]
which are shaped to match the muon stopping distribu-
tion. The laser system consists of a thin-disk Yb:YAG

oscillator-amplifier system [20, 21], a frequency dou-
bling stage (SHG), and a Ti:Sapphire oscillator. The
Ti:Sapphire oscillator is injection seeded by a Ti:Sapphire
single-frequency cw laser which is stabilized to a cali-
brated Fabry-Perot and referenced to a wavemeter with
a 60 MHz absolute accuracy. The wavemeter was cali-
brated using transition lines in 133Cs and 83Kr. From the
laser laboratory the pulses are sent to the target region
over a distance of ∼ 20 m. An active pointing stabiliza-
tion ensures a stable coupling of the laser pulse into the
optical cell. A λ/2 retardation plate combined with a
polarizer is used to adjust from time to time the pulse
energy and maintain it roughly at 5 mJ compensating
for possible drifts. The time and spatial distribution of
the laser light in the cell is monitored using several pho-
todiodes embedded into the mirror substrates which de-
tect the small amount of light leaking through the mirror
coatings.

A waveform analysis was applied to the LAAPDs sig-
nals to improve energy and time resolutions and to dis-
entangle electrons from X-ray events yielding a FWHM
energy resolution of 16% at 8.2 keV [22]. As the experi-
ment is taking place with only one muon at a time in the
setup, the detection of the muon-decay electron after the
detection of a 8 keV X-ray is used to sharpen the event
selection: a reduction of the background by more than
an order of magnitude was observed when implementing
this muon-decay electron cut. To increase the detection
efficiency for these MeV electrons which are curling in
the magnetic field, four plastic scintillators were placed
radially around the He target as shown in Fig. 2.

MEASUREMENT AND DATA ANALYSIS

The events used to expose the three 2S-2P resonances
shown in Fig. 1 had to fulfill the following sequence: a
muon is detected in the entrance counter, a Kα X-ray
is detected in the LAAPDs in time coincidence with the
laser light in the cavity, and a decay electron is detected
afterwards in the electron counters (or LAAPDs). To ob-
tain the resonances shown in Fig. 3, the number of these
events is plotted versus the laser frequency and normal-
ized to the number of prompt Kα X-rays so that vari-
ations of the number of muons and X-ray detection ef-
ficiency do not affect the results. The laser frequency
was alternated on the two sides of the resonance every
1-2 hours to reduce a possible distortion of the measured
resonance due to variations of the performance of the
experimental setup. The injected pulse energy was lim-
ited to 5 mJ to avoid significant saturation effects and
optically-induced damage of the cavity coating. Because
a minimum pulse-to-pulse separation of about 2 ms was
imposed on the laser system for increased stability, about
half of the entering muons do not trigger the laser system.
Yet these ”laser-off events” are used to precisely mea-
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FIG. 3. Measured 2S → 2P transitions in µ3He+. The black data points show the number of laser-induced Kα X-ray events
normalized to prompt Kα events. The data are fitted with a line shape model detailed in the main text. This model applies
only at the measured points, and the colored lines only connect the fit points. The fitted center frequencies including their
uncertainties are indicated by the colored points with error bar above the resonances. The yellow bands indicate the average
±1σ backgrounds obtained from events where the laser was not fired.

sure the average background yielding the yellow bands
in Fig. 3.

The transition (1) took about two weeks of continu-
ous measurement, the transitions (2) and (3) have been
measured at once, within about three weeks of continu-
ous data taking. For the first transition, on resonance we
observed a rate of 7-8 events/h including a background
rate of ∼1.5 events/h.

The center frequency of the measured lines is obtained
by fitting the data with a line shape model. The model
is a Lorentzian corrected for saturation effects and vari-
ations of the laser pulse energy measured for every shot.
It can therefore only be evaluated at the position of each
data point. This leads to the distortion in the line shape
seen in Fig. 3. From the line shape fit we obtain following
transition frequencies:

ν(1)exp ≡ ν(2PF=2
3/2 − 2SF=1

1/2 ) = 347.2115(196)stat(2)sys THz

(2)

ν(2)exp ≡ ν(2PF=1
3/2 − 2SF=0

1/2 ) = 312.8296(209)stat(2)sys THz

(3)

ν(3)exp ≡ ν(2PF=1
1/2 − 2SF=1

1/2 ) = 310.8143(195)stat(2)sys THz.

(4)

The fit was done with a fixed linewidth of Γ = 318.7 GHz
at FWHM. A separate fit with a free width resulted in
widths that agreed with the theoretical one. Simply fit-
ting Lorentzians yields line centers in agreement with the
ones from the line shape model. The measured transition
frequencies yield the energy splittings

∆E(1)
exp = 1435.951(81) meV (5)

∆E(2)
exp = 1293.759(86) meV (6)

∆E(3)
exp = 1285.425(81) meV (7)

via the relation 1 meV =̂ 241.798935 GHz.

The uncertainty of about 20 GHz, corresponding to
about 6 × 10−2 Γ, is dominated by far by statistics.
The largest systematic uncertainty stems from an upper
limit to quantum interference effects (< 5 × 10−4 Γ =
0.16 GHz) [23, 24]. The uncertainty on the laser fre-
quency is dominated by the chirp and the calibration of
the wavemeter and conservatively given by 0.1 GHz. We
corrected for the Zeeman shift caused by the 5T field by
maximally 0.3 GHz (depending on the transition) so that
the uncertainty of this correction is negligibly small in our
context. Other systematic uncertainties (light shift, col-
lisional effects, Stark shift etc.) are negligible compared
with the precision of the measurement due to the strong
binding, the small atomic size and the large separation
between energy levels.

EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

From the three transition measurements between 2S
and 2P states with different fine and hyperfine sub-
levels, it is possible to determine three quantities: we
choose the Lamb shift ELS = ∆E(2P1/2 − 2S1/2), the
2S hyperfine splitting EHFS, and the 2P fine splitting
EFS = ∆E(2P3/2 − 2P1/2). The relations between the
measured transition energies and these quantities are
given by (see also Methods):

∆E(1)
exp = ELS −

1

4
EHFS + EFS − 9.23945(26) meV(8)

∆E(2)
exp = ELS +

3

4
EHFS + EFS + 15.05305(44) meV(9)

∆E(3)
exp = ELS −

1

4
EHFS − 14.80851(18) meV(10)
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where EHFS < 0 and the numerical values of the last
terms in Eqs. (8-10) arise from the 2P fine and hyperfine
splittings, and include the contribution due to the mixing
of the F=1 levels. These contributions can be calculated
with great precision, because the 2P wave function of the
hydrogen-like muonic He ion has negligible overlap with
the nucleus, resulting in negligible contributions from nu-
clear size and structure corrections.

Note that the two most recent theory papers by
Karshenboim et al., [25] and Pachucki et al. [26] use
different conventions for the definition of the 2P1/2 and
2P3/2 centroids, which results in differing definitions of
the Lamb shift. To obtain the constant terms in Eqs. (8-
10) we have used the 2P levels calculated by Karshenboim
et al., and modified them to account for the different
definitions, such that our final result for the Lamb shift
follows the convention of Pachucki et al. (see Methods).

We can solve the system of equations to obtain the
experimental values of the Lamb shift, the 2S HFS und
the 2P fine splitting:

Eexp
LS = 1258.612( 86) meV (11)

Eexp
HFS = −166.485(118) meV (12)

Eexp
FS = 144.958(114) meV. (13)

The experimental value of the fine splitting Eexp
FS

is in excellent agreement with predictions Eth
FS =

144.979(5) meV [25], demonstrating consistency between
our three muonic transitions measurements on the one
hand, and the correctness of the theory of the 2P levels
on the other. Owing to its much smaller uncertainty and
consistency with measurements, we can use the theory
value of the fine splitting to solve the system of equations
Eqs. (8)-(10) to obtain improved values of the Lamb shift
and 2S-HFS:

Eexp
LS = 1258.598( 48)exp(3)theo meV (14)

Eexp
HFS = −166.496(104)exp(3)theo meV . (15)

The theoretical uncertainties are from the ±0.005 meV
estimated higher-order corrections to the fine structure
in Ref. [25].

THE HELION CHARGE RADIUS AND THE
ISOTOPIC SHIFT

The theory prediction of the Lamb shift has been re-
cently updated accounting for the contributions of vari-
ous groups. It reads [26]

Eth
LS(r2h) =1644.348(8) meV − 103.383 r2h meV/ fm2

+ 15.499(378) meV (16)

where the first term accounts for all QED corrections in-
dependent of the nuclear structure, the term proportional
to rh

2 accounts for the finite-size correction including

1.94 1.95 1.96 1.97 1.98 1.99
helion charge radius [fm]

  

Sick 2014

Piarulli 2013   
Nevo Dinur 2019

LENPIC 2021

He3µ 

FIG. 4. Recent determinations of the 3He nucleus (helion)
charge radius. The dark and light bands indicate the experi-
mental and total uncertainty in our measurement. The value
of Sick of 1.973(14) fm [8] is from the world data on elastic
electron scattering. The other values are recent predictions
from nuclear few-body theory: Piarulli 1.962(4) fm [4, 29],
Nevo Dinur 1.979(10) fm [30], and LENPIC collaboration
1.955(34) fm [31, 32] a

a We obtained this value using the point-proton structure radius
and procedure explained in Ref. [31].

radiative corrections to it, and the last term is a sum
of all higher-order nuclear structure dependent contribu-
tions [2, 27, 28] which are dominated by the nuclear two-
and three-photon exchange contributions (2PE and 3PE,
respectively). Comparing this theory prediction with the
measured Lamb shift Eexp

LS we obtain the rms charge ra-
dius of the helion

rh = 1.97007(12)exp(93)theo fm = 1.97007(94) fm. (17)

This value is 15 times more precise than the previous best
value from elastic electron-3He scattering of 1.973(14) fm
[8], and in perfect agreement with it (see Fig. 4).

Our value could be further improved by almost an or-
der of magnitude by advancing the predictions for the
two-photon-exchange and three-photon-exchange contri-
butions both for the nucleus and the nucleons [1, 2, 26].

It is interesting to compare this value with the helion
charge radius as obtained from most recent nuclear the-
ories which uses chiral effective field theory to describe
the nuclear interaction and ab-initio methods to solve the
quantum-mechanical few-body problem. Figure. 4 shows
some of the most recent results taken from Ref. [4, 29, 31–
33] depicting an overall satisfactory agreement between
the measured value and the various predictions, and high-
lighting the role of the helion charge radius as benchmark
for precision nuclear theory.

Spectroscopy of ”normal” helium atoms can not yet
provide precise values of the helion and alpha-particle
charge radii, given the present uncertainty of the three-
body atomic theory. Yet, in the isotopic shift, several
cancellations take place in the theory [34] of the energy
levels, so that values of r2h − r2α [9–13] can be obtained
where rα is the alpha particle (4He) charge radius. The
scattering of the values obtained so far shown in Fig. 5
however reveals some tensions that highlight the chal-
lenges faced by both theory and experiments.
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1 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.1
]2    [fm2

α - r2
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muonic helium

Shiner 1995

Cancio Pastor 2012van Rooij 2011

Zheng 2017
Rengelink 2018

Huang 2020

Sick 2014

FIG. 5. Squared charge radius difference r2h − r2α from mea-
surements of the isotope shift in ordinary He atoms [9–14],
compared to our value from muonic ions. The dark and light
bands indicate the experimental and total uncertainty of our
determination. The values of Shiner [9] and Cancio Pastor [10]
have been corrected for improved theory calculations [34], and
quantum interference effects [35].

It is thus interesting to address this quantity by con-
sidering the isotopic shift in muonic helium ions and pre-
senting it in the form: [26]

r2h−r2α = −
Eexp

LS (µ3He+)

103.383 meV
fm2

+
Eexp

LS (µ4He+)

106.209 meV
fm2

+0.2585(30) fm2

(18)
to take advantage of some cancellations in the nuclear
structure contributions. Inserting the measured Lamb
shift in µ4He+ of Eexp

LS (µ4He+) = 1378.521(48) meV [7]
and Eexp

LS (µ3He+) from Eq. (11) into this expression [26,
36] we obtain

r2h − r2α = 1.0636(6)exp(30)theo fm2. (19)

This value can be compared with various isotopic shift
measurements obtained in regular He atoms with two
electrons, where long-standing discrepancies exist. We
note that our measurements in muonic ions do not suffer
from relevant systematic uncertainties, and the theory to
deduce the charge radii is simple, compared to the very
involved three-body QED calculations for He.

For completeness we quote here the updated Lamb
shift theory in µ4He+ from Ref. [26]

Eth
LS(r2α) =1668.491(7) meV − 106.209r2α meV/ fm2

+ 9.276(433) meV .

(20)

Combined with the Lamb shift in µ4He+ we have mea-
sured in Ref. [7] this yields an updated 4He (alpha par-
ticle) charge radius of rα = 1.6786(12) fm with a 45%
larger uncertainty compared to our previous determina-
tion which used the theory summarized in [36]. The
new rα is obtained using the two-photon-exchange (TPE)
contribution calculated solely from ab-initio theory [2]
while previously we split it into a third-Zemach moment

(Friar radius) contribution obtained from electron elas-
tic scattering and a polarizability contribution from few-
nucleon theories [2]. Because this splitting could lead
to some inconsistencies [26], we now opt for the solution
fully based on few-body theories [2].

NUCLEAR-STRUCTURE CONTRIBUTION FOR
THE 2S HFS

By comparing the measured 2S-HFS Eexp
HFS in µ3He+

with the corresponding theory prediction [37]

Eth
HFS = −172.7457(89) meV + Enucl.struct.

HFS (21)

we extract the nuclear structure-dependent contributions
(2PE and higher orders) to the 2S hyperfine splitting

Enucl.struct.
HFS = 6.25(10) meV, (22)

with an uncertainty arising basically only from the sta-
tistical uncertainties of the measurements. Subtracting
the elastic part of the two-photon-exchange contribution
∆EZemach

2PE = 2.5836 meV/fm rZ = 6.53(4) meV, where
rZ = 2.528(16) fm is the Zemach radius of the 3He nu-
cleus [8, 33] from Enucl.struct.

HFS , we can obtain a value for
the hitherto unknown polarizability contribution to the
2S hyperfine splitting of −0.28(10) meV (that includes
also higher-order contributions). This represents an im-
portant benchmark to refine our understanding of the
magnetic structure of the 3He nucleus. It also allows,
using appriopiate scaling, to predict the nuclear struc-
ture contribution of the ground-state hyperfine splitting
in µ3He+ restricting considerably the range where this
reasonance has to be searched for.

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Laser spectroscopy of µ3He+ and µ4He+ [7] ions pro-
vides precision values of 3He and 4He charge radii and
two-photon-exchange contributions, that serve as bench-
marks for few-body ab-initio nuclear theories, driving the
theory to new levels of precision. The nuclear theory is
challenged to scrutinize its approximations [29], to sys-
tematically improve the nuclear interaction [3, 38, 39] and
the formalism [2, 33, 40, 41] while finding novel methods
to evaluate the uncertainties [42, 43].

The precise knowledge of rh and rα reduces the uncer-
tainty of the nuclear-structure-dependent contributions
in He and He+ [15]. This paves the way for bound-state
QED tests for two-body (He+) and three-body (He) sys-
tems to an unprecedented level of accuracy [1, 44, 45].
The Lamb shift theory in He has undergone a spectac-
ular advance in recent years, completing the calculation
up to terms of order α7m [46]. Once the remaining dis-
crepancies are solved there, electronic helium atoms and
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ions will provide more accurate charge radii [15, 16], be-
cause of the smaller higher-order nuclear structure ef-
fects in these electronic systems. Using Eqs. (16),(20),
our measurements in muonic He ions will then yield the
most precise experimental values for the nuclear struc-
ture contributions (beyond the leading finite-size effect).

METHODS

To arrive at Eqs. (8-10) we used the most recent cal-
culations for the 2P level structure by Karshenboim et
al. [25], and of the 2S Lamb shift by Pachucki et al. [26].

However, these papers use a different convention for
the definition of the 2P1/2 and 2P3/2 level centroids, and
of the Lamb shift. These differences come from the treat-
ment of the Barker-Glover (BG) and Brodsky-Parsons
(BP) terms.

Both terms are not part of what Karshenboim et
al. [25] denote as ”Lamb shift”, but it is named ”Un-
perturbed quantum mechanics” therein, and their sum
is -0.0032 meV (Tab. X No. 0), which is the sum of the
”BP*” and ”BG*” terms listed in Tab.II, therein.

The ”BG*” term of 0.1265 meV in Ref. [25] is also al-
ready included in the Lamb shift in Pachucki et al. [26],
term as ”(Zα)4 recoil”, term III.C, hence this term con-
tributes equally to the 2P1/2-2S1/2 energy difference in
both conventions.

The ”BP*” term of -0.1298 meV, however, is not con-
sidered in Pachucki et al. [26], because it only arises be-
cause of the hyperfine level mixing of the F=1 levels.

Thus, to make the Lamb shift of Pachucki et al. [26]
compatible with the definitions of the 2P levels in
Karshenboim et al. [25], we define the position of our
2P1/2 centroid as

E(2P1/2) = E(2S1/2) + ELS − 0.1298 meV , (23)

where 0.1298 meV is the ”BP*” term in Ref. [25], Tab.II,
No. 0.4. This ensures that our measured Lamb shift ELS

agrees with the convention of Pachucki, while the FS and
2P-HFS splittings follow the convention of Karshenboim,
where the 2P1/2 and 2P3/2 levels are the weighted average
of the physical hyperfine levels.
This gives for the transition energies we measured

∆E(1)
exp = ELS + EBP∗ −

1

4
EHFS + EFS +

3

8
E

(P3/2)
HFS

(24)

∆E(2)
exp = ELS + EBP∗ +

3

4
EHFS + EFS −

5

8
E

(P3/2)
HFS

(25)

∆E(3)
exp = ELS + EBP∗ −

1

4
EHFS +

1

4
E

(P1/2)
HFS ,

(26)

where E
(P1/2)
HFS = −58.7150(7) meV and E

(P3/2)
HFS =

−24.2925(7) meV are the 2P hyperfine level splittings [25]
and EBP∗ = −3/4 ∗ 0.17302(2) meV (see Tab. XIV
in Ref. [25]) is the above-mentioned ”BP*” term of
−0.1298 meV [25].
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We present a new nucleosynthesis process that may take place on neutron-rich ejecta experiencing
an intensive neutrino flux. The nucleosynthesis proceeds similarly to the standard r-process, a
sequence of neutron-captures and beta-decays, however with charged-current neutrino absorption
reactions on nuclei operating much faster than beta-decays. Once neutron capture reactions freeze-
out the produced r-process neutron-rich nuclei undergo a fast conversion of neutrons into protons
and are pushed even beyond the β-stability line producing the neutron-deficient p-nuclei. This
scenario, which we denote as the νr-process, provides an alternative channel for the production
of p-nuclei and the short-lived nucleus 92Nb. We discuss the necessary conditions posed on the
astrophysical site for the νr-process to be realized in nature. While these conditions are not fulfilled
by current neutrino-hydrodynamic models of r-process sites, future models, including more complex
physics and a larger variety of outflow conditions, may achieve the necessary conditions in some
regions of the ejecta.

Introduction A variety of processes have been sug-
gested as the origin of stable nuclei heavier than iron
and located at the neutron-deficient side of the β-stability
line, the so-called p-nuclei. This includes the γ-process
(also denoted as p-process) [1, 2], νp-process [3–5], and
rp-process [6].

In the γ-process, seed nuclei present from the initial
composition of the star, undergo (γ, n) reactions followed
by (γ, p) or (γ, α) as the temperature rises to 3–5 GK in
core-collapse and Type Ia supernovae [2, 7–9]. While its
yields are consistent for more than half of the p-nuclei,
some specific regions, such as 92,94Mo and 96,98Ru, are
underproduced. The γ-process is not a primary process
and depends on the preexisting s-process seeds.

On the other hand, p-nuclei can also be produced in
the νp-process through proton capture aided by neutri-
nos in neutrino-driven winds from core-collapse super-
novae (CCSNe) [3, 10]. Long β+ decay times of waiting-
point nuclei such as 64Ge can be circumvented by (n, p)
reactions with neutrons produced by absorption of elec-
tron antineutrinos on protons. However, current three-
dimensional supernova models suggest that a neutrino-
driven wind may not develop except for low mass progen-
itors [11]. Furthermore, neutrino-wind simulations based
on up-to-date set of neutrino opacities produce ejecta
that are not proton-rich enough to allow for a strong νp-
process [12].

Light p-nuclei, like 92Mo, may also be produced in the
inner ejecta of core-collapse supernova by explosive nucle-
osynthesis [13–15]. However, no substantial production
occurs of other p-nuclei. Light p-nuclei can also be pro-
duced by the rp-process in accreting neutron stars [6],
however it is an open questions how the produced heavy
elements can become gravitationally unbound from the
neutron star in order to contribute to galactic chemical

evolution.

In addition to p-nuclei, another element of yet un-
known origin is the by now extinct nucleus 92Nb that
existed in the early solar system (ESS) [16–19]. It cannot
be produced by the νp- or rp-processes as it is shielded
by 92Mo [20]. The production of 92Nb through the γ-
process is viable but the yield is not sufficient for explain-
ing the amount measured in the ESS, probably related
to the underproduction of 92,94Mo and 96,98Ru [21]. A
potentially feasible way of production could be through
charge-current (CC) and neutral-current (NC) weak in-
teractions on the preexisting nuclei 92Zr and 93Nb in ν-
process [18, 22, 23].

Previous studies of the r-process both in the context of
core-collapse supernovae and binary neutron star merg-
ers (BNM) have shown that neutrinos play a fundamental
role. At high temperatures, when the composition con-
sists of neutrons and protons, electron (anti)neutrino ab-
sorption and the inverse reactions determine the neutron-
richness of the ejected material [24–28]. This aspect is
fundamental to produce ejecta with a broad distribution
of neutron-richness and account for the observation of Sr
in the AT2017gfo kilonova [29]. Large neutrino fluxes are
in general detrimental for the r-process as they drive the
composition to proton-to-nucleon ratios of Ye ≈ 0.5 due
to the operation of the α-effect [30]. Once nuclei form,
substantial neutrino fluxes hinder the operation of the
r-process by converting neutrons into protons and reduc-
ing the amount of neutrons available for captures. Fur-
thermore, large rates of electron neutrino absorption on
nuclei hinder the formation of r-process peaks associated
to magic numbers [31–33].

