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Abstract: The NEXT experiment aims at the sensitive search of the neutrinoless double

beta decay in 136Xe, using high-pressure gas electroluminescent time projection chambers.

The NEXT-White detector is the first radiopure demonstrator of this technology, operated

in the Laboratorio Subterráneo de Canfranc. Achieving an energy resolution of 1% FWHM

at 2.6 MeV and further background rejection by means of the topology of the reconstructed

tracks, NEXT-White has been exploited beyond its original goals in order to perform a

neutrinoless double beta decay search. The analysis considers the combination of 271.6

days of 136Xe-enriched data and 208.9 days of 136Xe-depleted data. A detailed background

modeling and measurement has been developed, ensuring the time stability of the radiogenic

and cosmogenic contributions across both data samples. Limits to the neutrinoless mode are

obtained in two alternative analyses: a background-model-dependent approach and a novel

direct background-subtraction technique, offering results with small dependence on the

background model assumptions. With a fiducial mass of only 3.50±0.01 kg of 136Xe-enriched

xenon, 90% C.L. lower limits to the neutrinoless double beta decay are found in the T 0ν
1/2

> 5.5× 1023 − 1.3× 1024 yr range, depending on the method. The presented techniques

stand as a proof-of-concept for the searches to be implemented with larger NEXT detectors.
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1 Introduction

The oscillation experiments in the last decades have demonstrated that neutrinos are not

massless particles, as described in the Standard Model, and that the lepton flavor is not

conserved. Revealing the nature of neutrino masses is therefore one of the major goals in

particle physics. Regardless of the underlying decay mechanism, the observation of the

neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) has been identified as the most practical way to

establish that neutrinos are Majorana particles, that is, fermions equivalent to their anti-

particles. When the beta decay is highly suppressed or energetically forbidden, even-even

nuclei can undergo double beta decay (ββ), a process in which two bound neutrons are

simultaneously transformed into two protons plus two electrons. The mode of this decay

emitting two antineutrinos (2νββ) has been directly observed in ten nuclides with half-lives

in the range of ∼1019–1021 yr [1]. However, the neutrinoless mode, which would violate

lepton number by two units, has not been observed yet and the best limits to the half-life

of this process exceed 1026 yr [2, 3].

The NEXT collaboration aims at the competitive search for the 0νββ decay in 136Xe

using high-pressure gas electroluminescent time projection chambers (TPCs). The xenon

TPC provides both primary scintillation light (S1) and ionization electrons when charged

particles interact in the active volume. The ionization electrons are drifted by an electric

field towards the anode of the TPC, where they enter a more intense field region and

produce secondary scintillation light (S2) by means of electroluminescence (EL). The TPC

is equipped with two dedicated readout planes, located behind the cathode and the anode.

While the amplitude of the S1 and S2 signals is registered by the so-called energy plane

(EP), respectively providing the start time of the event and its total energy, the topological

information of the involved tracks is measured in the tracking plane (TP). The NEXT-White

detector [4] implements the first radiopure demonstrator of the NEXT technology, operating

underground in the Laboratorio Subterráneo de Canfranc (LSC). As demonstrated with

NEXT-White, this technology offers an excellent energy resolution of ∼1% FWHM at

2.6 MeV [5] (above the Qββ of 136Xe, 2457.8± 0.4 MeV [6]) and topological information

providing an efficient background rejection [7–9], ultimately resulting in low background

conditions [10]