This regime of large neutrino fluxes, when electron-
neutrino absorption rates are faster than beta-decays for
neutron-rich nuclei, is precisely the regime we consider in
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this letter. We will show that it leads to a new nucleosyn-
thesis process that produces p-nuclei and 92Nb operating
on seeds produced by the r-process under strong irradia-
tion by neutrinos. We denote this process as νr-process.
Unlike γ-, νp-, or rp-processes that occur in proton-rich
conditions, the νr-process operates in neutron-rich con-
ditions. The large neutrino fluxes restrict the conditions
at which the process operates to Ye ≈ 0.4–0.5. It re-
quires several stages for the production of p-nuclei. The
nucleosynthesis starts at high temperatures with a com-
position of neutrons and protons. As the temperature
decreases, nuclei are formed by charged particle reactions
that freeze out at temperatures T ∼ 3 GK. This phase
results in an α-rich composition characteristic of the op-
eration of the α-process [34, 35]. The produced nuclei act
as seeds for further neutron captures along a path deter-
mined by (n, γ) � (γ, n) equilibrium. In the absence of
neutrino irradiation, this equilibrium continues down to
T ∼ 1 GK until the freeze-out of neutron captures, where
after nuclei undergo beta decay and migrate towards the
valley of stability.

This picture, however, is drastically changed if the
ejecta are irradiated by a large neutrino flux. During the
phase of neutron captures the flow to higher charge num-
bers is determined by neutrino absorption rates instead
of beta-decays. This speeds up the whole scale of the pro-
cess and leads to an earlier freeze-out of neutron captures
at higher temperatures compared with the cases without
neutrino fluxes. Once neutrons are exhausted, neutron-
rich nuclei are transformed on timescales of 10 ms into
neutron-deficient nuclei by neutrino charged-current pro-
cesses and produce the p-nuclei. As the energy of neutri-
nos is larger than the neutron, proton and alpha separa-
tion energies, both charged-current and neutral-current
neutrino-nucleus reactions produce free neutrons, pro-
tons and alpha-particles that are captured at the still
relatively high temperatures as the material moves be-
yond the beta-stability line.

We will discuss first parametrically constructed outflow
conditions and then look for suitable astrophysical sites
as well as possible observables.

Parametric trajectory We use the nuclear reaction
network (employed previously in, e.g., Refs. [36, 37]) with
the reaction rates based on the FRDM mass model [38]
and a consistent description of neutrino reactions with
nucleons (ν-N) and nuclei (ν-A) that considers light par-
ticle spallation induced by both NC and CC ν-A reac-
tions [22]. We assume zero temperature for neutrino
cross sections and neglect possible finite temperature cor-
rections that may be relevant at temperatures . 4 GK
(0.35 MeV).

We assume adiabatic expansions starting with an ini-
tial temperature of T0 = 10 GK and density of ρ0 =
4.6 × 106 g cm−3 that corresponds to an initial entropy
per nucleon of s = 84 kb. We assume homologous expan-
sion for the density evolution ρ(t) = ρ0(1 + t/δρ)

−3. The

temperature is evolved accounting for the energy genera-
tion by nuclear reactions [39]. δρ defines the timescale for
the production of nuclei. Considering that nuclei are typ-
ically produced around 5 GK, we have t(T = 5 GK) ≈ δρ.
We fix the initial electron fraction, Ye,0, that is sub-
sequently evolved under the influence of (anti)neutrino
absorption and their inverse reactions. Neutrino rates
are proportional to the neutrino number densities that
are parametrized as nνe(t) = nνe,0(1 + t/δν)−3 and
nν̄e(t) = Rnnνe(t), where δν is a timescale taken larger
than δρ (because the neutrino flux usually decreases more
slowly than the baryonic density), and Rn is a constant
ratio relating the ν̄e and νe densities. Neutrino spec-
tra are assumed to be given by Fermi-Dirac distributions
with constant effective temperatures Tνe and Tν̄e .

To demonstrate the dependence of the nucleosynthesis
on the expansion timescale and neutrino number den-
sity, Fig. 1 compares the abundances from three para-
metric trajectories I, II, and III with parameter sets
[δρ (ms), nνe,0 (1032 cm−3)] of [4, 2.5], [1, 10], and [0.5, 20],
respectively. The other parameters have the values:
Ye,0 = 0.4, Rn = 1.2, δν = 4δρ, Tνe = 5 MeV, and
Tν̄e = 6.25 MeV. In all those three cases we find at
T = 5 GK that Ye coincidentally reaches ≈ 0.467 and
the neutron-to-seed ratios ns are 13.8, 59.2 and 177, re-
spectively, which qualitatively follow ns ∝ 1/τexp [40],
with τexp = [d ln ρ(t)/dt]−1 = (t+ δ)/3.

Results Without ν-A reactions, case I corresponds to
the α-rich freeze-out with moderate neutron-rich condi-
tions, such as considered in Refs. [5, 13, 42], that is known
to produce 92Mo but not 94Mo. Once the ν-A reactions
are included, the ratio 92Mo/94Mo becomes consistent
with solar proportions and the yield of the radioactive
species 92Nb is also enhanced. Despite their much larger
neutron-to-seed ratios, the abundance peak for cases II
and III is only moderately shifted to higher mass num-
bers when compared to case I. This is due to the larger
neutrino densities that lead to a late conversion of neu-
trons into protons while the r-process occurs, reducing
the amount of neutrons for captures on heavy nuclei.
When ν-A reactions are included, slightly heavier nu-
clei are produced during the phase when neutron cap-
tures dominate (cyan versus green lines in Fig 1), as νe
absorption on nuclei accelerates the build-up of heavier
elements competing with νe absorption on free neutrons.
After neutron-capture freeze-out there is still a substan-
tial amount of neutrons present, produced by neutrino
spallation reactions, that furthers contribute to the syn-
thesis of p-nuclei.

All those three cases show comparable amounts of p-
nuclei produced relative to the final total yield, which
indicates a successful conversion of those r-process seeds.
The abundance pattern in case I shows a peak around
92,94Mo and 96,98Ru. Larger neutron-to-seed ratios in
cases II and III lead to the production of p-nuclei up
to A ∼ 145 and 180, respectively. Heavier p-nuclei up
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FIG. 1. Abundances of r-nuclei (black circles) [41] and p-
nuclei (black squares) [1] in the solar system. The results for
our parametric trajectories are shown for cases I (panel a), II
(panel b), and III (panel c). All the panels show the isobaric
yields at 1 Gyr (blue curves) and the abundance of p-nuclei
on those yields (red dots). Green and cyan curves show the
yields at ns ∼ 1 with and without ν-A reactions, respectively.

to 196Hg can be produced with higher neutrino number
densities.

To illustrate the reaction dynamics of the νr-process,
we compare composition average rates for β− decay,
(n, γ), (γ, n), (α, γ/n), CC and NC νe-A reactions for
case I in Fig. 2(a). They are computed as λI =∑
i λI,iYi/Yheavy where I stands for a particular reaction,

i sums over all heavy (A > 4) nuclei, and Yheavy =
∑
i Yi

is the total abundance of heavy nuclei. The νe-n rate
λνen = nνeσνenc is approximately 1 ms−1 for nνe =
1033 cm−3 and Tνe = 5 MeV. The CC rates λCC

νeA,i
=

nνeσ
CC
νeA,i

c for the nuclei of interest with A = 100–200
near the stability line are ∼ 1–10 times larger than λνen.

When the temperature is above ∼ 4.5 GK, there is es-
sentially no difference between the cases with and with-
out ν-A reactions. As the temperature becomes lower,
and the composition shifts to neutron-rich nuclei, λCC

νeA

becomes comparable with the expansion rate leading to a
faster depletion of neutrons because νe absorption on nu-
clei speeds up the production of heavy elements. The bal-
ance between (n, γ) and (γ, n) is broken at ∼ 3 GK. The

10-6
10-4
10-2
100
102
104
106
108

ra
te

s (
s−

1
)

(a) β −

(γ, n)

(n, γ)

CC νe-n

CC νe-A
NC νe-A
τ−1
exp

T (GK)

10-7
10-6
10-5
10-4
10-3
10-2
10-1

   
   

   
   

A
bu

nd
an

ce
s Yn

Yp

Yheavy

(b)

7.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 0.5
T (GK)

1012
1016
1020
1024
1028
1032

N
um

be
r d

en
si

tie
s (

cm
−

3
)

(c) nn

nb

nνe

0.3

0.4

0.5

2Yα

Ye

FIG. 2. Characteristic average rates (upper), abundances
(middle), and number densities (lower) as functions of tem-
perature for case I including (solid) and neglecting (dashed) ν-
A reactions. The dotted line labels the expansion rate 1/τexp.
The abundances of electrons, Ye, and alpha-particles, Yα, are
shown according to the scale on the right side of the middle
panel.

rate of (γ, n) decreases drastically, but the rate of (n, γ)
changes gradually as neutrons are continuously supplied
from the neutrino spallation by both CC and NC νe-A re-
actions. The (n, γ) rate follows λCC

νeA
and the nucleosyn-

thesis flow is characterized by an equilibrium between
(n, γ) and νe-A reactions. This produces a rather broad
abundance distribution that reaches from the neutron-
deficient to the neutron-rich side of beta-stability and is
responsible for the slight increase of the average β− rate
below T ∼ 3 GK. The average number of emitted neu-
trons from the CC ν-A reaction is approximately given
by the ratio λ(n,γ)/λ

CC
νeA

. (The average rate of NC reac-

tions, λNC
νeA

, is about one order of magnitude lower than

λCC
νeA

.) We note that we do not consider heavy lepton
neutrinos. They are expected to have higher mean en-
ergy and possibly larger flux and hence amplify the total
rate to values comparable to λCC

νeA
.

The α-capture reactions are also greatly enhanced
when νe-A reactions are considered. The (α, γ) reac-
tion dominates over (α, n) as the material moves to and
beyond beta-stability. This speeds up the consumption
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of α-particles and results in a lower α abundance when
νe-A reactions are considered, see Fig. 2(b) that shows
the evolution of abundances and the electron fraction Ye.
Protons produced from neutrino spallation are hardly re-
captured by heavy nuclei below ∼ 4 GK, causing their
abundance to increase to ∼ 10−3.

The number density of neutrons is compared with that
of baryons and νe in Fig. 2(c). In the case without ν-
A reactions, Ye ∼ 0.45, neutrons are absorbed until nn
reaches ∼ 1013 cm−3 at which point they are supplied
by beta-delayed neutron emission. Including ν-A reac-
tions, we have an earlier freeze-out of neutron captures
and a larger neutron density after freeze-out due to the
production of neutrons by neutrino spallation reactions
as discussed above.

Survey of astrophysical conditions In addition to
the previous three cases, we surveyed a larger pa-
rameter space keeping all parameters unchanged from
the previous cases except for the following variations:
δρ = {0.5, 1, 2, 4, 8} ms, nνe,0 = {0.25, 0.5, 1, 2} ×
1033 cm−3, Rn = {0.5, 0.8, 1, 1.2, 1.5, 2, 4}, and δν =
{1, 1.5, 2.5, 4, 6} × δρ. Each calculation of the survey is
shown in a scatter plots in Fig. 3. The results classified
according to Ye at 5 GK and the exposure of the ejecta to
neutrinos. As a measure of the latter, we use the product
of the expansion timescale and the rate for νe absorption
on neutrons, both evaluated at 3 GK. The different pan-
els of Fig. 3 show the abundance of 92 Mo (panel a),
the abundance ratio 94Mo/92Mo (panel b), and the ra-
tio 92Nb/92Mo at 1 Myr (panel c). For low values of
the neutrino exposure all calculations are concentrated
around Ye ≈ 0.4 because of our choice of Ye,0. High
neutrino exposure makes all calculations to converge to
Ye ≈ 0.5. We observe large variations of the abundance
yields in the intermediate region. Significant amounts of
92Mo (∼ 10−4) are produced only when τexpλνen & 0.1.
The ratios 94Mo/92Mo and 92Nb/92Mo are larger for the
neutron-rich cases with small neutrino exposure, and are
below unity when Ye ≈ 0.5.

In addition to the parametric models discussed above,
Fig. 3 also shows the nucleosynthesis results for a
neutrino-hydrodynamics simulation of a BNM, namely
model sym-n1-a6 of Ref. [37]. In the simulation,
neutrino-fluxes become negligible by the time nuclei
form. Consequently, p-nuclei around A ∼ 92 are pro-
duced by the α-process operating in a narrow window of
Ye ∼ 0.45–0.48. The maximum abundance of 92Mo is
1.5 × 10−6, with 94Mo and 92Nb being relatively under-
produced. The abundances of p-nuclei heavier than 94Mo
are further suppressed and do not exceed values of 10−8.

Figure 4 shows the neutrino exposure, radius, and neu-
trino density at T = 3 GK and T = 10 GK for all tracer
particles of model sym-n1-a6 of Ref. [37] classified by the
type of ejecta component (see [37] for more details): dy-
namical ejecta, neutron-star torus ejecta, and black-hole
torus ejecta. None of the tracers reaches high enough

FIG. 3. Scatter plots for the abundance of 92Mo (upper), the
ratios Y (94Mo)/Y (92Mo) (middle), and Y (92Nb)/Y (92Mo)
(lower) with respect to Ye and neutrino exposure from our
parametric survey (circles) and the simulation model sym-n1-
a6 (stars) from Ref. [37]. The white line in the color-bar of
the middle panel shows the Y (94Mo)/Y (92Mo) ratio in solar
abundance. The middle and lower panels show the abundance
ratio only for Y (92Mo) > 10−7.

values of τexpλνen > 0.1 at T = 3 GK to enable the νr-
process. Interestingly, the neutron-star torus ejecta (blue
points in Fig. 4) driven mainly by neutrino heating from
the surface of the neutron-star remnant show rather less
favorable conditions for the νr-process than the prompt
ejecta produced during and shortly after the merger (red
points). This is connected to the fact that the neutrino-
driven wind from the neutron-star remnant is powered
by thermal energy, while the prompt ejecta are (at least
to a larger extent) accelerated by dynamical effects. The
prompt ejecta therefore tend to be colder, at lower radii
and higher neutrino densities when T = 3 GK.

The comparison suggests that, despite the need for
high neutrino fluxes, neutrino-driven winds are not well
suited for the νr-process and that outflows driven by non-
thermal processes may be more promising. We specu-
late that the νr process may operate in magnetically-
driven ejecta subject to strong neutrino fluxes, which are
likely found in polar regions of magnetorotational super-
novae [43] and collapsar engines [44], or around magne-
tized remnants of BNMs [45–47]. All these scenarios have
been suggested as sites for the r-process.

Observables Assuming that the νr-process produces
p-nuclei in an astrophysical site where also the r-process
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FIG. 4. Neutrino exposure, radius, and neutrino density
of outflow tracers at T = 3 GK (left panels) and 10 GK
(right panels) for the dynamical ejecta (red), neutron-star-
torus ejecta (blue), and black-hole-torus ejecta in the simula-
tion model sym-n1-a6.

operates and that the yields of both follow solar propor-
tions, we can obtain constraints on the relative contribu-
tions of the νr-process and the r-process to the ejecta. If
the whole solar inventory of p- and r-nuclei is produced
on the same site, we expect a ratio of ∼ 90/1 between
the r-process and νr-process material. We notice that
the observation of Sr in the kilonova transient AT2017gfo
and the low lanthanide mass fraction inferred from multi-
band light-curve analyses requires the production of all
r-process nuclei [48], assuming solar proportions.

We show in Fig. 5(a) the production factors of p-nuclei,
i.e. the abundances normalized to the solar value Yi/Yi,�
for case I. The grey band, which covers one order of mag-
nitude right below the largest abundance, illustrates the
isotopes that are expected to be co-produced. Case I
produces mainly p-nuclei from 78Kr to 102Pd. Case II
(not shown in the figure) co-produces p-nuclei from 98Ru
to 138La. Given that case II requires very high neutrino
fluxes, we expect that it is more rare than case I. There-
fore, we combine 20% from case II with 80% from case I
in Fig. 5(b), which yields a pattern that is in good agree-
ment with the solar abundances of the p-nuclei from 78Kr
to 138La. The νr-process does not only produce nuclei
commonly associated to the γ-process, but also 138La and
180Ta that are often associated with the ν-process [22].

Associating the origin of the p-nuclei with an r-process
site, such as BNMs, allows to explain the observed strong
correlation between p- and r-nuclei of Mo in low-mass
asymptotic giant branch meteorites [50]. We can further
estimate the time since the last νr-process addition to the
solar system by considering the short-lived radioactive
isotope 92Nb. The νr-process results in an abundance
ratio between 92Nb and 92Mo that is close to unity, as
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FIG. 5. Relative ratios over the solar abundance [49] for case
I (upper) and case I plus 20% of case II (lower). Nuclei in
the grey bands have relative abundance exceeding 10% of the
corresponding maximum value.

shown in Fig. 3(c), which is ∼ 103 larger than the ratio
∼ O(10−3) found from the ν-process in CCSNe [18, 22].
Assuming a production ratio close to unity in a simple
model of uniform production over the age of the uni-
verse [51, 52] and supposing that both, 92Mo and 92Nb
are predominantly made from the νr-process, the ratio
in the interstellar medium is ∼ 5× 10−3 after 10 Gyr of
evolution. This rough estimate suggests a decay time of
∼ 250 Myr since the last event to match the ESS ratio,
which is consistent with the expected time of ∼ 100 Myr
since the last r-process event[53, 54].

Since the νr-process depends on the neutrino flux, it
could be significantly affected by collective neutrino fla-
vor phenomena [55–59]. In addition, the process depends
on the competition between neutrino absorption and neu-
tron captures near the stability line, which calls for fur-
ther improved measurements of the reaction rates in the
laboratory. In the present work, we have considered mod-
erately neutron-rich ejecta and shown that large neutrino
fluxes can drive the composition to the neutron-deficient
site of the valley of stability producing p-nuclei. One can
wonder if a reverse process may operate in proton-rich
ejecta driving the composition from the neutron-deficient
side to the neutron-rich side by ν̄e-A reactions and pro-
ducing r-nuclei. We expect that this will not be the case
as neutron-deficient nuclei still have a neutron excess and
hence similar or even larger cross sections for νe-A ab-
sorption than ν̄e-A absorption. It remains to be explored
if variations of the neutrino flux can produce abundance
patterns that resemble those of the s-process or i-process.
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Hyperon global polarization in heavy-ion collisions at NICA energies.
Feed-down effects and the role of Σ0 hyperons.
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Abstract

Global polarization of hyperons induced by the local vorticity of the medium created in heavy-ion collisions at energies 2.3 GeV≤√
sNN ≤11.5 GeV is calculated in the parton-hadron-string dynamic (PHSD) model. The separation of spectator nucleons and the

fluidization of the generated particle distributions are performed. The polarization of all anti-hyperon species is found significantly
larger than that of hyperons. The Ξ hyperons are found to be polarized as strong as Λs but Ξ hyperons have weaker polarization
compared to Λs. The Ω and Ω polarizations show the strongest dependence on the collision energy. Despite the strong polarization
of the produced Λs and Λs induced by the vortical flows in the medium, the observed polarization signal is significantly depleted
because of the feed down from weak and electromagnetic decays of heavier hyperons. Particularly strong suppression is found to
be due to electromagnetic decays of Σ0 hyperons, which multiplicities obtained in the transport are poorly constrained both from
the microscopic input of the Σ0 production reactions and from the experimental data. The final Λ(Λ) polarization signal strongly
depends on the Σ0 multiplicity generated in the model. With all these effects we can reproduce the measured global Λ polarization
in collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 and 11.5 GeV and the global Λ polarization at 11.5 GeV. For energies <

∼ 3 GeV, the calculated Λ
polarization is smaller than the observed one. The polarization of Ξ(Ξ) hyperons is calculated. The signal of Ξ(Ξ) polarization is
argued to be insensitive to feed-down effects and be, therefore, a more direct probe of the degree of the vorticity in the system.

Key words: heavy-ion collisions, hyperon global polarization, hyperon production, weak decays
PACS: 25.75.-q, 25.75.Ld, 25.75.Gz,

1. Introduction

The non-vanishing global spin polarization of hyperons
observed by the STAR [1–4] and HADES [5] collaborations
raises new theoretical questions. Why does the global spin
polarization of hyperons persists in a heavy-ion collision
where the reaction plane of an elementary hard nucleon-
nucleon interaction is randomly oriented? If the polariza-
tion is related to the total angular momentum accumulated
in the medium, why then the degree of polarization in-
creases with a decrease of collision energy, i.e., for a smaller
initial angular momentum of colliding nuclei? Finally, why
the polarization of anti-hyperons is systematically larger
than those of hyperons, whereas, in high-energy p+ p and
p+A collisions, anti-hyperons get zero polarization [6]?

Various mechanisms were proposed to explain the ob-
served hyperon polarization. Within the statistical ap-
proach [7, 8] the polarization was linked with the ther-
mal vorticity distributed in the fireball medium. At the

moment, this is the most studied source of the particle
polarization in heavy-ion collisions (HICs) in which the
initial angular momentum of colliding nuclei is partially
transferred to the rotation of the medium [9]. This mech-
anism is the relativistic generalization of the Barnett
effect [10], which manifests itself in the magnetization of
an uncharged body through rotation. The statistical ap-
proach is most naturally realized in the hydrodynamic
calculations [8, 11–16].

Other contributions to the polarization due to the ther-
mal shear and the analog of the spin-Hall effect were pro-
posed in Refs. [17–19] and Ref. [20], respectively. There are
some ambiguities, however, in the inclusion of these effects
in hydrodynamic codes [21]. The statistical mechanism of
the spin polarization generation was applied also in the
transport codes: AMPT in Refs. [22–27], UrQMD [28, 29],
QGSM [30,31], and PHSD [32]. Although fluidization pro-
cedures for conversion of the particle coordinate and mo-
mentum distributions, generated in the code, into veloc-
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ity and temperature fields may differ significantly from one
work to another, most of these calculations can success-
fully describe Λ polarization at energies above

√
sNN =

7 GeV. The numerical simulations confirm that the vortic-
ity field may be quite developed in HICs and have intri-
cate space-time structures, such as vortex sheets (femtocy-
clones) [30,31] or elliptic vortex rings [33,34]. Nevertheless,
the large degree of spin polarization at low collision ener-
gies observed by HADES remains quite challenging. Also,
the Λ–Λ splitting can not be reproduced in almost all cal-
culations unless a specific mechanism distinguishing par-
ticles from anti-particles is incorporated. To such mecha-
nisms one counts: the magnetic fields created in the colli-
sion [35, 36], which influence on the polarization was con-
sidered in [26,37,38]; the chiral or axial anomaly [39,40] in-
cluded in the transport code calculations in [22,30,31,41];
the influence of the ‘magnetic parts’ of mean vector fields
induced by vorticity [42] and included in hydrodynamic
calculations in [43, 44]. The Λ–Λ splitting can be also ob-
tained in the geometrical approach distinguishing central
and peripheral collisions, the so-called core-corona mech-
anism [45–47]. Without these additional effects, the split-
ting was reproduced only in Ref. [29] where it was at-
tributed to the different space-time distributions of Λ and
Λ and by different freeze-out conditions of hyperons and
anti-hyperons. Indeed, the highest vorticity modulus is ar-
gued in Refs. [32, 48] to correspond to the initial stage of
the system evolution, when the medium is hot and occu-
pies a small spatial volume. The vorticity gradually decays
with the fireball expansion. Hence depending on the typi-
cal freeze-out time of particles, they feel different vorticity
fields and different spin polarization signals may be formed.
Applying the PHSD transport code, the interconnection
between Λ-Λ freeze-out distribution and spin polarization
was investigated in Ref. [49]. It was shown that the global
polarizations for both Λs and Λs measured by the STAR
collaboration can be quantitatively reproduced at energy√
sNN = 11.5 GeV. For collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV, the

Λ polarization was also reproduced, but the Λ polarization
was significantly underpredicted.

In this work, we apply the approach described in
Refs. [34, 49] to systematic analysis of the collision en-
ergy dependence of the Λ and Λ polarization. Also, the
polarization of other hyperon species will be investigated.
Particular emphasis should be put on the feed-down ef-
fects, which are important for the formation of the final
polarization signal.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we analyze
the production rate and the freeze-out time for different
hyperon species. The excitation functions for various hy-
perons and anti-hyperons are compared with experimental
data. In Sec. 3 the global spin polarization for various hy-
peron species is calculated. The feed-down effects due to
weak and electromagnetic decays are considered in Sect. 4.
Conclusions are formulated in Sect. 5.
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Fig. 1. The collision energy dependence of the Λ+Σ and Λ+Σ (left),

Ξ− and Ξ
+

(right) yields at mid-rapidity in central Au+Au and
Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 2−14 GeV. Calculations are performed

for the centrality class 0–7%. The Λ and Λ results of AGS [55–57]

are inclusive, and those of NA49 [58] and STAR [59] are corrected
for the weak decay feed-down.

2. Hyperon production

The PHSD transport model [50–52] proved to be success-
ful in the description of strangeness production in HICs.
In the current version, the chiral symmetry restoration ef-
fects [53] are taken into account which increases the prob-
ability of the strangeness production in initial hard pro-
cesses. This allows for a good description of the strange
particle yields at AGS and SPS energies [54]. In Fig. 1 we

show the hyperon (Λ+Σ0 and Ξ) and anti-hyperon (Λ+Σ
0

and Ξ) multiplicities in Au+Au and Pb+Pb collisions at
mid-rapidity as functions of the collision energy in com-
parison with experimental data [55–59]. We observe good
overall agreement between theory and experiment except
for the multiplicity of Λ + Σ being overestimated.

The only data on the Ω ant Ω multiplicities at low ener-
gies were reported by the NA49 collaboration [60] for cen-
tral Pb+Pb collisions at energy 40AGeV (i.e.,

√
sNN =

8.77 GeV)

M
(exp)

Ω+Ω
= 0.14± 0.05 . (1)

Our calculations for centrality class 0–7% give

MΩ = 0.123 , MΩ = 0.018 . (2)

The sum of these multiplicities agrees nicely with the ex-
perimental value (1). The transverse momentum distribu-

tions for Λ + Σ0 and Λ + Σ
0

are presented in Ref. [49] for
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV and various central-

ities. The agreement with the data obtained by the STAR
collaboration is quite satisfactory.

In the present version of the code at each time step we
store the time marker for each ’newly-created’ particle, i.e.,

2
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Fig. 2. Panel (a): Rates of the hyperons production N−1
ev dNH/dtl.i.

normalized by the total number of events Nev as functions of the

time of the last interaction, tl.i.. Arrows mark the mean freeze-out
times calculated according to Eq. (3). Panel (b): The multiplicity

of released hyperons MH as functions of tl.i. normalized by the to-

tal multiplicity MH,tot of produced hyperons H, see Eg. (4). Arrows
mark the times at which 80% of hyperons are released. Calcula-

tions on both panels are performed for Au+Au collisions at energy√
sNN = 7.7 GeV for mid-rapidity |y| < 1 and the transverse mo-

mentum range 0.4 < pT < 3 GeV/c.

the particle formed either in the string breaking or hadronic
rescatterings, or a strong resonance decay. After the com-
pletion of a code run, when momentum distributions of par-
ticles stop changing (for the studied energy range it takes
about tfin ∼ 60 − 100 fm/c in total), we can look at hy-
perons that survive all strong interactions and can, even-
tually, be caught by a detector, and obtain the distribution
of the time of the last interaction, tl.i. (hereinafter, TLI).
Such distributions for all hyperon species averaged overNev

code runs, 1
Nev

dNH

dtl.i.
are shown in Fig. 2a for Au+Au colli-

sions at
√
sNN = 7.7 GeV. We apply cuts in rapidity and

transverse momentum and select centralities according to
the experimental works on measuring the polarization of
Λ-hyperons [1–3]. The zero-time moment in Fig. 2 corre-
sponds to the initialization of the nuclei. The touching time
of gold nuclei is about t ≈ 2.2 fm/c, the time of the maxi-
mal overlap of nuclei is t ≈ 4.9 fm/c at

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV.

We see the qualitative difference between the hyperon and
anti-hyperon distributions: there are two maxima in the

distribution for hyperons and only one for anti-hyperons.

The first maximum for hyperons at times t
(1)
H ' 4–5 fm/c

corresponds to the hyperon production in initial hard col-

lisions whereas the second maximum at t
(2)
H ' 8 fm/c can

be associated with the hyperon production in hadron col-
lisions, resonance decays, and parton hadronization. The
times of the first and second maxima differ for various
hyperons by ∼ 0.5 fm/c and have the following hierarchy

t
(1)
Ξ < t

(1)
Ω < t

(1)
Σ0 ∼ t(1)

Λ and t
(2)
Σ0 ∼ t(2)

Λ < t
(2)
Ξ ∼ t(2)

Ω . On the
contrary, the TLI distributions have only one maximum for
anti-hyperons, which lies typically between two maxima for
hyperons, and t

Σ
0 ' 5.7 fm/c < tΩ < tΞ < tΛ ' 6.9 fm/c.

In Ref. [29] the authors used the mean freeze-out time
for comparison of hyperon and anti-hyperons production
times. We define the corresponding mean time when the
particles are released from the fireball as

t
(f.o.)
H =

∫ tfin

0

tl.i.
dNH

dtl.i.
dtl.i.

/∫ tfin

0

dNH

dtl.i.
dtl.i. . (3)

This quantity is sensitive to the decrease rate of the dNH

dtl.i.
distribution for increasing time marker tl.i. The slower the

falloff of the distribution is, the larger will be t
(f.o.)
H . The

mean freeze-out times are denoted by solid circles in Fig. 2a.

We see that t
(f.o.)
H and t

(f.o.)

H
are very close for Λ and Ω

species, t
(f.o.)
Λ ' t

(f.o.)

Λ
' 11 fm/c and t

(f.o.)
Ω ' t

(f.o.)

Ω
'

9 fm/c. For Σ0 and Σ
0

we find t
(f.o.)
Σ0 ' 8 fm/c and t

(f.o.)

Σ
0 '

6 fm/c. The largest difference is, however, found for Ξ and

Ξ hyperons: t
(f.o.)
Ξ ' 13 fm/c and t

(f.o.)

Ξ
' 22 fm/c. In com-

parison with calculations in [29] done within the UrQMD
model, we find a smaller difference in the mean freeze-out

times for Λ(Λ) hyperons t
(f.o.)
Λ − t(f.o.)

Λ
' 0.27 fm/c against

∼ 1 fm/c in [29], whereas the mean time itself is twice as

short t
(f.o.)

Λ(Λ)
' 11 fm/c. In general the interacting phase

of the nucleus-nucleus collision last in the UrQMD model
longer than in the PHSD model.

Integrating the distribution shown in Fig. 2a over the
time, we obtain the hyperon multiplicities (the averaged
number of hyperons in one collision event) accumulated to
the time tl.i.

MH(tl.i.) =

∫ tl.i.

0

dtl.i.
1

Nev

dNH
dtl.i.

. (4)

The evolution of the hyperon multiplicity normalized by
the final total multiplicity MH,tot = MH(tfin) is presented
in Fig. 2b as functions of TLI. This plot allows to quantify
the relative particle yields at various moments of time. Par-
ticularly, we see that the number of hyperons created at a
later stage of collision is larger than the number of hyper-
ons from hard processes. For orientation purposes we draw
in Fig. 2b the line corresponding to the release of 80% of
particles (dotted line). The yields of Λ(Ω)s and Λ(Ω)s grow
at a similar pace, whereas the accumulation times for Σ0

and Σ
0

and, especially, for Ξ and Ξ are essentially different,

so, t
(80%)
Ξ ' 17.5 fm/c while t

(80%)

Ξ
' 37 fm/c.

3



2 4 6 8 1 0 1 20

1

2

3

4

5

S T A R  d N / d y :
Λ     Ξ     Ω   

M H

s 1 / 2  [ G e V ]

Ξ

Σ 0

Λ

Ω× 1 0 2

A u + A u 0 . 4 G e V / c < p T < 3 G e V / c
2 0 - 5 0 % | y | < 1

× . 6
× . 6

4 6 8 1 0 1 20 . 0

0 . 5

1 . 0

1 . 5

2 . 0

2 . 5

S T A R  d N / d y :
Λ     Ξ     Ω   

s 1 / 2  [ G e V ]

Σ 0 × 1 0

Λ× 1 0

( a )

Ω× 1 0 2

Ξ× 1 0

( b ) A u + A u
2 0 - 5 0 % | y | < 1

0 . 4 G e V / c < p T < 3 G e V / c

× . 7 5
× . 7 5

Fig. 3. Hyperon (panel a) and anti-hyperon (panel b) multiplicities
as functions of the collision energy for Au+Au collisions at centrality

class 20–50%, rapidities |y| < 1, and the transverse momentum range

0.4 GeV/c < 3 GeV/c. The results for Ξ hyperons stand for the sum
Ξ0 + Ξ−, the same is assumed also for the Ξ hyperons. The colored

bars indicate the midrapidity multiplicities dMH/dy measured by
the STAR collaboration [59] for |y| < 0.5. See text for details.

Although the time-dependence of the Λ and Λ yields
is very similar, the thermodynamics conditions of the
medium, wherein the hyperons have their last interactions,
proved to be very different [49]. In Ref. [49] we argued that
this difference leads to a difference in global spin polariza-
tions for hyperons and anti-hyperons. The same conclusion
was drawn also in Ref. [29].

Concluding this section we show in Fig. 3 the total mul-
tiplicities of strange baryons and anti-baryons produced in
Au+Au collisions for centrality range and momentum cuts
applied in the STAR polarization measurement [2]. Unfor-
tunately, there are no experimental data on multiplicities
obtained for the same centralities and momentum cuts.
Just as a qualitative comparison we use the data on multi-
plicities at midrapidities reported in [59]. Selecting central-
ity class 20–60% with the averaged number of participant-
nucleons 〈Npart〉 ' 110 we can take the data for Λ(Λ) and

Ξ−(Ξ
+

) shown in Fig. 17 there. For Ω hyperons there are
the data only for 〈Npart〉 = 153, so we scaled the data down
by factor 0.6 which follows approximately from the 〈Npart〉
dependence of Λ, Ξ, and φ multiplicities. The experimen-
tal data for Ω we multiplied by factor 0.75 to account for
the differences between 〈Npart〉 = 123 and 110. We see that
our calculations are compatible with the available experi-

mental data for Λ(Λ) and Ξ−(Ξ
+

), however, it seems that
the Ω(Ω) data remain underestimated. The latter could be
also a signal that the Ω(Ω) data decrease with the central-
ity increase faster than we estimated.

3. Vorticity and global hyperon polarization

We will apply the statistical approach [7, 8] to evaluate
the average polarization of hyperons. Within this approach,
a local polarization is induced by a local thermal vorticity

$µν =
1

2
(∂νβµ − ∂µβν), βν =

uν
T

(5)

where uν is the hydrodynamic four-velocity of the fluid
element, and T is the fluid temperature. In leading order
in $µν , the spin vector Sµ of a fermion with mass m and
spin s = 1

2 ,
3
2 , . . . is defined as

Sµ(x, p) = −s (s+ 1)

6m
(1− n(x, p))εµνλδ$νλpδ, (6)

where pµ is 4-momentum of the fermion, and n(x, p) stands
for the fermion distribution function.

Compared to our previous paper [32] with isochronous
freeze-out, the method of the fluidization of the particle
distributions generated in the code is significantly revised.
First, we separate the spectator nucleons by the condition
||y| − ybeam| ≤ ∆y, where ybeam is the beam rapidity and
∆y = 0.27 is the Fermi-motion rapidity of nucleons in a
nucleus. The spectator nucleons as the “cold” (not excited)
matter do not form a fluid and, therefore, do not contribute
to the thermal vorticity. The hydrodynamic velocity is cal-
culated in the Landau frame, and the temperature is de-
termined by the hadron resonance gas model [61]. Applica-
bility of the hydrodynamic description is controlled by the
condition for the local energy density ε > 0.05 GeV/fm3.
For smaller energy densities, we assume that the medium
does not exist, and, therefore, the temperature cannot be
determined, and the thermal vorticity is put zero. The de-
tails of the thermodynamic characteristics of the medium,
the velocity and vorticity fields created in Au+Au colli-
sions at energies

√
sNN = 4.5–11.5 GeV can be found in

Refs. [34, 49].
Having determined the local thermal vorticity in the fluid

cell with the center at coordinate x, we calculate the spin
vector of a fermion with momentum p using Eq. (6). The
contribution of the fermion to the averaged global polar-
ization is given by P ∗ = S∗/s where S∗ is the spin vector
(6) boosted to the fermion rest frame

S∗ = S − (Sp)
p

E(E +m)
. (7)

Note that in the rest frame S∗0 = 0. Taking into account
that the Boltzmann limit of the particle momentum dis-
tributions is a good approximation in nucleus collisions at
relativistic energies, i.e., 1− n(x, p) ≈ 1 we can write

S∗ ≈ s(s+ 1)

6m

(
E$ + [p×$0]− (p ·$)p

(E +M)

)
,

($0)i = 2$0i = ∂tβ + ∇β0 , ($)i = εijk$jk = rotβ .
(8)

At each time step when a (anti-)hyperon is created or
rescattered the spin polarization of the particle is calcu-
lated according to Eqs. (6) or (8) if the fluid medium ’ex-
ists’, i.e., the local energy density ε > 0.05 GeV/fm3. In the
absence of a medium, any hadronic collision (elastic or in-
elastic) nullifies the polarization. If a hyperon is created in
the strong decay,

Σ∗ → Λ + π, Ξ∗ → Ξ + π, (9)

the daughter hyperon inherits the direction of polarization
of the parent hyperon resonances, but the magnitude is

4
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Fig. 4. Distributions of the spin polarization of Λ hyperons (upper

panel) and Λ hyperons (lower panel), wH(tl.i., P ), see Eq. (10) as a

function of the last interaction time, tl.i. Calculations are done for
Au+Au collisions at energy

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV. The centrality range

and the transverse momentum and rapidity cuts are the same as
in the STAR experiment [2]. The time of the maximum overlap of

colliding nuclei is t ≈ 5 fm/c.

scaled by the factor CΛ Σ∗ = CΞ Ξ∗ = 1/3 according to [37].
Finally, after the nucleus collision ends and all strong inter-
actions cease, the hyperons that have gone to infinity carry
information about the medium and polarization at TLI.

In Fig. 4 we show the distribution of the Λ and Λ polar-
ization (shown by the density histogram) for various TLI
defined as

wH(tl.i., P ) =
1

Nev

d2NH(tl.i., P )

dtl.i.dP
, H = Λ, Λ, (10)

and normalized to the total hyperon multiplicity, cf. Eq. (4),∫ tfin

0

dtl.i.

∫ 1

−1

dP wH(tl.i., P ) =

∫ tfin

0

dtl.i.
Nev

dNH
dtl.i.

= MH,tot .

(11)

The integration of distribution (10) over the polarization
degree, P , gives the distribution shown in Fig. 2a. Calcu-
lations are done for Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV

and events are selected according to the centrality range
and the transverse momentum and rapidity cuts used in the
STAR experiment [2]. In the Λ distribution we clearly rec-
ognize two ‘hot spots’: the one at early times between the
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Fig. 5. Dotted lines show the instant polarization of Λ and Λ hyperons
released at the time moment tl.i., see Eq. (12). Solid lines stand for

the polarization signal accumulated in the hyperons released until the

time tl.i, see Eq. (13). The calculation is done for Au+Au collision
at energy

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV and centrality range and the transverse

momentum and rapidity cuts used by STAR experiment in [2]. At

this collision energy, the touch time is 2.5 fm/c and the maximum
overlap time is 5 fm/c.

touch time 2.5 fm/c and the maximum overlap time 5 fm/c,
and the second one at later times 5 fm/c <∼ t <∼ 12 fm/c.
In the Λ distribution there is only one hot spot at times
5 fm/c <∼ t <∼ 10 fm/c. In Fig. 4 we see that for each TLI the
polarization distributions are not symmetric which corre-
sponds to a non-vanishing polarization of released hyper-
ons. Nevertheless, the vast amount of Λs is released with
zero polarization during the times 10–20 fm . These Λs stem
from rescattering processes occurring in the dilute matter
with vanishing vorticity. In Fig. 4 they constitute an inten-
sively dark line at zero polarization. For Λ the asymmetry
of polarization distributions is larger. The instant polar-
ization carried by the (anti-)hyperons released at the time
tl.i., defined as

〈PH(tl.i.)〉ins =
[ 1

Nev

dNH
dtl.i

]−1
∫ 1

−1

dP P wH(tl.i., P ), (12)

is shown in Fig. 5 by dotted lines. At any time moment the
instant polarization of the released Λs is higher than that
of the released Λs. Also, the polarization fluctuates more
strongly for Λs. We see that the polarized hyperons are
released even at times larger than the averaged freeze-out

time, t
(f.o.)

Λ(Λ)
and the time t

(80%)

Λ(Λ)
. These hyperons stem from

the Lorentz-delayed decays of resonances, their number is
small but the degree of polarization is high.

The averaged spin polarization per hyperon accumulated
in particles, H = Λ and Λ, released to the specific time
moment tl.i. can be calculated as

〈PH(tl.i.)〉acc =
1

MH(tl.i.)

∫ tl.i.

0

dt′l.i.

∫ 1

−1

dP P wH(t′l.i., P ) ,

(13)

where MH(tl.i.) is given by Eq. (4). This quantity is de-
picted in Fig. 5 by solid lines. We obtain that for a col-
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lision at
√
sNN = 7.7 GeV the signal of the spin polari-

sation is formed during the first 10 fm/c for both Λ and
Λ particles and stays approximately constant up to the
full decomposition of the system. The variation of accumu-
lated polarization is suppressed by the decrease of hyperon
production rate at later times according to the equations

d
dtl.i.
〈PH〉acc = ṄH

NH
(〈PH〉ins − 〈PH〉acc) following from def-

initions (12) and (13). We see in Fig. 4 that the accumu-
lated polarization of Λs is always larger than that of Λs.
Remarkably, that at a very early moment the instant and
accumulated polarization both change the sign. This occurs
in the time between the first touch of nuclei (t ≈ 2.2 fm/c)
till they maximum overlap (t ≈ 4.9 fm/c).

The polarizations of various hyperon species produced in
Au+Au collisions are shown in Fig. 6 as functions of the col-
lision energy. For

√
sNN > 4.5 GeV, the polarization of all

hyperons decreases with an increase of the collision energy.

For lower energies the Λ, Σ0, and Σ
0

the polarization starts
falling with energy decrease since all polarization phenom-
ena must vanish at the threshold energy

√
sNN = 2mN

when nuclei do not move and the angular momentum of
the system is zero. This drop of polarization for decreasing√
sNN is not seen in Fig. 6 for Ξ(Ξ) and Ω(Ω) since the

number of these hyperons becomes very small and none of
them fall within the acceptance range we impose. We see
also that the splitting between polarizations of particles
and anti-particles exists not only for Λs and Λs but also for
other hyperon species. The following polarization hierarchy
holds for collision energies between

√
sNN = 3.5 GeV and

11.5 GeV: PΞ ' PΛ > P
Σ

0 > PΛ > PΣ0 > PΞ. The behav-

ior of the Ω(Ω) polarization with energy is quite different
and does not follow the energy trend of other hyperons.
While for all considered energies PΩ > PΩ, both polariza-
tion rises with an energy decrease much more rapidly than
that for other hyperons. So, at the collision energy 4.3 GeV
we have PΩ = 3.5% and PΩ = 7.1% that is larger than,

correspondingly, the polarization of Λ, PΛ = 2.9%, and Λ,
PΛ = 4.9%. At the energy 11.5 GeV we have oppositely
PΩ(Ω) < PΛ(Λ).

In comparison with the results obtained in Ref. [24]
within the AMPT model we obtain a similar polarization
degree for Λs , but by 30% smaller polarization of Ξs (1.8%
vs. 1.24% in our calculations) and almost factor 2 smaller
polarization for Ω hyperons (3.9% vs 1.8% in our case).

4. Feed-down effects

Calculating the hyperon polarizations in the previous
section we made an account only for strong decays of hy-
perons, which are built into the PHSD code. The final ob-
served signal is formed, however, also by the weak decays

Ξ→ Λ + π , Ω→ Λ +K− , Ω→ Ξ + π , (14)

and electromagnetic decays

Σ0 → Λ + γ. (15)

0 5 1 0
0

2

4

6

8

0 5 1 0 1 5

Po
lar

iza
tio

n [
%]

s 1 / 2N N  [ G e V ]

2 0 - 5 0 % 0 . 4 G e V / c < p T < 3 G e V / c

Λ

Λ
Σ 0

Σ 0
Ξ

Ξ
Ξ+

Ξ 0

Ξ− Ξ 0

s 1 / 2N N  [ G e V ]

| y | < 1
A u + A uP H S D

Ω

Ω

Fig. 6. Global polarization of different species of produced hyperons

without weak and electromagnetic decays. The centrality class is
20−50%, the rapidity and transverse momentum regions are |y| < 1

and 0.4GeV/c < pT < 3GeV/c, correspondingly.

The multiplicities of secondary Λs and Ξ−s are given by

N
(sec)
Λ = NΣ0 +BΛΞ (NΞ0 +NΞ− +BΞΩNΩ)

+BΛΩNΩ ,

N
(sec)
Ξ− = BΞ−ΩNΩ , N

(sec)
Ξ0 = BΞ0ΩNΩ (16)

Similar expressions hold for anti-hyperons. The secondary
component is mostly important for Λ hyperons because of
the significant contribution of Σ0. Contributions from Ξ
hyperons to Λs and Ω hyperons to Ξs are much smaller
since NΩ � NΞ � NΣ0 . The same holds true also for cor-
responding anti-hyperons. The necessary branching ratios
are BΛΞ = 0.995, BΞΩ = BΞ0Ω + BΞ−Ω, BΞ0Ω = 0.236,
BΞ−Ω = 0.086, and BΛΩ = 0.678.

The primary Λ polarization signal and the partial contri-
butions of heavier hyperons to the measured Λ-polarization
signal are

S
∗(prim)
Λ = fΛΛ S

∗
Λ, (17)

S
∗(Σ0)
Λ = κΣ0

Λ S∗Σ0 , κΣ0

Λ = fΛΣ0CΛΣ0 , (18)

S
∗(Ξ−,0)
Λ = κΞ−,0

Λ S∗Ξ−0 , κΞ−,0

Λ = fΛΞ−,0CΛΞ−,0BΛΞ, (19)

S
∗(Ω)
Λ = κΩ

Λ S
∗
Ω, κ

Ω
Λ = fΛΩ

(
CΛΞ−CΞ−ΩBΞ−Ω

+ CΛΞ0CΞ0ΩBΞ0Ω + CΛΩBΛΩ

)
, (20)

and for the Ξ− and Ξ0 signals, the contributions are

S
∗(prim)
Ξ− = fΞ−Ξ−S

∗
Ξ− ,

S
∗(Ω)
Ξ− = κΩ

Ξ−S
∗
Ω , κΩ

Ξ− = fΞ−ΩCΞ−ΩBΞ−Ω,

S
∗(prim)
Ξ0 = fΞ0Ξ0 S∗Ξ0 ,

S
∗(Ω)
Ξ0 = κΩ

Ξ0S
∗
Ω, κΩ

Ξ0 = fΞ0ΩCΞ0ΩBΞ0Ω . (21)

Here fHH′ = NH′/(NH + N
(sec)
H ) is the relative contribu-

tion of hyperon H ′ to the final yield of hyperon H, and
quantities CHH′ are the spin transfer coefficients from the
parent hyperon H ′ to the daughter hyperon H. In Ref. [37]
it was found CΛΣ0 = −1/3. For weak decays in Eq. (14)
the spin transfer coefficients are [63,64]
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CΛΞ = 1
3 (1 + 2γΞ) , CHΩ = 1

5 (1 + 4γHΩ), (22)

where γΞ(Ω) is the parameters of the weak baryon decay.
Using the values γΞ0 = 0.87 and γΞ− = 0.92 from Ref. [62]
we obtain CΛΞ0 = 0.914, CΛΞ− = 0.943. For the Ω baryons,
the decay parameters γHΩ, H = Λ,Ξ are not determined
experimentally. In Ref. [4] one argues that the choice γΛΩ '
1 is preferable. So, assuming that γΞΩ ' 1 also, we will use
CΛΩ ' CΞ−,0Ω ' 1. Note, there are no feed-down contribu-
tions for the Ω hyperons. The relations similar to Eqs. (17-
21) can be written for anti-hyperons with the same spin
transfer coefficients, CHH′ = CHH′ and branching ratios.

For
√
sNN = 7.7 GeV the primary contribution for Λ and

Λ are |S∗(prim)
Λ |/|S∗Λ| = 0.67 and |S∗(prim)

Λ
|/|S∗

Λ
| = 0.51,

so the signal is substantially diluted by the secondary hy-
perons which carry smaller polarization. This reduction is
stronger for Λs than for Λs. The contributions from other
hyperons to the Λ(Λ) spin polarization are controlled by

the coefficients: κΣ0

Λ = −0.071, κΞ0

Λ = 0.055, κΞ−

Λ = 0.049,
and κΩ

Λ = 1.6 × 10−3. These coefficients show that the
Σ0 contribution is negative and quite substantial, and is
only in part compensated by Ξ hyperons, since PΣ0 > PΞ.
The contribution of Ω hyperon can be safely neglected.

For the anty-hyperons the coefficients for Σ
0

increase by

30% κΣ
0

Λ
= −0.091 and for Ξ the coefficients increase

roughly by factor 2, κΞ
0

Λ
= 0.10 and κΞ

−

Λ
= 0.098. For

Ω, the coefficient remains very small, κΩ
Λ

= 9.1 × 10−3.

For Ξ(Ξ) hyperons the contributions from secondary pro-

cesses are very small both for hyperons |S∗(prim)
Ξ0 |/|S∗Ξ0 | =

0.994 and |S∗(prim)
Ξ− |/|S∗Ξ− | = 0.997, and for anti-hyperons

|S∗(prim)

Ξ
0 |/|S∗

Ξ
0 | = 0.980 and |S∗(prim)

Ξ
− |/|S∗

Ξ
− | = 0.992,

and, therefore, can be neglected.
Finally, the total measured spin vector fo Λ(Λ) is

S
∗(meas)

Λ(Λ)
= S

∗(prim)

Λ(Λ)
+ S

∗(Σ0)

Λ(Λ)
+ S

∗(Ξ)

Λ(Λ)
. (23)

Polarization of primary Lambdas (without feed-down)

P ∗(prim.)

Λ(Λ)
= 2 S∗

Λ(Λ) and measured (with electro-weak

feed-down) P ∗(meas)

Λ(Λ)
= 2 S∗(meas)

Λ(Λ)
are shown in Fig. 7 by

dashed and solid lines, respectively. The significant feed-
down effect is mainly caused by the contributions from

electromagnetic decay of Σ0(Σ
0
) hyperon. Reference [37]

observed a relatively smaller feed-down effect, since the
strong decays of hyperon resonances, which increase the
number of strongly polarized Λ(Λ)s, were treated as a part
of the feed-down. In our case, the strong decays are part
of the PHSD code, and only weak and electromagnetic
decays are named as feed-down processes.

Figure 7 demonstrates that the splitting between the Λ
and Λ polarization increases with a decrease of collision en-
ergy. Although we can describe the Λ polarization at colli-
sion energies 7.7 and 11.5 GeV and the Λ polarization at
11.5 GeV both with and without feed-down effect taken into
account, our calculations underpredict the Λ polarization
at 7.7 GeV and the Λ polarization at energies∼ 3 GeV. The
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Fig. 7. Global polarizations of Λ and (Λ) hyperons in Au+Au colli-

sions at 20–50% centrality, midrapidity |y| < 1 and transverse mo-
mentum range 0.4 GeV/c < pT < 3 GeV/c as functions of collision

energy
√
sNN . Dashed lines show hyperon polarization without feed–

down procedure, solid lines refer to the results obtained taking into
account decays (14), (15), and dot-dashed lines indicate the case of

indistinguishability between Λ and Σ0 hyperons with the feeddown

from Ξ0, Ξ− decays, only. The STAR data [2,3] and HADES [5] are
also displayed. The HADES experiment acceptance differs from the

depicted one in the figure and is limited by the 10–40% centrality,

the middle region of the central mass rapidity −0.5 < ycm < 0.3 and
transverse momentum range 0.2 GeV/c < pT < 1.5 GeV/c.

lack of polarization could be probably filled by the inclusion
of high-spin hyperon resonances, such as, e.g., Λ∗(1520) —
the spin 5/2 resonances, which are not a part of the stan-
dard PHSD particle set. Also the other sources of the spin
polarization such as the thermal shear and the analog of
the spin-Hall effect [17–20] are not yet implemented.

The depletion of the polarization signal for Λ(Λ)s de-

pends on the multiplicity of Σ0(Σ
0
) hyperons. Despite of

a good agreement of Λ + Σ0 production with experimen-
tal data (see Fig. 1), the multiplicities of Σ hyperons and
particularly of Σ0 are not well constrained by the experi-
mental data, separately. To demonstrate the sensitivity of
the feed-down effect to the Σ0 multiplicity let us assume
the extreme case, that all Σ0s produced by the code should
be actually Λs, and replace all Σ0 by Λs in the calculations
of the feed-down. The result of such a strong assumption
is shown in Fig. 7 by dot-dashed lines. The filled area indi-
cates the uncertainty in the fraction of Σ0 within the sum
Λ + Σ0, which is fixed experimentally.

Contamination of the primary Λ signal by decaying Σ0s
shadows the measured polarization effect. Therefore, it
looks more attractive to consider the global polarization of
Ξ hyperons (and/or Λ originated from their decay) which
experimentally could be clearly identified and would carry
direct information about the spin polarization of the fire-
ball. Moreover, a part of Ξ comes from Ξ∗ decays and
carries by factor 5/3 stronger polarization than other Ξs.
Our calculations give for

√
sNN = 7.7 GeV

PΞ0 = 1.22% , PΞ− = 1.27% , PΞ0+Ξ− = 1.24% ,

P
Ξ

0 = 3.68% , P
Ξ

+ = 3.50% , P
Ξ

0
+Ξ

+ = 3.59%, (24)
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and for
√
sNN = 11.5 GeV

PΞ0 = 0.943% , PΞ− = 1.05% , PΞ0+Ξ− = 0.993% ,

P
Ξ

0 = 2.76% , P
Ξ

+ = 3.03% , P
Ξ

0
+Ξ

+ = 2.88%. (25)

On the experimental side, there are only estimations of
the combined Ξ0 + Ξ− polarization at higher energies:
PΞ = 1.3 ± 1% at 27 GeV [65] and PΞ = 0.47 ± 0.33% at
200 GeV [4].

5. Conclusions

We studied the hyperon production and formation of
their global spin polarization in Au+Au collision at energies
2.3 GeV ≤ √sNN ≤ 11.5 GeV within the PHSD transport
code. We traced (anti-)hyperons, which escape the interac-
tion area, to the last interaction point and determined ther-
modynamic characteristics and the vorticity field at this
point. The local velocity of the fluid was calculated in the
Landau frame after the proper separation of spectator nu-
cleons, see Ref. [34]. The calculations show that the differ-
ence in polarizations between hyperons and anti-hyperons
arises naturally and can be related to the difference in ther-
modynamic conditions and vorticity field of the medium
wherefrom the particle is released, see also Ref. [49]. The
largest splitting is observed for Ξ and Ξ hyperons.

We investigated the dependence of the polarization signal
on the collision energy. Polarizations of all hyperon species
decrease with an energy increase for energies

√
sNN >

5 GeV, and the decrease is the strongest for Ω and Ω hy-
perons. The maximum of Λ and Λ polarization occurs at√
sNN ∼ 4 GeV.
The final measurable polarization signal of Λ and Λ con-

tains contributions from secondary weak and electromag-
netic decays of hyperons. As a result, the primary signal
gets diluted and the observed polarization degree decreases.
The main destructive contribution is due to the electromag-
netic Σ0 → Λ+γ decays in which the hyperon polarization
changes sign. We analyzed the impact of the uncertainty in
the relative number of produced Σ0 to Λ hyperons on the fi-
nal global spin polarization of Λ hyperons. Despite this un-
certainty our calculations of the Λ polarization at energies√
s > 7.7 GeV agree with experimental data. The polariza-

tion of Λ at energies
√
s < 11.5 GeV and the polarization

of Λ at
√
sNN ∼ 3 GeV remain underestimated.

We showed that the polarization signal for Ξ and Ξ hy-
perons are much less influenced by the feed-down effects.
Therefore, the experimental study of the Ξ(Ξ) polarization
would be a better probe for the vortical dynamics in the
course of nucleus collisions.
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Abstract

The high-intensity proton beam of the TRIUMF 500 MeV cyclotron offers unique opportunities to produce rare isotopes
by irradiating a variety of targets. In particular, the ISAC (Isotope Separation and ACceleration) facility provides the
infrastructure to deliver customized rare ion beams for fundamental research in nuclear physics, astrophysics, material
science, and nuclear medicine. A continuous effort is made to develop new radioactive ion beams (RIB) and improve
their intensity or purity, properties that depend strongly on the type of target, operating conditions, the ion source, and
beam transport efficiency. Yield data and theoretical production rates based on FLUKA and Geant4 simulations are
collected in the TRIUMF Isotope Database, providing a valuable resource for RIB development and experiment planning.
This paper introduces the newly upgraded TRIUMF Isotope Database and presents examples on how it’s resources can
be used to plan experiments and understand the origin of certain RIB. In particular we discuss the collection of 155Tb
which is an important component of medical isotope research at TRIUMF.

Keywords: radioactive ion beams, rare isotopes, Geant4, FLUKA, ISOL technique

1. Introduction

The Isotope Separation and ACceleration (ISAC) facil-
ity at TRIUMF [1] offers a wide range of rare isotope
beams for research in a variety fields from basic nuclear re-
search to life science applications. Radioactive isotopes are
generated mainly through spallation, fragmentation and
fission reactions in suitable target materials with protons
(p+) from the TRIUMF cyclotron.

The ISAC facility is based on the ISOL (Isotope Sepa-
ration OnLine) technique [2]. Radioactive ion beams are
extracted from thick targets composed of a variety of re-
fractory materials. The production rate of specific isotopes
(Z,A) is determined by their production cross section σ for
the given p+ beam energy E, the p+ beam intensity Φp+
and the target thickness NM where M indicates the target
material.

P (Z,A,E,M) = Φp+(E) σ(Z,A,E,M) NM (1)

The p+ beam energy at ISAC is fixed at 480 MeV, but
production rates can be optimized through the choice of
target material and thickness. The p+ beam intensity is
limited to 100 µA though the permissible beam intensity

∗Corresponding author. Tel.: +1 (604) 222-7690
Email address: pkunz@triumf.ca (Peter Kunz)

is constrained by ability of the target dissipate the de-
posited beam power without exceeding the nominal target
operating temperature. For example, a typical high-power
tantalum metal foil target [3] can accept up to 70 µA p+ at
a thickness of 0.14 mol/cm2 and an operating temperature
of 2300 °C. A composite ceramic uranium carbide target
[4] with a typical thickness of 0.05 mol uranium/cm2 can
take up to 20 µA p+ at 1950 °C. The operating temper-
ature is determined by the vapour pressure of the target
material. The pressure inside the target needs to be kept
at high-vacuum levels (< 10−5mbar) to preserve the ion
source efficiency and structural integrity over run periods
of up to 4 weeks.

The release of reaction products from the target is gov-
erned by their diffusion and effusion properties. The speed
of both processes depends exponentially on target-specific
diffusion constants and adsorption enthalpies respectively
as well as the temperature. Therefore, the volatility and
release efficiency of isotopes through diffusion and effu-
sion generally benefits from high operating temperatures,
in particular with regard to short-lived isotopes.

Combined, all the parameters discussed above con-
tribute to the ion beam yield, in units of isotopes or ions
per second, as defined in Eq. 2. It is the product of the
production rate (Eq. 1) times efficiency factors for release
εR, ionization εI , and beam transport εT .

Y ield(Z,A) = P (Z,A) · εR · εI · εT (2)
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Several methods are available to determine the yield ex-
perimentally. Ion beam currents higher than 1 pA can be
measured directly with Faraday cups which are part of the
diagnostic capabilities of the ISAC electrostatic beamline
network [5]. A Multiple-Reflection Time-Of-Flight Mass
Separator (MR-TOF-MS) with high resolving power has
been added to the experimental infrastructure at ISAC. It
can separate isobaric beam components and identify low-
intensity beams with rates of less than 0.1 isotopes/s [6].
RIB of more than 1 isotope/s are usually characterized
with the ISAC Yield Station which is capable of iden-
tifying and quantifying multiple radioactive beam com-
ponents simultaneously using α, β and high-resolution γ
spectroscopy [7].

The results provide important information for planning
and evaluating the feasibility of experiments at the ISAC
facility. After thorough evaluation, they are made acces-
sible through the TRIUMF Isotope Database [8]. Specific
features of the online database are outlined in section 2.
The database is not just a valuable resource for experi-
ment planning but also a research tool that provides new
insights for radioactive ion beam development by correlat-
ing a wide range of experimental and theoretical data.

2. Isotope Database

The TRIUMF Isotope Database [8] is maintained as a
publicly accessible website based on open source platforms
Node.js© serving as user interface and the SQL-based
database server MariaDB for data management. The web
interface provides options for users to query and extract
public information on RIB yields, production rates, tar-
get configurations and operating conditions. The database
also contains not publicly available legacy and develop-
ment data that can be accessed through custom tools to
extract and process data sets, for example, to generate
summaries, as shown in Fig. 1, extract systematic trends
from development results or perform a comparative anal-
ysis of different theoretical production rate models and
experimental results.

2.1. Yield Data

Yield measurements are performed prior to each sched-
uled RIB experiment to optimize beam delivery and to es-
tablish whether the experiment is feasible with the given
RIB intensity and composition. Also, developing new
RIB and the improving established beams requires sys-
tematic measurements. These results are also added to
the database but usually for internal use only.

A yield data search can be refined though the following
parameters: proton number, mass range, isomeric state,
charge state, target ID, target material, ion source and
measurement date. A database query can be customized
by freely combining any of those parameters. For exam-
ple, if an experimenter would be interested in a specific
isotope with A=155, a simple search by setting the mass
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Figure 1: The chart summarizes the most intense beams of close
to 1000 radioactive isotopes extracted from ISAC targets. It was
generated with a script that queries the TRIUMF Isotope Database
for the highest yield of each recorded isotope from a wide variety of

targets. The most common target materials are indicated by �.

number input to 155 generates a list of isotopes defined
by mass over charge ratio (A/q), target material and ion
source. For each row a yield based on the average of plausi-
ble results1 is given. The list may not only contain entries
on ion beams with A/q=155 but also charge states higher
than 1+ or molecular beams. There are options export the
search result or display details on all or single entries. The
links to details provide information on individual measure-
ments including date, charge state, proton beam current,
ion source and optional comments. Furthermore, a link to
a description of the specific target that was in operation
during the measurement is provided. This information can
also be accessed through the ”Target Search” option.

2.2. Simulation Data

The option ”Simulation Data Search” allows to look up
data on calculated production rates for the most com-
mon target materials using the Monte Carlo simulation
packages FLUKA [9] and Geant4 [10] with the Liege
Intra-Nuclear Cascade Model [11]. The simulations model
a simplified target geometry, a cylinder with a diame-
ter of 19 mm and a length of 500 mm with a standard-
ized target thickness of 0.05 mol/cm2. It is set by fill-
ing the cylinder with target material of matching density.
These parameters, dimensions as well as target thickness,
are fairly close to typical uranium targets. To be con-
sistent the same boundary conditions have been applied
to all simulations. The typical thickness of lighter target
elements such as Ta and Si can be about 3 to, respec-
tively, 10 times higher. Beam power deposition and pro-
ton scattering are comparable for all targets so that scal-
ing of production rates remains reasonably accurate. The

1Only results obtained under regular operating conditions are in-
cluded. The database may contain entries for unusual operating
conditions or development data. Those are usually not flagged for
averaging or public viewing.

2

https://yield.targets.triumf.ca
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Figure 2: Geant4 10.06 simulation of isotope production rates from
a typical ISAC uranium target.

database contains normalized production rates in units
of isotopes/s/µA/mmol · cm2 for isotopes produced from
the most common ISAC targets with 480 MeV protons.
The rates can be scaled to the expected target thickness
(mmol/cm2) and proton beam current. As an example,
the data set of a Geant4 simulation using the QGSP-
INCLXX-HP physics list in combination with the ABLA31
evaporation code is displayed in Fig. 2.

As with ”Yield Search”, the ”Simulation Data Search”
can be refined by combining a variety of parameters to
obtain user-specific data sets. For example, search results
can be used to compare specific production rates from dif-
ferent simulation models with yields, find peak production
rates or correlate production rate trends with established
yields. The information can help to determine the best tar-
get, the feasibility and scope of experiments or potential
intensities of isobaric RIB components. How the TRIUMF
Isotope Database is employed to plan an ISAC experiment
is described in section 3 on a specific example.

3. Collection of medical isotope 155Tb

For nuclear medicine applications 155Tb is collected at
the ISAC Implantation Station by implanting an RIB at
A/q=155 in a custom vacuum chamber . Procedure and
applications are described in detail in references [12] and
[13]. A crucial part of planning the experiment is to de-
termine the most suitable target and the beamtime re-
quired to collect the desired amount of 155Tb. A ”Simula-
tion Data Search” reveals that tantalum targets provide
much higher production rates for neutron-deficient lan-
thanides than the alternative uranium. A query for iso-
topes at A=155 from Ta targets indicates from FLUKA
and Geant4 data sets that the peak production at this
mass is around Z=68, 155Er. The ISAC mass separator
transmits all isobars at A/q=155 with equal efficiency.
As shown in Eq. 3, radioactive isotopes produced at the
highest rates decay mainly through β+ / electron capture
and eventually built up activity of the relatively long-lived
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Figure 3: Left: Build-up of isotopes based on measured yields of
significant A/q = 155 ion beam components over scheduled implan-
tation period. Right: Decay of accumulated activity over a 5-day
cool down period.

155Tb (T1/2 = 5.32 d).

155Er
β+/ec−−−−→
5.3m

155Ho
β+/ec−−−−→
48m

155Dy
β+/ec−−−−→
9.9h

155Tb (3)

Therefore, the most efficient way to produce high activities
of 155Tb in the shortest possible beamtime is to collect
the isobaric RIB components Er, Ho and Dy which are
produced at higher rates than 155Tb.

The 155Tb collection process consists of two stages
shown in Fig. 3. During the implantation period all iso-
baric RIB components at A/q=155 are implanted in the
collection vessel, including the most intense beams of Er,
Ho and Dy. The implantation time is approximated for
a specific 155Tb activity based on the individual beam in-
tensities of each isotope obtained from the database. At
the end of the implantation period (Fig. 3 left), mainly
due to the saturation and accumulation the short-lived iso-
topes 155Er,Ho,Dy, total activities of up to 10 GBq can be
reached. Several days of cool-down are required to reduce
the sample activity to manageable levels and for 155Tb
activity to build up (Fig. 3 right).

Provided that beam intensities are within the normal
range, an implantation time of several hours is sufficient
to accumulate 370 MBq (= 2.45 · 1014 atoms) 155Tb af-
ter a cool-down period of 5 days. The precise interval is
calculated based on the yields obtained prior to the im-
plantation.

4. Conclusion

The TRIUMF Isotope Database is a tool for TRUMF’s
RIB facility users to plan and design experiments. It
also provides resources for RIB and target development
by compiling data on yield measurements, targets and
simulated production rates. The database is constantly
expanded with new yield results and updated simulation
data sets.
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J. Perl, I. Petrović, M. Pia, W. Pokorski, J. M. Quesada,
M. Raine, M. A. Reis, A. Ribon, A. Ristić Fira, F. Romano,
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H. N. Tran, P. R. Truscott, L. Urban, V. Uzhinsky, J. M.
Verbeke, M. Verderi, B. L. Wendt, H. Wenzel, D. H. Wright,
D. M. Wright, T. Yamashita, J. Yarba, H. Yoshida, Recent
developments in Geant4, Nuclear Instruments and Methods
in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers,
Detectors and Associated Equipment 835 (2016) 186–225.
doi:10.1016/j.nima.2016.06.125.
URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/

S0168900216306957
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Heavy-ion collision basics

D. Mískowiec
GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Darmstadt, Germany

Basic concepts and terminology of relativistic heavy-ion collision physics are introduced and
illustrated by experiment results. Most plots are taken from a recent ALICE overview paper1.

1 Stages of a heavy-ion collision

The main stages of a Pb–Pb collision at the LHC are shown in Fig. 1. The initial state depends
on the collision centrality, the distribution of nucleons within the colliding nuclei, and the nuclear
parton distribution functions. The Lorentz-contracted colliding nuclei pass through each other
and the space between their receding disks is filled with energy in form of gluons and quarks
(quark-gluon plasma). It is convenient to consider collisions between pairs of nucleons 2. The
temporal sequence of these collisions does not depend on their longitudinal positions within
nuclei. Instead, all nucleon–nucleon (NN) collisions are initiated at the same time and their
duration depends on their hardness. Hard collisions finish first and get all the energy they want;
this is why they scale with the number of NN collisions Ncoll. Soft collisions take longer and
compete among themselves for energy, so soft particles scale with the total available energy

Figure 1 – Main stages of a Pb–Pb collision at the LHC. Sketch taken from Ref. 3. See text for explanation.
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or the number of participating nucleons, Npart. Hard collisions do not compete against soft
collisions because they are faster, and do not compete among themselves because they are rare.
Heavy quarks and high-pT quarks and gluons originate from the initial hard processes. During
subsequent reaction stages they interact with the bulk matter probing its properties. The fireball
keeps expanding until the energy density drops below 1 GeV/fm3, at which point the quarks
and gluons have to turn into color-neutral hadrons. These still interact with each other for some
time, then propagate freely to the detectors.

2 Initial conditions

The initial state depends on the collision centrality, the transverse distribution of nucleons within
the colliding nuclei, and the nuclear parton distribution functions. Knowing the nuclear collision
cross section dσ/db = 2πb (for b smaller than the sum of the radii of the two nuclei) and assuming
that the multiplicity of the produced particles decreases with increasing b, the centrality can
be estimated from the particle multiplicity or any observable proportional to it. Its differential
cross section has to be integrated from the right and normalized to the known total collision
cross section. As an example, events with centrality 0–5% in ALICE are selected by requiring a
particular detector (V0M) signal to be above 26 · 103 (Fig. 2 left). This centrality corresponds 4

to 0< b < 3.5 fm. For a fixed b, the fireball shape will still depend on the transverse distribution
of energy as resulting from the nucleon positions prior to the collision (Fig. 2 right). The third

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000

V0M Amplitude

1

10

210

310

410

510

610

C
ou

nt  = 5.02 TeVNNsALICE Pb-Pb 
V0M Signal
Glauber+NBD fit

0-
5%

5-
10

%

10
-2

0%

20
-3

0%

30
-4

0%

40
-5

0%

50
-6

0%

Figure 2 – Initial conditions of a relativistic nucleus–nucleus collision: nucleus–nucleus centrality (left) and the
transverse distribution of energy as resulting from nucleon positions in the nuclei (right). Plots from Ref. 1.

ingredient of the initial conditions are the parton distribution functions in nucleons, which differ
from those of free protons (shadowing). They can be studied, in the relevant Bjorken-x range,
e.g. by measuring W production in proton–nucleus collisions (Fig. 3).

ALI-PUB-527403

Figure 3 – CMS and ALICE data on W-boson
production in p–Pb collisions at the LHC 1.
This measurement is sensitive to the parton
distribution function in Pb nucleons.



3 Parton scattering

Heavy quarks are produced in qq̄ pairs in the initial parton scatterings with high momentum
transfer. Their final fate – the hadrons in which they end up and the momenta thereof – depend
on the subsequent stages of the system evolution, in particular on their interaction with the
quark-gluon plasma and, apparently, on the environment in which they hadronize (Fig. 4).

Figure 4 – Charm quarks are produced in the initial parton scattering, interact with the expanding QGP, and
hadronize into charmed mesons and baryons.

A standard way of quantifying the interaction of heavy quarks with the QGP consists in
comparing the transverse momentum spectra of hadrons carrying these quarks in nucleus–nucleus
(AA) and pp collisions. The nuclear modification factor is defined as

RAA(pT) =
1

〈Ncoll〉
dNAA/dpT
dNpp/dpT

(1)

with 〈Ncoll〉 being the number of nucleon–nucleon collisions within the nucleus–nucleus collision,
averaged over the centrality bin. Since hard processes scale with the number of nucleon–nucleon
collisions, RAA would be unity for (hypothetical) non-interacting heavy quarks (except for shad-
owing), as it is indeed the case for hard direct photons and W bosons.

4 Quark-gluon plasma

Before one can study the interaction of heavy quarks with the QGP, the geometry and expansion
of the QGP itself must be known. The collective longitudinal and transverse expansion (aka flow)
of the QGP are here the main features. “Collectivity” can be defined as the lack of independence
between the positions and velocities of the particles/fluid elements. The longitudinal expansion
results mainly from the dependence of particle position (at a finite time) on the particle velocity
(at the time of the full overlap of the two colliding nuclei). The transverse expansion, on the other
hand, is driven by the preferred direction of emission of particles away from the opaque high-
density zone. In non-central collisions, the transverse expansion may depend on the azimuthal
angle. These modes of flow, sketched in Fig. 5, influence the momenta of emitted particles.

Figure 5 – Longitudinal and transverse flow in relativistic heavy-ion collisions.

The elliptic flow, quantified by the second Fourier harmonic of the azimuthal distribution of
particles with respect to the reaction plane, is a particularly interesting observable. The reaction



plane is defined by the beam axis and the impact parameter. The collision energy dependence
of the elliptic flow parameter v2 in midcentral (20–30%) lead and gold collisions is shown in
Fig. 6. The preferred emission of particles at the lowest and highest energy is in plane, while at
1.5–3 GeV the in-plane emission is obstructed by the presence of the non-overlapping parts of
the colliding nuclei (spectators).
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Figure 6 – Collision energy dependence of the elliptic flow in midcentral (20–30%) lead and gold collisions 1.

The high values of v2 observed at 130–200 GeV at RHIC were in agreement with hydrody-
namic calculations, indicating that the QGP behaved like a non-viscous liquid rather than a gas
of non-interacting quarks and gluons as had been initially expected. Viscosity would smear out
the velocity fields and thus would reduce v2, this was not observed. A big question was whether
v2 would be lower at the LHC. It turned out that the QGP there was as liquid and as perfect
as at RHIC; the v2 is even slightly higher, but this is only because of its scaling with pT.

Heavy quarks and high-momentum particles are important probes of the QGP. Energetic
(faster than bulk) heavy quarks have to traverse the QGP before they can leave the fireball.
The energy loss they experience, combined with the steeply falling hadron pT spectra, leads to a
reduced value of RAA (Fig. 7 left). Slight differences between the particle species (mass ordering)
reflect the radiative energy loss differences related to the dead cone effect 5. The interaction of
heavy quarks with the QGP and the fact that the final charm and beauty hadrons contain also
light quarks lead to these hadrons showing an azimuthal anisotropy of emission similar to light
hadrons, albeit reduced in strength (Fig. 7 right).
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Non-prompt J/ψ mesons come from beauty decays and thus are a proxy for b quarks. The left and right plots
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The suppression of charmonia and bottomonia, and especially of their higher states, is an-
other important signature of the presence of the QGP. Quarkonia, if at all formed, can dissociate
into c and c̄ (or b and b̄) by the interaction with the QGP before they have a chance of leaving
the fireball (Fig. 8 left). The suppression of bottomonium in Pb–Pb collisions at the LHC is
clearly seen in the CMS data shown in the right panel of Fig. 8.
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Figure 8 – Left: J/ψ creation in the initial parton scattering and possible dissociation in the QGP. Right:
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5 Hadronization

The critical temperature at which the QGP turns back into hadrons is 155 MeV 8,9. At the LHC
the standard vacuum fragmentation process known from e+e− colliders seems to be augmented
by another hadronization mechanism, quark coalescence. Indications for this can be found in
the J/ψ yield and in the charm fragmentation fractions. With about 15 cc̄ pairs produced
per unit rapidity, the predicted 11 additional production of J/ψ via c–c̄ (re)combination (or
J/ψ (re)generation) seems indeed to enhance the low-pT J/ψ yield in the most central Pb–
Pb collisions (Fig. 9 left). Another hint for quark coalescence can be found in the charm
fragmentation fractions. The relative abundance of Λc in pp is significantly enhanced – and D0

reduced – compared to the ee and ep collision experiments (Fig. 9 right).

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
〉η/dchdN〈

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

A
A

R

=5.02TeVNNs Pb-Pb 
|<0.5y|

η/dchdN

(ALICE, PRL116(2016) 222302)

=200GeV NNs Au-Au 
|<1y|

η/dchdN

(PHOBOS, PRC83(2011),024913)

ψJ/

 > 0.15 GeV/c
T

p| < 0.9 y = 5.02 TeV |NNsALICE, Pb-Pb 

 > 0.15 GeV/c (PLB797,134917)
T

p| < 0.5 y = 200 GeV |NNsSTAR, Au-Au 

 < 1y = 17 GeV 0 < NNsNA50, Pb-Pb 

0D
+D s

+D c
+Λ c

0Ξ +D*

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0) c
 H

→
(c

 
f

 = 5.02 TeVsALICE, pp, 

 = 10.5 GeVs, −e+B factories, e

Zm = s, −e+LEP, e

HERA, ep, DIS

HERA, ep, PHP

Figure 9 – Left: Nuclear modification factor of J/ψ 1. In the most central Pb–Pb collisions, the suppression is
compensated by an additional production channel of J/ψ via c–c̄ (re)combination. Right: fragmentation fractions
of c quarks in pp collisions 10. The baryon/meson ratio is enhanced in pp compared to ee and ep collisions.



6 Hadron scattering

The freshly formed hadrons may scatter before the density drops enough to allow for their free
propagation to detectors. The yields of hadron species get fixed when the inelastic interactions
cease (chemical freezeout). Similarly, the end of elastic interactions (kinetic freezeout) shapes
the transverse momentum spectra of hadrons. The chemical freezeout temperature, extracted
from the hadron yields (Fig. 10) is about 156 MeV, thus coinciding with the critical temperature
at which the hadronization takes place.
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Figure 10 – Hadron yields and their description by the statistical model 1. The extracted chemical freezeout
temperature is 155–157 MeV, similar to the critical temperature at which the QGP turns into hadrons.

The kinetic freezeout is explored by simultaneously fitting the shapes of the transverse
momentum spectra of various hadrons with just two parameters representing the temperature
and the transverse flow velocity. This so-called “blast-wave fit” yields temperatures between 100
and 160 MeV depending on the treatment of resonances which feed into light mesons, and thus
leaving – or not – room for the hadronic scattering stage in the evolution of the fireball 1. The
presence of a hadronic stage is supported e.g. by the observed reduction of K∗ (cτ = 4.2 fm)
yield in central Pb–Pb collisions, presumably caused by scattering of its decay daughter pion.

7 Conclusions

While the main object of study in relativistic heavy-ion collisions is the quark-gluon plasma, a
detailed understanding of all stages of the reaction is necessary for proper interpretation of the
measurements. The author thanks for the invitation to Moriond and acknowledges the pleasant
and inspiring atmosphere of the meeting.

References

1. ALICE Collaboration, arXiv:2211.04384 [nucl-ex].
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Decay Spectroscopy of 160Eu: Quasiparticle Configurations of Excited States and
Structure of Kπ=4+ Band-heads in 160Gd
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Background: Detailed spectroscopy of neutron-rich, heavy, deformed nuclei is of broad interest
for nuclear astrophysics and nuclear structure. Nuclei in the r-process path and following freeze-out
region impact the resulting r-process abundance distribution, and the structure of nuclei midshell
in both proton and neutron number helps to understand the evolution of subshell gaps and large
deformation in these nuclei.
Purpose: To improve the understanding of the nuclear structure of 160Gd, specifically the Kπ=4+

bands, as well as study the β-decay of 160Eu into 160Gd.
Methods: High-statistics decay spectroscopy of 160Gd resulting from the β-decay of 160Eu was
collected using the GRIFFIN spectrometer at the TRIUMF-ISAC facility.
Results: Two new excited states and ten new transitions were observed in 160Gd. The β-decaying
half-lives of the low- and high-spin isomer in 160Eu were determined, and the low-spin state’s half-
life was measured to be t1/2 = 26.0(8) s, ∼16% shorter than previous measurements. Lifetimes

of the two Kπ=4+ band-heads in 160Gd were measured for the first time, as well as γ-γ angular
correlations and mixing ratios of intense transitions out of those band-heads.
Conclusions: Lifetimes and mixing ratios suggest that the hexadecapole phonon model of the
Kπ=4+ band-heads in 160Gd is preferred over a simple two-state strong mixing scenario, although
further theoretical calculations are needed to fully understand these states. Additionally, the 1999.0
keV state in 160Gd heavily populated in β-decay is shown to have positive parity, which raises
questions regarding the structure of the high-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Studies of deformed midshell nuclei around A = 160
are of particular interest for nuclear astrophysics and
nuclear structure. The reaction flow of the rapid neu-
tron capture process (r-process) proceeds far from sta-
bility. However, nuclei close to stability are involved in
the “freeze-out” path that follows the r-process when the
nuclei decay back towards stability and can provide in-
sight into the formation of the “rare-earth peak” around
A = 165 resulting from the deformed shell gaps around
N = 98. A similar but less investigated abundance peak
is formed around A = 100 with deformed nuclei around
N = 70.

The nuclear structure of nuclei near both the N = 98
and Z = 60 deformed shell gaps is also of significant in-
terest. The study of the isotopic and isotonic evolution of
the deformation in this region may shed light on the sub-
shell structure in these heavy, deformed nuclei. The even-
N neutron-rich gadolinium isotopes (Z = 64) are some of
the most quadrupole-deformed nuclei in this region, with
160Gd being the most deformed at β2 = 0.35109(44) [1].

The structure of 160Gd (N = 96), while studied ex-
tensively via scattering and transfer reactions ([2], for
example) thanks to its proximity to stability, has until
recently not been thoroughly studied via β-decay popu-
lation from 160Eu. A recent study [3, 4] has significantly
expanded and improved on the conflicting level scheme
from nearly 40 years prior [5, 6] and discovered that there
are two β-decaying states in 160Eu. Their analysis as-
signed the ground-state as spin (5−) and the isomeric-
state at 93.0(12) keV as spin (1−).

Like the lighter even-even Gd nuclei 154−158Gd, 160Gd
exhibits two low-lying Kπ=4+ bands which have been
considered as hexadecapole phonons [7]. The Kπ=4+

bands in 160Gd have band-heads at 1070.8 keV and
1483.4 keV, and are strongly populated in the β-decay of
the Jπ=(5) β-decaying state of 160Eu. The lower Kπ=4+

band was further studied by Hartley et al. [8] via unsafe
Coulomb excitation, extending the rotational band built
on the 1070.8 keV 4+ state to Iπ = 18+. In that study,
an unusual alignment behavior was identified and inter-
preted as resulting from a quenching of static neutron
pairing with a predominant two-quasi-neutron configu-
ration. This observation is in tension with the apparent
two-neutron and two-proton quasiparticle configurations
present in the 4+ band-heads in 160Gd, and further stud-
ies of the underlying quasiparticle structure and potential
band mixing are warranted.

l Present address: Advanced Science Research Center, Japan
Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA), Tokai, Ibaraki 319-1995, Japan.

m Present address: Department of Physics and Astronomy, Univer-
sity of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Indiana 46656, U.S.A.

n Present address: Department of Physics, Florida State Univer-
sity, Tallahassee, Florida 32306, U.S.A.

Here we report on the observation of γ-rays in 160Gd
following the β-decay of 160Eu. Newly observed transi-
tions and lifetimes of the two Kπ=4+ states are reported,
as well as γ-γ angular correlations for some of their de-
populating transitions which provide critical new insights
into the structure of and interplay between the Kπ=4+

bands in 160Gd. Lifetime and mixing ratio measurements
relating to the 1999.0 keV state in 160Gd also provide in-
sight into the structure of the parent 160Eu.

II. EXPERIMENT

The present work is part of an experimental campaign
using β-decay of 160−166Eu to study the nuclear structure
of 160−166Gd using the GRIFFIN spectrometer [9, 10] at
the TRIUMF-ISAC facility [11]. The cyclotron delivered
a 9.8 µA beam of 480 MeV protons onto a UCx target
at the ISAC target station. Products of the spallation
reactions diffused to the surface of the UCx target where
they are ionized and transported to experimental areas.

Crucial to the production of clean neutron-rich lan-
thanide beams is the ion guide laser ion source (IG-LIS)
[12]. The electrostatic repeller electrode between the tar-
get transfer line and laser ionization region used by IG-
LIS allows for rejection of surface-ionized species from
the target that would otherwise contaminate and over-
whelm the ions of interest in the beam. Neutral atoms,
including those of europium, proceed past the repeller
electrode and are then ionized via an element-selective
two-step resonant laser ionization. The isotope of in-
terest is selected via a high-resolution mass separator
(M/δM ≈ 2000) and delivered to the GRIFFIN facil-
ity. Without this suppression of contaminating ions and
the selective laser ionization with the IG-LIS, decay spec-
troscopy of neutron-rich europiums would be seriously
hampered at an ISOL-type facility.

The beam of 160Eug,m was delivered to the GRIFFIN
facility and implanted into a mylar tape at the center
of the detector array. A tape cycle of 10 s tape move
and background collection, 380 s of beam delivery, and
114 s of decay (no beam delivery) was used based on the
previously known half-life of t1/2 = 38(4) s [13]. The
moving tape collector removes the “contaminated” piece
of the tape from the implantation point to behind a lead
wall to reduce the background from longer-lived daughter
decays and allows to implant onto a clean piece of tape
during a new cycle.

The Zero Degree Scintillator (ZDS) and Pentagonal
Array for Conversion Electron Spectrometers (PACES)
detectors were installed inside the implantation vacuum
chamber. The ZDS is a 1 mm thick fast plastic scintilla-
tor located just behind the implantation point and is used
for β-tagging and coincident fast-timing measurements.
PACES is a conversion electron spectrometer consisting
of five cryogenically-cooled lithium-drifted silicon detec-
tors used for conversion electron spectroscopy following
the β-decay.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Comparison of β-gated γ-ray spectra
for 160Eu β-decay data with laser ionization on and blocked.
Peaks with an asterisk (*) denote multiplets. Without laser
ionization, molecular contaminants of 141Ba19F and 144La16O
were present in the beam. The laser on/blocked spectra have
been scaled to have a comparable background level in this
figure.

Surrounding the vacuum chamber is the GRIFFIN
array, which consisted of 15 high-purity germanium
(HPGe) clover detectors with their front face a radial dis-
tance of 11 cm from the implantation point. Each HPGe
clover consists of four cryogenically-cooled large-volume
germanium crystals used for γ-ray detection. The abso-
lute efficiency of the 15 HPGe detectors in this setup was
approximately 31% at 100 keV and 10% at 1 MeV for the
single crystal mode as determined using standard 152Eu,
60Co, 56Co, and 133Ba sources. Additionally, there were
seven LaBr3(Ce) detectors surrounding the implantation
chamber. The LaBr3(Ce) detectors have their signals
processed by analog electronics and Time-to-Amplitude
Converters (TACs) to provide excellent timing resolution
and are used for fast-timing measurements to determine
the lifetimes of excited states in the ps to ns range. More
information on the GRIFFIN spectrometer and its com-
ponents can be found in Refs. [9, 10, 14].

Approximately 3.9 hours of 160Eug,m decay data was
collected with an intensity of ∼3000 pps while using laser
ionization. An additional 45 minutes of data was col-
lected with one laser ionization step blocked. By com-
paring spectra with laser ionization on and blocked, con-
taminants in the beam can be readily identified. Fig-
ure 1 compares spectra for both laser settings; with lasers
blocked, it can be seen that the beam is contaminated
with 141Ba and 144La. These species are transmitted
through the high-resolution mass separator as molecular
141Ba19F and 144La16O. Based on this observation, we
can clearly identify that the γ-rays observed in the laser-
ionized spectra are due to the 160Eu β-decays and not
contaminants.

The fitting of the number of detected β-particles in the
decay curve using the two measured half-lives of the β-
decaying states (see Sec. III C) yields the ratio of ground-
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FIG. 2. β-gated γ-ray spectra resulting from the β-decay of
160Eug,m. Most, but not all, major peaks have been labeled.
Peaks with an asterisk (*) are known multiplets. Single escape
peaks have been labeled with SE.

and isomeric-states in the 160Eu beam. Our analysis de-
termined that the composition of 160Eu in the beam con-
tained 70.7(3)% of high-spin state and 29.3(3)% of low-
spin state.

III. RESULTS

β-tagged γ-ray spectra from the β-decay of 160Eu are
shown in Fig. 2. Note that while the Q-value of the
ground-state β-decay is 4448.6(14) keV (+93.0(12) keV
for the isomeric-state) [3, 15], no γ-rays above 3 MeV
were observed. Our sensitivity limit for observation
of these high-energy transitions relative to the 173-keV
transition for the high-spin decay is Iγ,rel = 0.01% at
approximately 3 MeV.

Excited states previously identified in the β-decay
study of Ref. [3, 4] have been confirmed, and a majority
of the decaying transitions were observed. Additionally,
two previously unknown excited states (at Ex = 3090
and 3116 keV) and ten new transitions resulting from
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the high-spin decay were identified in this work. γ-ray
intensities were generally determined through γ-ray sin-
gles spectra, with some weak transitions or doublets de-
termined via γ-γ coincidences.

Note that because both the high- and low-spin β-
decaying states depopulate through the 2+ and 4+ mem-
bers of the ground-state band, it is difficult to determine
the respective β-feeding to them. While in most cases
only upper-bounds on β-feeding could be determined, no
evidence for direct β-feeding to the ground-state band
from the high-spin β-decaying isomer was observed. This
is consistent with the expectation given the high degree
of K-forbiddenness of these transitions.

The fraction of 173.2-keV transition associated with
the high-spin β-decay was determined by balancing the
transition intensity (γ+CE) into and out of the 4+ state
for all transitions coming from the high-spin β-decay.
The remaining intensity of the 173.2-keV transition was
then associated with the low-spin β-decay and used to de-
termine the β-feeding intensity to the 4+ member of the
ground-state band. The fraction of 75.3-keV transition
from the 2+ member of the ground-state band was deter-
mined in a similar way: the transition intensities for the
high-spin decay were balanced, and the remaining inten-
sity was assigned to the low-spin decay used for determin-
ing β-feeding from the low-spin β-decay to the 2+ state
in the ground-state band. It should be noted that these
set upper limits on the β-feeding to these states, as unob-
served γ-ray transitions from both the low- and high-spin
β-decays would decrease the calculated β-feeding inten-
sities into the 2+ and 4+ members of the ground-state
band.

The 988.9- and 1057.7-keV states are predominantly
populated by the low-spin β-decay, but the weak 81.5-,
115.5-, and 204.0-keV transitions that feed from states
populated by the high-spin β-decay into the 988.9- and
1057.7-keV states make it difficult to determine the γ-
ray intensity of transitions from these states. Similar
to above, we have assumed no direct β-feeding from the
high-spin parent to the 988.9-keV state because of its spin
of 2+. Intensities (γ-ray+conversion electron) for the
populating 81.5-keV transition and depopulating 913.6-
and 988.9-keV transitions were balanced to give Iβ = 0
to this state, and the remaining γ-ray intensities of the
913.6- and 988.9-keV transitions were assigned to the
low-spin β-decay. The same procedure was used for the
1057.7-keV state populated by the 115.5- and 204.0-keV
transitions and depopulated by the 809.0- and 932.4-keV
transitions.

In Refs. [3, 4], the 160Eu ground-state was assigned spin
(5−) and the isomeric-state at 93.0 keV spin (1−). Re-
sults from our analysis, discussed in detail in Sec. IV, sug-
gest that the high-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu is spin
Jπ = (5) and the low-spin β-decaying is spin (1), with no
determination as to which is the ground-state. For the
purpose of determining quantities such as log(ft) values
in this section, we have used both as being the ground-
state, as the difference between log(ft) values from the

ground-state versus the 93.0-keV isomeric-state are gen-
erally ∼1% or less.

TABLE I: Decay information for the high-spin β-decay of 160Eu.
γ-ray intensities are relative to the 173.2-keV transition. Liter-
ature values Iγ,lit are taken from Ref. [4].

Elevel Jπ Iβ log(ft) Eγ Iγ,rel Iγ,lit
(keV) (%) (keV)

75.3(2) 2+ - - 75.3(2) 22(1) 23.1(12)
248.4(3) 4+ - - 173.2(2) 100(4) 100(5)
514.8(3) 6+ - - 266.3(2) 18.3(5) 17.3(9)
868.2(4) 8+ - - 353.4(2) 2.70(9) -
988.9(2) 2+ - - 913.6(2) 1.23(7) -

988.9(2) 0.46(3) -
1057.7(3) 3+ - - 809.0(2) 0.24(2) -

982.4(2) 1.07(7) -
1070.8(3) 4+ 1(2) >7.0 81.5(2) 0.26(8) -

555.7(2) 0.98(5) 0.97(23)
822.2(2) 69(2) 66.1(33)
995.5(2) 43(1) 54.1(27)

1173.3(3) 5+ 0.4(5) >7.4 102.8(2) 5.3(2) 6.2(4)
115.5(2) 0.5(1) -
658.3(2) 3.46(9) 2.78(19)
924.9(2) 22.5(5) 20.7(11)

1261.3(3) 5+ 1.6(3) 7.12(1) 204.0(2) 0.60(5) -
746.4(2) 2.56(8) 3.08(20)
1012.8(2) 13.4(3) 13.5(7)

1295.5(3) (6+) 0.0(2) >7.9 224.9(2) 3.6(1) 4.07(24)
780.8(2) 2.12(7) 1.9(4)
1047.1(2) 1.4(3) 2.5(8)

1393.4(3) 6+ 0.2(1) 7.85(1) 878.4(2) 1.2(1) 1.1(4)
1144.9(2) 0.7(2) 1.5(9)

1437.5(4) 7+ 0.0(2) >7.8 264.2(2) 3.4(2) 2.1(3)
1483.4(3) 4+ 6(2) 6.40(1) 187.6(2) 3.1(1) 1.7(6)

309.9(2) 6.4(2) 6.4(4)
412.6(2) 88(2) 84.5(43)
968.5(2) 5.5(3) 3.9(5)
1235.0(2) 9.1(2) 11.3(6)

1548.5(5) 7+ 0.1(3) >7.5 680.2(2) 0.19(4) -
1033.7(3) 2.5(6) 2.66(18)

1581.9(4) 5+ 1.7(4) 6.88(1) 98.6(2) 1.23(7) 1.6(4)
286.2(2) 1.47(7) <0.25
408.5(2) 20.2(5) 17.9(9)

1698.8(4) (5,6) 0.06(5) 8.271) 1184.0(2) 1.21(5) 1.5(4)
1999.0(4) (6+) 63(2) 5.04(1) 300.2(2) 0.70(5) 0.49(20)

417.0(2) 18.3(5) 15.1(8)
450.4(2) 2.59(8) 2.0(4)
515.6(2) 89(2) 87.9(44)
605.7(2) 1.50(8) 2.2(5)
737.8(2) 13.2(3) 14.4(8)
825.7(2) 1.98(7) 1.96(18)
1484.0(2) 0.25(2) 0.56(26)

2253.1(4) (4, 5, 6) 2.31(9) 6.29(1) 769.7(2) 4.3(1) 4.20(25)
2344.7(4) (4, 5, 6) 2.8(1) 6.13(1) 646.2(2) 0.33(4) 0.25(13)

763.0(2) 4.3(1) 4.14(25)
1171.4(3) 0.46(7) -

2490.2(4) (5+, 6+) 9.2(4) 5.49(1) 490.7(2) 5.3(1) 5.1(3)
1006.8(2) 3.8(1) 3.55(22)
1052.6(2) 1.1(4) 0.85(12)
1194.4(2) 2.67(8) 0.25(9)
1316.8(2) 3.9(1) 3.20(20)

2560.0(4) (5+, 6+) 11.3(4) 5.34(1) 560.8(2) 8.6(2) 7.4(4)
1076.8(2) 3.8(1) 4.2(3)
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Level scheme of 160Gd resulting from the β-decay of the J=(5) high-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu.
Previously identified levels, transitions, and spin assignments are shown in black, with new or updated ones in red. Arrow
widths indicate relative γ-ray intensities.

TABLE I: (Continued.)

Elevel Jπ Iβ log(ft) Eγ Iγ,rel Iγ,lit
(keV) (%) (keV)

1122.6(2) 3.23(9) 0.70(8)
1264.5(2) 1.51(5) 1.18(16)
1386.6(2) 3.43(9) 3.1(4)

3090.1(4) (4, 5, 6) 0.16(2) 6.64(1) 1607.8(4) 0.02(2) -
2841.7(2) 0.27(2) -

3115.7(3) (4, 5, 6) 0.41(3) 6.20(1) 1632.8(4) 0.43(3) -
2044.9(2) 0.29(2) -
2867.7(5) 0.03(1) -

A. Excited States Populated by the J=(5)
β-decaying State

The γ-rays associated with the de-excitation of the
high-spin states in 160Gd were placed in the level scheme
as shown in Fig. 3. Decay information for levels and tran-
sitions from the high-spin β-decay are shown in Table I.
The γ-ray intensities were corrected for summing effects
using the method outlined in Ref. [9]. The β-feeding in-
tensities were determined by balancing transition inten-

sities populating and depopulating each state and were
normalized to 100% for both the high-spin and low-spin
β-decays. For states where the β-feeding intensity was
calculated to be less than 0, the intensity was set to 0
prior to normalization of the β-feeding intensities.

Conversion electron corrections were applied using
BrIcc V2.3 [16] for γ-rays below 600 keV with α > 0.01
when determining β-feeding intensities. For transitions
between states without firm spin assignments, the tran-
sition was assumed to be the lowest multipole – generally
M1 – for the purpose of conversion electron corrections.
Log(ft) values were calculated based on the β-feeding
intensities and the determined half-life of the β-decaying
state (see Sec. III C). For states where the β-feeding un-
certainty is equal to or larger than the intensity, lower
limits for the log(ft) values have been provided.

In the following, we highlight discrepancies and new
results compared with those published in Ref. [4].

1. 868.2 keV-state

We observe the 8+ member of the ground-state band
at 868.2 keV with its associated 353.4-keV depopulat-



6

60 80 100 120 140

0

50

100

150

200

x-
ra

ys

75
.3

11
5.

5
Gate: 982 keV

(a)

(b)

30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120

Energy (keV)

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

C
o

u
n

ts
/k

e
V

75
.3

81
.5

x-
ra

ys

Gate: 914 keV(a)
C

o
u

n
ts

/k
e

V

Energy (keV)

FIG. 4. β-γ-gated spectra showing the (a) 81.5 keV and (b)
115.5 keV γ-rays. These transitions connect the first Kπ=4+

band to the γ-band and are only observed in coincidence spec-
tra when gating on a depopulating transition.

ing transition. While this level and transition have been
known previously, this is the first observation of them
resulting from the β-decay of 160Eu.

2. 1070.8-keV state

Of interest is the first observation of a low-intensity,
low-energy γ-ray from this state into the γ-band. This
81.5 keV transition is only observed when gating from
below due to its weak intensity and location in an area
of high Compton background. The spectrum resulting
from a coincidence condition placed on the 913.6-keV γ-
ray transition can be seen in Fig. 4. From this spectrum,
a relative intensity of Iγ = 0.26(8) was determined. Al-
though this transition is highly converted (α = 7.314
[16]), the low γ-ray intensity and low conversion electron
detection efficiency resulted in no observed conversion
electron signal for this transition in PACES.

3. 1173.3-keV state

As with the 1070.8-keV state, we observed another
weak transition at 115.5 keV which connects the Kπ=4+

band and the γ-band. This transition can be observed
in the β-γ-gated spectrum in Fig. 4. As with the 81.5-

keV transition, no associated conversion electron was ob-
served, and a relative intensity of Iγ = 0.5(1) was deter-
mined.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Comparison of single crystal and clover
sum modes for the (a) 928-keV (gated on the 995.5-keV tran-
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increase in photopeak area in clover sum mode is character-
istic of summed peaks. The 1778-keV peak in (c) is a single
escape peak (SE).

4. 1261.3-keV state

We observed a 204.0-keV transition depopulating this
state in addition to the 746.4- and 1012.8-keV γ-rays.

5. 1295.5-keV state

Our analysis cannot place the tentative 123-keV tran-
sition from this state seen in Ref. [4]. While we observed
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FIG. 6. Level scheme of 160Gd resulting from the β-decay of the J=(1) low-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu. No new excited
states or levels were observed, but some transitions are disputed and not included. Transition widths indicate γ-ray intensities.

a peak at this energy, its abnormal peak shape and lack
of coincidences with expected γ-rays in the level scheme
do not justify a placement.

6. 1483.4-keV state

We confirm six of the seven γ-rays depopulating this
level observed by Hartley et al. [4]. In our analysis, the
1408.1-keV peak placed as a depopulating γ-ray from this
level was determined to be due to summing effects from
the intense 412.6 – 995.5-keV cascade. When using the
clover-sum mode, where the energies of all four crystals
within a single HPGe clover for an event are summed,
peaks due to summing show a significant increase in area
compared to neighboring real photopeaks (Fig. 5). After
correcting for summing effects, the 1408.1-keV γ-ray was
determined to have a negative intensity – another indica-
tion that it is due to summing and not a real transition.
Ref. [4] used the clover-sum mode in their analysis, so
we speculate that their observation of this γ-ray is due
to summing of the intense transitions within the HPGe
clovers.

7. 1548.5-keV state

Hartley et al. [4] place a 286.9-keV γ-ray as depopu-
lating this state. Our analysis cannot confirm the place-
ment of this γ-ray as a depopulating transition from the
1548.5-keV state. However, we do observe a 680.2-keV γ-
ray from this state that populates the known 8+ member
of the ground-state band at an energy of 868.2 keV.

8. 1698.8-keV state

We did not observe the tentative 215-keV γ-ray from
this state feeding the 1483.4-keV state as published in
Ref. [4].

9. 1999.0-keV state

We observe eight of the ten previously-observed decay-
ing γ-rays from this state. The 928.0- and 1750.2-keV
γ-rays observed by Ref. [4] were determined to be due to
clover summing effects rather than true photopeaks. The
increase in peak area associated with summing using the
clover sum mode can be seen from Fig. 5. As with the
1408.1-keV γ-ray, the intensities for both the 928.0- and
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1750.2-keV γ-rays were determined to be less than 0%
after summing corrections were applied.

The spin of this state was assigned (5−) in Refs. [3,
4]. Our analysis, however, assigns a spin of (6+). A
detailed justification of this spin assignment can be found
in Sec. IV.

10. 2344.7-keV state

We confirm the tentatively-placed 646-keV γ-ray [4]
depopulating this level, as well as a 1171.4-keV γ-ray.
Based on the decay pattern, the spin is likely (4, 5, 6).

11. 3090.1-keV state

Our analysis reveals a new level at 3090.1-keV with two
depopulating γ-rays of 1607.8- and 2841.7-keV. The state
is likely of spin 4, 5, or 6 given its transitions to two 4+

states and the spin(5) assignment of the high-spin parent
in 160Eu.

12. 3115.7-keV state

Another new state at 3115.7 keV was observed. Three
new γ-rays of energies 1632.8, 2044.9, and 2867.7 keV are
depopulating this level. As with the 3090.1-keV state,
the only γ-rays that decay from this level are seen to
populate 4+ states, so it is likely of spin 4, 5, or 6.

B. Excited States Populated by the J=(1)
β-decaying State

Our analysis confirms all levels published by Hartley
et al. [4] and the majority of the associated γ-rays; dis-
crepancies in the presence of transitions are listed below.
While our analysis largely agrees with the placement of
transitions, some γ-ray intensities vary between our anal-
ysis and that of Ref. [4]. Branching ratios of the de-
populating γ-rays are generally consistent with previous
literature values.

The respective decay information is shown in Table II
and the level scheme in Fig. 6. As with the high-spin
β-decay, β-intensities are normalized to the low-spin β-
decay, and excited-states with a β-feeding intensity less
than 0 were set to 0 prior to the β-feeding normalization.
Because we were unable to determine the β-feeding di-
rect to the ground-state, β-feeding intensities should be
treated as upper limits, and no log(ft) values are pro-
vided.

TABLE II: Decay information for the low-spin β-decay of
160Eu. β-feeding intensities are normalized to the low-spin
states only. γ-ray intensities are relative to the 2464.-keV
transition. Literature values are taken from Ref. [4].

Elevel Jπ Iβ Eγ Iγ,rel Iγ,lit
(keV) (%) (keV)

0 0+ - - - -
75.3(2) 2+ 50(9) 75.3(2) 212(14) -
248.4(3) 4+ 3(3) 173.2(2) 128(36) -
988.9(2) 2+ 2.2(3) 913.6(2) 66(1) 26.07(48)

988.9(2) 24(1) 26.81(52)
1057.7(3) 3+ 0.0(4) 809.0(2) 6.2(8) 8.04(37)

982.4(2) 28(1) 37.96(56)
1224.7(2) 1− 0.0(4) 1149.5(2) 66(2) 77.22(56)

1224.7(2) 27(4) 49.44(63)
1290.2(3) 3− 0.0(3) 1041.6(2) 23.1(8) 19.04(44)

1214.9(2) 32(2) 32.80(150)
1351.6(2) 1− 0.6(3) 1276.4(2) 65(2) 35.20(160)

1351.6(2) 13.4(6) 6.30(30)
1377.2(3) (2+) 2.0(4) 1302.0(2) 99(7) 83.30(110)
1436.6(2) 2+ 2.2(3) 1188.3(2) 43(1) 45.04(59)

1361.5(2) 15.3(6) 17.74(41)
1436.6(2) 6.6(4) 2.85(15)

1464.2(3) (3−) 0.0(2) 1215.7(2) 16(1) 26.10(120)
1389.0(2) 10.6(5) 16.74(37)

1608.7(3) 0.30(5) 384.0(2) 9.8(7) 9.19(37)
1657.5(3) (1−, 2) 0.55(7) 367.2(2) 7.5(6) 8.67(37)

432.8(2) 7.7(6) 9.12(59)
1887.0(3) (1, 2) 1.3(1) 1811.7(2) 26.4(8) 24.26(44)
1932.1(2) 2+ 1.6(2) 874.8(2) 7(1) 5.85(37)

943.4(2) 3.6(5) 2.93(26)
1683.4(2) 5.8(3) 7.67(30)
1856.9(2) 12.0(4) 11.78(33)
1932.1(2) 4.0(3) 4.26(26)

1966.6(3) 2+ 1.0(2) 908.5(2) 2.7(4) 3.85(37)
977.5(2) 9(3) 2.15(19)
1717.4(2) 1.4(2) 2.00(19)
1891.4(2) 3.5(3) 2.19(19)
1966.6(3) 2.1(3) 6.26(30)

2243.5(3) (1, 2) 1.4(2) 866.0(2) 21(1) 0.41(7)
891.8(2) 5(1) 1.04(11)
1018.8(2) 1.8(4) 2.78(26)

2277.7(2) 1 3.6(4) 841.7(2) 17(4) 1.41(15)
2202.5(2) 34(1) 15.26(41)
2277.7(2) 19.7(7) 20.70(44)

2284.3(3) (1+, 2) 1.1(2) 1060.6(2) 5(2) 1.04(11)
1227.3(2) 8(3) 0.81(11)
1295.4(2) 7.3(6) 1.70(19)

2316.7(3) (1, 2) 0.07(1) 1327.8(2) 1.4(3) 1.56(19)
2328.1(3) (1+, 2) 1.1(1) 976.7(3) 4(1) 1.15(11)

1270.4(2) 7.6(4) 9.19(33)
1339.2(2) 11.4(6) 13.74(37)

2333.6(2) (1, 2+) 2.2(2) 897.6(2) 1.9(8) 0.74(7)
1109.5(2) 3.1(5) 3.67(37)
1344.8(2) 1.4(4) 1.11(15)
2333.6(2) 38(1) 0.15(4)

2362.9(3) (1+, 2) 4.5(5) 985.8(3) 3.1(8) 0.81(11)
1138.7(2) 12(1) 11.33(37)
1305.1(2) 22(6) 5.67(37)
1373.9(4) 6(2) 0.67(7)
2287.6(2) 47(1) 44.78(63)

2386.3(3) (1, 2) 0.35(5) 1034.6(2) 1.9(8) 2.63(19)
1161.6(2) 5.1(5) 5.26(37)
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TABLE II: (Continued.)

Elevel Jπ Iβ Eγ Iγ,rel Iγ,lit
(keV) (%) (keV)

2433.6(3) (1−, 2+) 4.1(4) 969.1(2) 26(3) 3.33(22)
1056.3(2) 6(1) 4.60(45)
1081.6(2) 8(2) 1.80(19)
1143.3(2) 21(1) 20.81(44)
1208.9(2) 11.9(7) 8.07(33)
2357.8(2) 9.5(4) 11.78(33)

2464.8(2) (1−) 9.3(8) 807.0(2) 4.8(8) 1.85(15)
855.7(2) 4.1(5) 4.48(30)
1028.3(3) 1.3(5) 0.96(7)
1087.8(2) 25(1) 18.89(44)
1113.6(2) 27(1) 14.59(44)
1240.4(2) 20(5) 22.60(160)
1475.1(4) 1.4(3) 1.22(7)
2389.6(2) 5.0(6) 6.63(26)
2464.8(2) 100(3) 100(11)

2471.8(2) 1− 0.25(4) 2396.2(2) 3.4(7) 1.41(11)
2471.8(2) 1.7(3) 4.85(22)

2510.8(4) (1, 2−) 2.8(3) 1047.3(2) 18(3) 7.70(44)
1159.8(2) 11(3) 2.63(19)
1286.8(2) 14.1(6) 15.33(37)
1523.0(2) 4.1(3) 1.44(15)
2435.5(4) 9.9(8) 10.37(33)

2517.4(3) (2) 1.9(3) 1052.7(2) 11(5) 11.11(41)
1165.6(2) 3.1(4) 5.11(52)
1227.6(2) 10(2) 4.56(48)
1292.7(2) 4.9(7) 9.33(74)
1460.1(2) 9(1) 4.22(37)

2529.8(3) (1−, 2) 1.7(3) 1154.1(2) 2.0(6) 0.85(11)
1179.1(2) 5.4(5) 2.81(19)
1240.1(2) 16(4) 12.59(74)
1305.9(2) 10(3) 1.89(15)

1. 1224.7-keV state

We cannot confirm the placement of the 235.8-keV γ-
ray depopulating this level.

2. 1377.2-keV state

Our analysis observes a single γ-ray at 1302.0-keV de-
populating this level. We are unable to confirm the 319.3-
and 1128.3-keV transitions depopulating this state.

3. 1887.0-keV state

We confirm the 1887.0 level and the associated 1811.7-
keV transition. We do not observe the 898.2-keV γ-ray
associated with this level.

4. 2277.7-keV state

We do not see the depopulating 1288.9-keV transition
from this state, but we can confirm the other three pub-
lished transitions (841.7, 2202.5, and 2277.7 keV).

5. 2333.6-keV state

Four of the five transitions from this state were con-
firmed; only the 982.5-keV transition cannot be confi-
dently placed here.

Ref. [4] lists the intensity of the 2333.6-keV transition
at 0.15% relative to the 2464.8-keV transition. We ob-
serve it at a relative intensity of 38%. The inset of Fig. 2
in Ref. [4] shows the 2333.6-keV γ-ray at a significant
fraction of the intensity of the 2464.8-keV γ-ray, leading
us to conclude that the relative intensity of the 2333.6-
keV γ-ray reported in Table III of Ref. [4] to be an error.

6. 2362.9-keV state

Our analysis was unable to place the 898.4-keV transi-
tion published in Hartley et al. [4] originating from this
state. All six other transitions depopulating this state
can be confirmed.

7. 2433.6-keV state

We were unable to place the 2432.9-keV ground-state
transition seen by Hartley et al. [4].

C. Half-lives of 160Eug,m

The half-lives of the two known β-decaying states in
160Eu were determined by examining the time distribu-
tion of β-gated γ-rays associated with states in 160Gd
populated by the two different spin states in the parent
nucleus. For each state, the decay portion of the beam
cycle was fit with an exponential and the half-life ex-
tracted from the fit. The time distribution histograms
are shown in Fig. 7.

1. High-spin isomer

The high-spin J=(5) β-decaying isomer in the parent
160Eu predominately feeds the 1999.0-keV state in 160Gd.
The time distribution of γ-rays associated with the de-
population were summed together; 21 γ-rays (309.9,
412.6, 450.4, 490.7, 515.6, 555.7, 560.8, 737.8, 746.4,
780.8, 822.2, 924.9, 995.5, 1006.8, 1012.8, 1076.8, 1122.6,
1194.4, 1235.0, 1264.5, and 1316.8 keV) were used to fit
the decay curve and extract a half-life (top histogram
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in Fig. 7). The resulting half-life of the high-spin state
was determined to be t1/2 = 42.5(7) s. This is in very
good agreement with the previously measured half-life of
t1/2 = 42.6(5) s using the 412.6, 515.6, 822.2, and 995.5
keV γ-rays [3].

2. Low-spin isomer

The decay of the low-spin β-decaying J=(1) state in
160Eu is highly fragmented and feeds states of spins Jπ=
1, 2, and 3. The time distribution of γ-rays for excited
states in the daughter populated via the low-spin state
β-decay were added together to create the lower spec-
trum in Fig. 7. The γ-rays used were the 1087.8, 1113.6,
1149.5, 1188.3, 1208.9, 1226 (triplet), 1240 (doublet),
1276.4, 1303 (triplet), 1351.6, 1683.4, 1811.7, 1856.9,
2277.7, 2287.6, 2333.3, 2357.8, 2389.6, 2396.2, 2435.5,
2464.8, and 2471.8-keV transitions. The doublet and
triplet peaks contain multiple photopeaks in them, but
all transitions within the multiplets are associated with
the low-spin decay of 160Eu. The extracted half-life from
these γ-rays was t1/2 = 26.0(8) s. This is approximately 5
seconds shorter than the half-life of t1/2 = 30.8(5) s from
Ref. [3], which used the transitions at 1276.4, 1351.6,
2277.7, 2333.3, and 2464.8 keV.

While our analysis used more γ-rays to determine the
half-life in Fig. 7 than were used in Ref. [3], we also mea-
sured the half-life using only the five γ-rays used in Hart-
ley et al. [3]. The results obtained via this method were
consistent with our measured half-life of t1/2 = 26.0(8)
s for this β-decay. A “chop analysis” was performed by
systematically varying the first and last channel of the
time distribution spectra used for the half-life fit, but no
significant dependence on the range of the fit was found
in the extracted half-life. Thus, we have no explanation
for the discrepancy in the measured half-lives for this β-
decay. However, the agreement between our measured
half-life and that of Hartley et al. [3] for the high-spin
decay suggests that the discrepancy for this half-life is
not due to systematic effects.

One may wonder if the half-life of the low-spin β-decay
was impacted by contamination of 160Sm (t1/2 = 10.1(11)

s [17]) which populates 160Eu. Overlap of one of the
transitions listed above with a strong β-delayed γ-ray in
160Eu of the same energy may shorten the half-life mea-
sured. An analysis of the time distribution of individual
γ-rays did not indicate that any of the previously-listed
γ-rays have a significantly-shorter half-life and thus are
doublets with transitions in 160Eu. Furthermore, the use
of an element-selective laser ionization scheme would not
incidentally ionize Sm, and the use of the IG-LIS source
significantly suppressed any surface-ionized species from
the ISAC target, including Sm. Thus, we conclude that
that the shorter half-life measured here is not due to con-
taminant 160Sm in the beam.
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FIG. 7. Time distributions of γ-rays associated with the β-
decay of 160Eu. The top spectrum shows γ-rays resulting from
the high-spin β-decay and gives a half-life of t1/2 = 42.5(7) s,
while the bottom spectrum shows the γ-rays associated with
the low-spin decay and has a half-life of t1/2 = 26.0(8) s.

D. Lifetimes of Excited States in 160Gd

Using the LaBr3(Ce) detectors and the ZDS fast plastic
scintillator, we were able to perform first measurements
of the lifetime of a number of excited states which are
populated in the decay of the high-spin state. Prior to
this work, lifetime measurements in 160Gd have only been
completed using Doppler-shift methods, which are gen-
erally only sensitive to lifetimes in the sub-picosecond
range; few lifetimes in the picosecond to nanosecond
range have been reported.

Our measurements of excited states use two different
techniques, both of which are sensitive to lifetimes in
the tens of picoseconds or longer range: γ-γ fast-timing
using both the convolution fit method and the General
Centroid Difference Method (GCDM), and the β-γ-γ Ad-
vanced Time Delayed (ATD) technique using the sequen-
tial and parallel transition methods. The convolution fit
method and GCDM are both described in Ref. [9], and
an example of them applied to GRIFFIN data can be
found in Ref. [18]. The ATD methods are described in
Ref. [19].

A summary of the lifetimes measured via this analysis
is shown in Table III.

1. 1070.8-keV state

The 1070.8-keV state exhibits a lifetime of the order
of nanoseconds; thus, the lifetime of this state can be
extracted via a fit of TAC spectra with the convolution
of a Gaussian and exponential decay. Because this state
has two strong depopulating transitions – the 822.2- and
995.5-keV γ-rays – the lifetime can be measured via both,
the 412.6 – 822.2 and 412.6 – 995.5-keV cascades.

The 412.6 – 822.2-keV cascade resulted in a lifetime of
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τ = 1620(180) ps, while the 412.6 – 995.5 keV cascade
gave a lifetime of τ = 1630(180) ps. We adopt a lifetime
of τ = 1.63(13) ns for this state, which is the average of
the two measurements.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) TAC spectra for the 1070.8-keV state.
The 412.6 – 822.2-keV cascade and fit are shown in blue, and
the 412.6 – 995.5-keV cascade and fit in red. The adopted
lifetime for this state from these two fits is τ = 1630(130) ps.

2. 1483.4-keV state

The lifetime of the 1483.4-keV state can be measured
via the intense 515.6 – 412.6-keV cascade. Because the
lifetime of the 1483.4-keV state is sufficiently short, we
were required to use the GCDM technique to measure
its lifetime. After determining the centroid difference
(∆C = 218(34) ps) and corrections for the time-walk
of the setup (PRD= 23(28) ps), we measured a lifetime
of τ = 97(22) ps for the state. The associated TAC
spectrum is shown in Fig. 9.

3. 1581.9-keV state

The lifetime of the 1581.9-keV state was measured
with β-γ-γ timing using the sequential transition method.
HPGe and LaBr3(Ce) gates were placed on the 417.0- and
408.5-keV transitions, and the centroid locations for each
TAC spectra were subtracted to determine the lifetime
of the 1581.9 keV state. In this analysis, we have as-
sumed that the prompt time response of the 408.5-keV
and 417.0-keV γ-rays in the LaBr3(Ce) detectors was the
same due to their similar energy.

After corrections for the Compton background contri-
bution, the lifetime of the 1581.9-keV state was measured
to be τ = 160(20) ps. The TAC spectra for each gate is
shown in Fig. 10.

A consequence of this lifetime measurement is a con-
straint on the mixing ratio of the 98.6-keV transition.
If the 98.6-keV transition were pure E2 multipolarity,
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FIG. 9. (Color online) TAC spectra for the 1483.4-keV state
using γ-γ timing. The normal gate with the TAC started by
the populating 515.6-keV transition and stopped by the de-
populating 412.6-keV transition is shown in blue; the antigate
(412.6-keV transition as start and 515.6-keV as stop) is shown
in red. The resulting lifetime is τ = 97(22) ps.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) TAC spectrum for the 1581.9-keV
state. The TAC is started via the β-particle and stopped in
the LaBr3(Ce) detector, with the HPGe gate used to select
the cascade. From this, a lifetime for the 1581.9-keV state of
τ = 160(20) ps is deduced.

it would have a reduced transition rate of B(E2)≈2100
W.u., substantially above any reasonable value in this
mass region. Taking an upper-bound of B(E2)<300 W.u.
for the 98.6-keV transition gives |δ| < 0.41 for this tran-
sition.

4. 1999.0-keV state

Because the 1999.0-keV state is heavily populated via
β-decay, there are insufficient statistics available to mea-
sure the lifetime directly via γ-γ fast-timing in this anal-
ysis. However, we were able to set an upper limit on the
lifetime of this state using β-γ-γ timing.

We utilized the β-γ-γ parallel transition method orig-
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FIG. 11. (Color online) TAC spectrum for the 1999.0-keV
state using the β-γ parallel transitions timing method. The
TAC is started by the β-particle and stopped by a detection of
a 412.6-keV γ-ray in the LaBr3(Ce) detector. The HPGe gate
is used to select the cascade of interest. We see no significant
shift from prompt of the TAC spectra, indicating an upper
limit on the lifetime of τ < 100 ps.

inating from both the 2490.2- and 2560.8-keV states.
The TAC is started by detection of the β-particle and
stopped with the detection of the 412.6-keV γ-ray in the
LaBr3(Ce) detectors. The HPGe gate is used to select
a cascade that runs through the 1999.0-keV state and a
cascade that bypasses it. Because both cascades start
at the same level and stop with the same γ-ray in the
LaBr3(Ce) detectors, the prompt time response of the
LaBr3(Ce) detectors is the same in both cases. Subtract-
ing the centroid locations from each then directly gives
the lifetime of the intermediate 1999.0-keV state.

The parallel cascade pair for the 2490.2-keV state are
the 490.7- and 1006.8-keV γ-rays, and for the 2560.8-keV
state the γ-rays are 560.8- and 1076.8-keV. In both cases,
no significant lifetime is seen for the 1999.0-keV state.
Based on our timing sensitivity, we set a conservative
upper limit on the lifetime of the 1999.0-keV state at
τ < 100 ps. The TAC spectra for the parallel method
using the γ-rays from the 2490.2-keV state are shown in
Fig. 11.

TABLE III: Measured lifetimes in 160Gd
from γ-γ and β-γ-γ fast-timing analysis.

State Energy (keV) Lifetime (ps) Method
1070.8 1630(130) γ-γ
1483.4 97(22) γ-γ
1581.9 160(20) β-γ-γ
1999.0 <100 β-γ-γ

E. γ-γ Angular Correlations

γ-γ angular correlations were performed on the most
intense cascades present in 160Gd using the “Method 4”
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FIG. 12. Angular correlation for the 822.2 – 173.2-keV cas-
cade. The best-fit parameters are a2 = −0.10(1) and a4 =
0.10(2) with a reduced chi-squared for the fit of χ2/ν = 0.93.

procedure outlined in Ref. [20] which uses pre-calculated
attenuation coefficients for the angular correlation Z-
distributions. The normalized counts vs. cos(θ) graph is
fitted with a linear combination of even Legendre polyno-
mials and the angular correlation coefficients extracted.
Normalization of the counts for each angle was performed
using the “event-mixing” technique outlined in Ref. [20].

To verify the method for this experiment, the γ-γ an-
gular correlation analysis was performed on data from
the 778.9 – 344.3-keV 3− → 2+ → 0+ cascade in 152Gd
taken from a 152Eu source run used for post-experiment
calibrations. The extracted a2 and a4 angular correlation
parameters for this cascade were consistent with litera-
ture values.

A summary of the γ-γ angular correlation fit param-
eters and resulting transition mixing ratios is shown in
Table IV. Reduced transition rates for transitions from
the 1070.8, 1483.4, 1581.9, and 1999.0 keV states based
on measured lifetimes and mixing ratios are shown in
Table V.

1. 822.2 – 173.2-keV Cascade

Angular correlations were performed for the 822.2 –
173.2 keV cascade with the initial γ-ray depopulating
the 1070.8-keV state. The resulting angular correlation
graph is shown in Fig. 12. With χ2/ν = 0.93, the
best-fit results indicate angular correlation coefficients of
a2 = −0.10(1) and a4 = 0.10(2) for this 4+ → 4+ → 2+

cascade.
Based on the angular correlations, the possible mix-

ing ratios for the 822.2-keV transition (δ) are shown in
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FIG. 13. (Color online) χ2/ν versus atan(δ) for the 822.2-keV
γ-ray using the 822.2 – 173.2-keV 4+ → 4+ → 2+ cascade.
The mixing ratio of the 173.2-keV γ-ray was fixed at δ = 0.
See text for more details.

Fig. 13. The 4+ → 2+ 173.2-keV transition’s mixing ra-
tio was fixed at δ = 0 as it can be assumed to be pure E2.
From the analysis, the most likely mixing ratios for the
822.2-keV transition are δ = 0.94+9

−8 with χ2/ν = 0.92

and δ = −8.1+2
−183 with χ2/ν = 1.00. The uncertainty on

the mixing ratio corresponds to the values of the mixing
ratio minimization associated with ∆χ2 = +1.

These values contrast with the mixing ratio measured
in Ref. [2] of δ822 = −0.71(3). That measurement was
done via the (n, n′γ) inelastic scattering reaction and
used used γ-ray singles spectra collected at seven angles
to determine the γ-ray angular distribution. The data
presented here, in contrast, arise from γ–γ coincidences.
Additionally, GRIFFIN uses 52 angular data points for
the angular correlation. Thus, we deem the current anal-
ysis to provide a more reliable result that measured in
Ref. [2].

2. 515.6 – 412.6-keV Cascade

Figure 14 shows the angular correlation plot for the
515.6 – 412.6-keV cascade originating from the 1999.0-
keV state. The best-fit correlation gives values of a2 =
0.20(1), a4 = 0.03(2), and χ2/ν = 0.62.

Fig. 15 shows the possible mixing ratio combinations
for the 515.6-keV (δ516) and 412.6-keV (δ413) transitions
based on the 515.6 – 412.6-keV cascade and under the
assumption that the spin of the 1999.0 keV state is
Jπ = 6+, which is discussed in detail in Sec. IV. The
red contours in Fig. 15 denote χ2/ν values at the 99%
confidence level (CL), with yellow regions having χ2/ν
values above the 99% CL. Four regions of possible mix-
ing ratio combinations appear in Fig. 15(a).

The angular correlation alone cannot constrain the
mixing ratios of these transitions. However, based on the
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FIG. 14. Angular correlation for the 515.6 – 412.6-keV cas-
cade. The best-fit parameters are a2 = 0.20(1) and a4 =
0.03(2) with a reduced χ2 for the fit of χ2/ν = 0.62.

measured lifetime of the 1999.0-keV state of τ < 100 ps
(Sec. III D), the mixing ratio of the 515.6-keV transition
can be constrained to |δ| < 3.6×10−4. A detailed discus-
sion of this constraint can be found in Sec. IV A. With
this constraint, a 1-D minimization of the mixing ratio of
the 412.6-keV transition (Fig. 15(b)) yields δ = 0.41(10).

TABLE IV: γ-γ angular correlation parameters and asso-
ciated best-fit mixing ratios for intense cascades in 160Gd.

γ1-γ2 a2 a4 δ1 δ2
822-173 -0.10(1) 0.10(2) −8.1+2

−183
a 0 b

4+-4+-2+ 0.94+9
−8

a 0 b

516-413 0.20(1) 0.03(2) |δ1| < 3.6× 10−4 0.41(10)
(6+)-4+-4+

a δlit = −0.71(3) [2].
b δ2 fixed at 0.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. 1999.0-keV State Configuration

The dominant high-spin isomeric β-decay of 160Eu pro-
ceeds to the state at 1999.0 keV. Ref. [3] assigns this state
as 5− with a configuration of π2(5/2[413], 5/2[532]) based
on the proposed π5/2[413] ⊗ ν5/2[523] configuration for
the 5− ground-state of the parent 160Eu, the observed
log(ft) value of 5.1, and deformed Woods-Saxon calcula-
tions.

It is interesting to note, as also discussed in Ref. [4],
that based on the above assignment, one would expect
an allowed decay to a Kπ = 6− state, based on the
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FIG. 15. (Color online) (a) Mixing ratio combinations for
the 515.6- and 412.6-keV transitions based on the 515.6 –
412.6-keV (6+) → 4+ → 4+ angular correlation. The red
contours denote mixing ratio combinations where the reduced
χ2 is at the 99% confidence level (CL), with regions in yellow
indicating mixing ratio combinations above the 99% CL. (b)
χ2/ν versus atan(δ) for the 412.6-keV γ-ray based on a mixing
ratio of the 515.6-keV transition of δ = 0 (see text for details).
The minimized mixing ratio occurs at δ = 0.41(10).

π2(5/2[413], 7/2[523]) configuration, with a log(ft) value
of ∼4.8 for the ν5/2[523]→ π7/2[523] transition [21, 22],
for which no candidates have been proposed.

The observation of the 450.4-keV transition from the
1999.0-keV state to the 1548.5-keV 7+ member of the
γ-band is curious as already pointed out in Ref. [4]. If
the 1999.0 keV state is indeed a 5− state, this transi-
tion would be of M2 nature. Hartley et al. stated that
no measurable extended lifetime was observed for the
1999.0-keV state but did not quote an upper limit. Also
at the time of that publication, the 7+ assignment for
the 1548.5-keV state was tentative, but in their recent
publication using Coulomb excitation of 160Gd [8], this
state was firmly established as a member of the γ-band.

Our analysis set an upper limit of τ < 100 ps on
the lifetime of the 1999.0-keV state based on β-γ-γ fast-
timing as discussed in Sec. III D. This contrasts with the

expected long lifetime described in Ref. [4] and casts
doubt on the 5− assignment for the 1999.0-keV state.
Based on the γ-decay patterns from this state, it is ex-
pected to have spin 4±, 5± or 6±. We examine each
possibility below:

A 4± assignment can be ruled out based on the decay
to the 7+ state, as that would require an L = 3 transition
with a reduced transition rate on the order of 1000’s of
W.u. A 5− assignment, as suggested by Hartley et al.
[3, 4], would make the 450.4-keV transition M2 in nature
with B(M2) > 15 W.u. Data on M2 transitions in this
region is scarce, but Ref. [23] notes that in the A = 91−
150 region, no M2 transitions of strength greater than 1
W.u. have been observed. Alternatively, a 6− assignment
similarly makes the intense 515.6-keV transition M2 in
nature, with a pure M2 transition strength of B(M2) >
280 W.u. One may wonder if these transitions may be
mixed M2/E3; however, a mixing ratio that brings the
M2 component in line with observed values (< 1 W.u.)
then leads to an E3 component with strength of 1000’s
of W.u. From this, the 4±, 5−, and 6− spin assignments
are all eliminated for the 1999.0-keV state.

In contrast, for a spin assignment of 5+ or 6+, all
transitions from the 1999.0-keV state would be M1 and
E2 in character. Reduced transition rates for these
transitions depend on the spin assignment and mixing
ratio of the transitions, but they are on the order of
B(M1) ≈ 10−5 − 10−3 W.u. and B(E2) ≈ 0.1 − 10
W.u. These match well with known transitions rates in
the nearby A = 91− 150 mass region [23].

Thus, based purely on the experimental lifetime limit
and observed transitions to states with well established
spin and parity assignments, the 1999.0 keV is most likely
a 5+ or 6+ state.

Further insight on the most plausible spin and par-
ity for the 1999.0-keV state can be gained by consid-
ering the possible Nilsson configurations for 5+ or 6+

states at this energy. In this region, there are several
available two-quasiproton configurations that can cre-
ate spin 5+ and 6+. A 5+ state can be formed by
the π2(7/2[523], 3/2[541]) configuration. However, the
π3/2[541] orbital lies well below the Fermi surface at the
known (ground-state) deformation β2 ≈ 0.35 for this nu-
cleus [1]. Access to the π3/2[541] orbital would require
the deformation of this excited state to be significantly
lower (β2 ≈ 0.1) than the known deformation of the
ground-state of 160Gd. A 6+ state can be formed by the
π2(5/2[413], 7/2[404]) and π2(7/2[523], 5/2[532]) configu-
rations. The π2(5/2[413], 7/2[404) 6+ state is calculated
to be at 2.5 MeV [4] but cannot be populated by an
allowed-unhindered β-decay from 160Eu. This leaves the
π2(7/2[523], 5/2[532]) 6+ state. Recent self-consistent
Deformed Hartree-Fock and Angular Momentum Pro-
jection calculations for heavier Gd isotopes [24] predict
the π2(7/2[523], 5/2[532]) 6+ state in 164,166,168Gd at ∼2
MeV, which makes it plausible to assume that the 1999.0
keV state in 160Gd might indeed be a 6+ state associated
with the π2(7/2[523], 5/2[532]) configuration.
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One consequence of this spin assignment is a significant
constraint on the mixing ratio of the 515.6-keV transition
(and thus the 412.6-keV transition that follows it). With
the Jπ=(6+) spin assignment for the 1999.0-keV state,
the 515.6-keV transition depopulating it is E2/M3 in
character. Based on the lifetime limit of the 1999.0-keV
state at τ < 100 ps (see Sec. III D), the 515.6-keV tran-
sition must be essentially pure E2. As previously men-
tioned, γ-ray strength in this region are not well doc-
umented, but in the A = 91 − 150 region, no B(M3)
values above 10 W.u. have been observed [23]. In or-
der for the M3 component of the 515.6-keV transition to
have B(M3) < 10 W.u., the mixing ratio of the transition
must be |δ| < 3.6 × 10−4, which gives a M3 branching
ratio of ∼ 10−7; hereafter assumed to pure E2 transition.

With the mixing ratio of the 515.6 keV γ-ray fixed at
δ = 0, a minimization of the second γ-ray in the cascade
(412.6 keV) can occur. The minimized mixing ratio plot
is shown in Fig. 15, with a best-fit mixing ratio for the
412.6 keV transition occurring at δ = 0.41(10). This
minimized value is independent of the choice of mixing
ratio for the 515.6 keV transition for |δ| < 3.6× 10−4.

This understanding of the Nilsson orbital structure of
the 1999.0-keV state is an important observation in the
context of the discussion of the two Kπ=4+, 4+ states at
1070.8 keV and 1483.4 keV. If, as discussed in more detail
later in this section, these two states have very similar
quasiparticle configurations and the decay of the 1999.0-
keV state to the 1483.4 keV 4+ state were an allowed E1
transition between the π5/2[532] and π3/2[411] orbitals,
as suggested in Ref. [3, 4], one naturally would expect
to observe a decay of the 1999.0-keV state to the 1070.8-
keV 4+ state that is favored over the decay to the 1483.4-
keV 4+ state. However, in this work, no such decay is
observed. In fact, the transition between the π5/2[532]
and π3/2[411] orbitals involves ∆nz = 2 and is forbidden.
The non-observation of a transition from the 1999.0-keV
6+ state to the 1070.8-keV 4+ state may suggest that
the transition to the 1483.4-keV 4+ state is facilitated
through a small wavefunction component that is not in
common between the two Kπ=4+ bands.

B. 160Eu Configuration

Hartley et al. [3, 4] proposed a configuration for the
ground-state of 160Eu to be π5/2[413] ⊗ ν5/2[523], with
the β-decay to the 1999.0 keV state in 160Eu understood
to be a ν5/2[523] → π5/2[532] transition [3]. This is
indeed the assignment that one would naturally expect
based on systematic trends and firm spin-parity assign-
ments in neighboring odd-A nuclei. However, based on
the observed β-decay intensities, γ-ray transitions and
the knowledge that the 1999.0-keV state in 160Gd has
positive parity, the high-spin β-decay of 160Eu is not eas-
ily understood. We discuss two possibilities here, nei-
ther of which can be conclusively confirmed nor rejected:
(i) the parent state in 160Eu has negative parity and

β-decays to a negative parity 6− state just above the
1999.0-keV state, or (ii) the parent is positive parity and
undergoes direct β-decay to the 1999.0-keV state.

Hartley et al. [4] suggested the possible presence of
a 6− state just above the 1999.0-keV state that is popu-
lated via β-decay and undergoes a highly-converted tran-
sition to the 1999.0-keV state. They did not provide any
evidence for or against this possibility, however. We put
the hypothesis of a 6− state around 2 MeV to the test.
We were unable to find any viable peaks in the conversion
electron spectrum for this transition, as all intense peaks
in the spectrum are associated with known transitions in
the de-excitation of 160Gd. Our lower bound for conver-
sion electron detection is around 20 keV. However, based
on the fact that we do not see an extended lifetime in
the β-γ-γ fast-timing, this theoretical highly-converted
E1 transition would require Eγ & 50 keV in order to
obtain B(E1) . 10−2 W.u. Given that all of the tran-
sition intensity from the 1999.0 keV would flow through
this transition, the intensity of the conversion electron
would be at least half that of the 75.3-keV 2+1 → 0+g.s.
transition. Based on this information, the L-shell line
of this the transition from this hypothetical 6− state to
the 1999.0-keV state should have been clearly visible in
the conversion electron spectrum; no such transition was
observed, however.

Additionally, we would have expected to observe the
conversion electrons of this transition in coincidence with
the 515.6-keV transition that depopulates the 1999.0-keV
state. At the same time, this transition would not be
seen in coincidence with the 490.7- and 560.8-keV transi-
tions that populate the 1999.0-keV state. By comparing
the γ-ray gated conversion electron spectra, this highly-
converted E1 transition should have been visible. We do
not see evidence of a conversion electron peak in the 515.6
keV gated spectrum that is not present in the 490.7- and
560.8-keV gated spectra. The comparison of the conver-
sion electron spectra are shown in Fig. 16.

A further scenario is that the hypothetical 6− state is
located at 75 keV above the 1999.0-keV state and the
highly-converted E1 transition is thus obscured by the
intense 75.3-keV 2+1 → 0+g.s. transition. If this were the
case, we would observe excess intensity in the 75.3-keV
γ-ray transition gated on transitions that depopulate the
1999.0-keV state when compared with spectra gated on
transitions that run parallel to the 1999.0-keV state. We
did not observe any excess γ-ray intensity in the 75.3-
keV transition in these spectra, which indicates that the
hypothetical 6− state is not located 75 keV above the
1999.0-keV state.

We thus have found no evidence supporting the sce-
nario of a hypothetical 6− state located just above the
1999.0-keV state in 160Gd that is heavily populated by
the β-decay of a negative-parity 160Eu parent.

We now discuss the option that the parent 160Eu has
positive parity and undergoes a direct β-decay to the
1999.0-keV (6+) state in 160Gd. In this case, the log(ft)
for the β-decay to the 1999.0-keV state is log(ft)=5.04(1)
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FIG. 16. (Color online) Comparison of γ-gated conversion
electron spectra in 160Gd. The presence of a highly-converted
transition from a 6− state just above 1999.0 keV would ap-
pear in the 515.6-keV γ-gated spectrum (blue) and not in
the 490.7- (red) and 560.8-(black) keV γ-gated spectra. No
transition is seen. Note that the 515.6-keV γ-gated spectrum
has been downscaled approximately 90% to match the back-
ground levels of the 490.7- and 560.8-keV spectra. See text
for more details.

which is an allowed β-decay from a Jπ= 5+ or 6+

parent state. Two possible configurations can reason-
ably be considered for the positive-parity parent: the
π5/2[532]⊗ν5/2[523] and π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[642] quasipar-
ticle configurations, both of which can couple to create
Kπ=5+ states. The π5/2[532]⊗ ν5/2[523] configuration
involves proton and neutron orbitals that appear in the
vicinity of the Fermi surface in 160Eu. For example, in
159Eu, the 5/2+ ground-state is built on the π5/2[413]
orbital, while a 5/2− state built on the π5/2[532] orbital
lies only 190 keV above the ground-state [25].

Theoretical predictions for the band-head energies and
Gallagher-Moszkowski splittings [26] of relevant quasi-
particle configurations calculated using a quasiparticle-
plus-phonon model have been summarized in Ref. [27].
For 160Eu the calculations predict the π5/2[413] ⊗
ν5/2[523] quasiparticle configuration triplet and singlet
states to be the ground-state and at 17 keV excitation
energy, respectively. This is consistent with the sys-
tematic trends and the assignments made by Hartley
et al. [3, 4]. No calculations were included in Ref. [27] for
the π5/2[532] ⊗ ν5/2[523] configuration in 160Eu. It is,
however, noteworthy that in the lighter-mass europium
isotopes (A = 152, 154, 156) the calculations show the
π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration (among others) vary-
ing in energy on the order of 200 keV between isotopes.
In 152Eu, the π5/2[532]⊗ ν5/2[523] is actually predicted
to be lower than the π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration,
although the structure of 152Eu, a transitional nucleus,
is sufficiently different from the well deformed 160Eu to
draw any firm conclusions from this.

However, given that the experimental data suggests
a positive-parity β-decaying state in 160Eu, and despite

the fact that the π5/2[413] orbital is firmly assigned as
the ground-state in the adjacent 159Eu, one may consider
that the π5/2[532]⊗ ν5/2[523] configuration may lie at a
similar or lower energy than the π5/2[413] ⊗ ν5/2[523]
configuration in 160Eu. If that were the case, the β-
decay from the π5/2[532]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration would
be a ν5/2[523] → π7/2[523] allowed transition to the
previously-suggested π2(5/2[532], 7/2[523]) configuration
in 160Gd, forming the 1999.0-keV 6+ state. Ref. [22]
gives a prediction of log(ft)=4.8 for the ν5/2[523] →
π7/2[523] transition, which matches well with the ob-
served log(ft)=5.04(1). Nearby, the 159Sm β-decay into
159Eu is understood to be a ν5/2[523] → π7/2[523]
allowed-unhindered transition with a log(ft)=5.0 [25],
which matches the observed log(ft) value for the 160Eu
β-decay.

We also investigated if the available information on the
low-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu might provide further
insights on the question on the involved configurations.
The spin-triplet coupling of the π5/2[532] ⊗ ν5/2[523]
configuration would lead to a lower-lying Jπ = 0+ con-
figuration which could be a potential candidate for the
low-spin β-decaying state. The β-decay pattern suggests
a J = (1) assignment given the decays to states of spin
J = 1 and J = 2, which would indicate the presence
of a Newby shift [28]. The spin-triplet coupling of the
π5/2[532] ⊗ ν5/2[523] configuration would consequently
suggest a Jπ = 1+ assignment for the low-spin isomer in
160Eu. Ref. [4] suggested a Jπ = 0− or 1− (depending
on the presence of a Newby shift) configuration given the
strong β-decay to the (1−) 2464.8 keV state. We also
observe a strong decay to this state with log(ft)=5.29(1)
indicating an allowed decay.

The Alaga rules [29] can be used to estimate the β-
feeding intensity to the 160Gd ground-state and attempt
to constrain the spin and parity of the low-spin 160Eu
parent. For an initial 160Eu configuration of Ii = 1,
Ki = 0, the Alaga rules yield a β-feeding intensity of
approximately 22% to the ground-state of 160Gd. With
this, the dominant β-decay to the 2464.8-keV (1−) state
has log(ft)≈5.5. With instead Ii = 1, Ki = 1, a ∼52% β-
intensity to the ground-state is expected, and the log(ft)
to the 2464.8-keV state then becomes log(ft)≈5.7. In
both cases, when taking into account the ground-state
feeding, the log(ft) values indicate that the predominant
decay to the 2464.8-keV state is an allowed transition
with no parity change. However, since the (1−) assign-
ment of the 2464.8-keV state from Ref. [4] relied on the
proposed 1− assignment of the parent 160Eu, it is diffi-
cult to determine the parent state’s parity with certainty
using these considerations.

Our log(ft) values support a J = 1 assignment for
the low-spin isomer of 160Eu, but it is difficult to deter-
mine the parity of the state. The β-decay pattern and
observed log(ft) values are consistent with both a posi-
tive and negative parity assignment for the 160Eu parent.
While a Jπ=1+ assignment resulting from the unfavored
coupling of the aforementioned π5/2[532]⊗ν5/2[523] con-
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figuration with a Newby shift appears the favored solu-
tion given the experimental data, we cannot rule out a
Jπ=1− assignment resulting from some other unknown
nearby configuration.

Based on all the available information, no firm con-
clusions on the configuration of the β-decaying states in
160Eu can be given. The naturally expected negative-
parity configuration is in tension with the strong popula-
tion of the positive parity-state at 1999.0 keV in 160Gd,
which appears to be populated directly by an allowed
transition. At the same time, while a positive parity con-
figuration in 160Eu would naturally decay to the 1999.0-
keV state, it is not expected to be the lowest configura-
tion based on the established systematics in this region.
Further experimental and theoretical studies are needed
to resolve this issue.

C. Kπ=4+ Band-heads

The 4+ state at 1070.8 keV (the “4+I ” state) and the 4+

state at 1483.4 keV (the “4+II” state) are both band-heads

of Kπ=4+ bands. The band built on the 4+I state has
been recently extended up to angular momentum 18 ~ [8].
While the Kπ=4+ bands in even-even rare-earth nuclei
have been originally interpreted as double-γ phonons, it
was pointed out by Burke [7] that the experimental evi-
dence from transfer reaction studies and transition rates
is more consistent with these band-heads being hexade-
capole phonons.

As shown in Ref. [4], the Kπ=4+ states in 160Gd
seemingly break the isotopic trend of energies for the
Kπ=4+ states that are candidates for hexadecapole vi-
brational states. In that context, Hartley et al. [4]
suggested that the two Kπ=4+ states in 160Gd result
from the strong mixing of the lowest two Kπ=4+ two-
quasiparticle configurations, ν2(5/2[523], 3/2[521]) and
π2(5/2[413], 3/2[411]).

In the present work, we were able to establish several
additional pieces of information that can help shed more
light on the nature of the Kπ=4+ band-heads in 160Gd.
Figure 17 shows the part of the 160Gd level scheme rel-
evant for this discussion. It shows the low-spin parts of
the ground-state band, the γ-vibrational band, and the
two Kπ=4+ bands. The newly measured lifetimes of the
4+I and 4+II states are indicated as well as the transition
strengths in W.u. for the transitions depopulating the
two 4+ states. For the 822.2-keV 4+I → 4+gsb transition,

B(M1) and B(E2) strength are given for the two possi-
ble solutions of the mixing ratios. The B(M1) strength
for the 4+II → 4+I transition is 3.0(7) × 10−3 W.u. =

5(1)×10−3 µ2
N . For the 309.9-keV 4+II → 5+I and 1235.0-

keV 4+II → 4+gsb transitions upper limits for the B(M1)

and B(E2) strength are established using the assumption
of pure M1 or E2 character, respectively.

The most striking result is that the 4+II state decays

with collective E2 transitions to the 4+I and 6+I states

and that there is a weak B(M1) transition from the 4+II
state to the 4+I state. At the same time, both 4+I and

4+II states decay with non-collective E2 transitions to the
ground-state band. We also observe the decay from the
lower Kπ=4+ band to the γ-band with the transition
from the 4+I to the 2+γ state weakly collective in nature
with a B(E2) strength on the order of 1 W.u.

The newly measured enhanced B(E2) value between
the two 4+ states are consistent with a strong overlap in
wavefunctions of the two 4+ states. However, a strong
two-level mixing scenario for just the band-heads or the
first few states of the rotational bands seems to be at odds
with the interpretation that the rotational band built on
the 4+I state is dominated by the ν2(5/2[523], 3/2[521])
two-quasineutron configuration above spin 6 ~ [8], based
on the observed small B(M1)/B(E2) ratios. If only the
4+ band-heads were to be mixed strongly with an in-
teraction of V ≈ 200 keV, the rotational structure of
the band would be changed significantly near the band-
head due to the large energy shift of the 4+ state. At
a minimum, a strong expansion of the rotational se-
quence would be observed for the lower band and a
strong compression for the higher band. This is in-
compatible with the observed energy spectrum. Thus
the bands would have to mix strongly over a large spin
range so that the bands are shifted as a whole, or the
mixing has to be weak. However, a strong mixing sce-
nario of almost degenerate quasiparticle configurations
ν2(5/2[523], 3/2[521]) and π2(5/2[413], 3/2[411]) over a
large spin range seems to be inconsistent with the inter-
pretation put forward in Ref. [8] based on the alignment
and B(M1)/B(E2) ratios.

Weak mixing of the Kπ=4+ bands would only lead to a
few percent admixture of the higher band wave function
into the lower band. In order to reproduce the strong
B(E2) transition of ∼10 W.u. from the 4+II state to the

4+I and 6+I states, the deformation difference between the
bands would have to be of order ∆β ≈ 25%, which ap-
pears to be inconsistent with the deformations expected
for both two-quasiparticle configurations based on the
Nilsson diagram as well as the fact that the moment
of inertia of both bands seem almost identical near the
band-head, based on the energy differences of the 5+ and
4+ band members in each band.

While the simple two-level-mixing descriptions for the
band-heads are at odds with the experimental data,
quasiparticle-phonon nuclear model (QPNM) calcula-
tions actually provide a rather satisfactory description
of the data for the band-heads. QPNM calculation in
Ref. [30] predict the energies of the lowest two Kπ=4+

hexadecapole vibrational states (with > 90% purity) in
156Gd (1.5 MeV, 1.9 MeV), 158Gd (1.4 MeV, 1.9 MeV),
and 160Gd (1.1 MeV, 1.5 MeV), reproducing the ex-
perimentally observed trend quite accurately. The two
Kπ=4+ states in 160Gd at 1070.8 keV and 1483.4 keV
are thus not breaking a trend as suggested in Ref. [4] but
follow the theoretical predictions well, which take into
account the evolution of the underlying single-particle
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FIG. 17. Simplified level scheme showing the levels and decays associated with the Kπ=4+ and γ-bands in 160Gd. Line widths
indicate γ-ray intensities. B(M1) and B(E2) values are in units of W.u. Note that for transitions where the reduced transition
rate has asymmetric error bars, the larger of the uncertainties is used here; Table V contains detailed reduced transition rates
for these transitions.

structure in the isotopic chain. In all of these 4+ states,
the π2(5/2[413], 3/2[411]) and ν2(5/2[523], 3/2[521]) con-
figurations are dominant, although with changing relative
contributions.

The π2(5/2[413], 3/2[411]) configuration dominates the
lower 4+ wavefunction in 156Gd and 158Gd (supported
by (α,2n) [31] and (t,α) [32] data) with > 80%, the
higher-lying 4+ state is comparably dominated by the
ν2(5/2[523], 3/2[521]) configuration (supported by (d, t)
(unpublished data cited in Ref. [33]) and (d,p) [34] data).
In 160Gd, the situation is different because both 4+ states
have about equal admixture of proton and neutron quasi-
particle configurations [30].

Soloviev et al. [35] also calculated the transition
strength for the decay of the two lowest Kπ=4+, 4+

states in 156,158Gd and found B(M1) values from the
higher lying Kπ=4+ state to the lower one of 0.04 µ2

N
in both nuclei, reproducing the experimental branching
ratios for the decay of the 4+II states reasonably well. Un-
fortunately, there are no predictions available for 160Gd
and since the wavefunctions of the hexadecapole vibra-
tions are similar in 156,158Gd but significantly different
than in 160Gd, it is difficult to make an extrapolation.
However, Ref. [30] remarks that M1 transitions are
to be expected in the range 10−4 − 10−1 µ2

N . At the

same time the intensity of the M1 transition is generally
predicted to be dominating over the E2 intensity [35].
In the case of the 412.6 keV transition between the two
Kπ = 4+, 4+ states, the M1 intensity is 6(3) times larger
than the E2 intensity, in line with this prediction.

As pointed out by Burke [7], the hexadecapole na-
ture of these states is also indicated by Interacting Boson
Model (IBM) calculations involving a g-boson [36]. These
sdg-IBM calculations are also able to predict the energies
of the low-lying 4+ states in the even-even Gd isotopes
154−158Gd. The interpretation as hexadecapole phonons
for the 4+I,II states in 160Gd is also consistent with the

observed strong transition from the 4+I state to the 2+γ
state [7, 36, 37]. It should also be noted that inelastic
scattering data of 160Gd [38] required a strong hexade-
capole component to explain the observed cross-section
to the 4+γ state.

Analysis of the available experimental data appears to
support the Kπ=4+ band-heads as being hexadecapole
in nature and is less consistent with the interpretation
of these band-heads as being strongly-mixed quasipar-
ticle configurations. However, further theoretical inves-
tigations of the Kπ=4+ bands in 160Gd are required to
fully understand the extensive experimental data. Trans-
fer data could also help to experimentally elucidate the
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underlying quasiparticle structure of the 4+ band-heads.
The hexadecapole component for excitations into the γ-
band mentioned in Ref. [38] makes further inelastic scat-
tering data on 160Gd to measure the E4 strength to the
Kπ = 4+ of interest as well.

V. CONCLUSION

High-statistics γ-ray spectroscopy data following the
β-decay of 160Eu was carried out with the GRIFFIN
spectrometer at the TRIUMF-ISAC facility. Ten new
transitions and two new levels in 160Gd associated with
the β-decay of the high-spin β-decaying state in 160Eu
were observed, including two transitions from the lowest
Kπ=4+ band to the γ-band.

The lifetimes of the two known Kπ=4+ band-heads
in 160Gd were measured for the first time, and the ma-
jority of levels and transitions recently published were
observed. Based on the lifetime limit of τ < 100 ps for
the 1999.0 keV state in 160Gd as well as its decay pat-
tern, we conclude that it is a Jπ=(6+) state. However,
this raises questions as to the nature of the β-decaying
states in 160Eu, which could not be conclusively resolved.
Angular correlation measurements allowed the determi-
nation of mixing ratios for several transitions, in partic-
ular constraining the B(M1) and B(E2) strength for the
transition between the Kπ=4+ band-heads.

Overall, the energies and transition strengths between
the Kπ=4+ bands and the observed transition from the
lower 4+ band-head to the γ-band are consistent with
the two Kπ=4+ band-heads being interpreted as hexade-
capole phonons, as predicted in the Quasiparticle Phonon
Model. However, more detailed experimental and theo-
retical investigations of the structure of the band-head
and the rotational bands built on them will be required to
further scrutinize this interpretation. At the same time,
further experimental data, such as transfer cross-sections
and transition rates from inelastic scattering data, are
needed to clarify the underlying quasiparticle configura-
tions in these states.
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APPENDIX

Reduced transition rates derived from the measured
lifetimes and mixing ratios measured in this work are
given in Table V. Conversion electron coefficients were
applied when the multipolarity of a transition is known;
for transitions where the multipolarity is not known, the
lowest multipolarity conversion electron coefficient was
applied. Upper limits are given for transitions where no
mixing ratio was measured for the 1070.8, 1483.4, and
1581.9 keV states. For the 1999.0 keV state, lower lim-
its for the reduced transition rates are given based on
the measured lifetime of τ < 100 ps and assumed pure
M1/E2 transitions when no mixing ratio was measured.
The 515.6 keV transition values were calculated using
δ = 0.

TABLE V: Reduced transition rates for transitions from the 1070.8, 1483.4, 1581.9, and 1999.0 keV states
based on measured lifetimes and mixing ratios.

Level Lifetime Transition δ B(M1) B(E2) B(M1) B(E2)

(keV) (ps) (keV) (µ2
N ) (e2fm4) (W.u.) (W.u.)

1070.8 1630(130) 81.5 - - 330(110) - 6(2)

555.7 - - 8.1(5)× 10−2 - 1.6(1)× 10−3

822.2 −8.1+2
−183 5.7+5

−25 × 10−7 0.79+5
−7 3.2+3

−14 × 10−7 1.5(1)× 10−2

822.2 0.94+9
−8 2.0(2)× 10−5 0.38(4) 1.1(1)× 10−5 7.3(9)× 10−3

995.5 - - 0.19(1) - 3.7(2)× 10−3
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TABLE V: (Continued.)

Level Lifetime Transition δ B(M1) B(E2) B(M1) B(E2)

(keV) (ps) (keV) (µ2
N ) (e2fm4) (W.u.) (W.u.)

1483.4 97(22) 187.6 - - 950(230) - 18(4)

309.9 - < 1.3× 10−3 < 195 < 7.3× 10−4 < 3.7

412.6 0.41(10) 5(1)× 10−3 76+36
−20 3.0(7)× 10−3 1.5+7

−4

968.8 - - 0.5(1) - 9(2)× 10−3

1235.0 - < 3.0× 10−5 < 0.28 < 1.6× 10−5 < 5.4× 10−3

1581.9 160(20) 98.6 |δ| < 0.41 > 5.4× 10−2 < 2.0× 104 > 3.0× 10−2 < 300

286.2 - < 4.1× 10−3 < 7.2× 103 < 2.2× 10−3 < 13.9

408.5 - < 7.1× 10−4 < 62 < 4.0× 10−4 < 1.2

1999.0 < 100 300.2 - > 1.0× 10−4 > 16 > 5.6× 10−5 > 0.32

417.0 - > 1.1× 10−3 > 83 > 5.7× 10−4 > 1.7

450.4 - > 1.2× 10−4 > 8 > 6.4× 10−5 > 0.14

515.6 |δ| < 3.6× 10−4 - > 140 - > 2.7

605.7 - - > 1.0 - > 2.0× 10−2

737.8 - > 1.3× 10−4 > 3.5 > 7.3× 10−5 > 6.8× 10−2

825.7 - > 1.4× 10−5 > 0.3 > 7.9× 10−6 > 5.7× 10−3

1484.0 - > 3.0× 10−7 > 1.9× 10−3 > 1.6× 10−7 > 3.8× 10−5
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of Scientific Instruments 85, 033309 (2014).

[13] C. Reich, Nuclear Data Sheets 105, 557 (2005).
[14] U. Rizwan, A. B. Garnsworthy, C. Andreoiu, G. C. Ball,

A. Chester, T. Domingo, R. Dunlop, G. Hackman, E. T.
Rand, J. K. Smith, et al., , Nucl. Instrum. Meth. Phys.
Res., Sec. A 820, 126 (2016).

[15] M. Wang, W. J. Huang, F. G. Kondev, G. Audi, and
S. Naimi, Chinese Physics C 45, 030003 (2021).
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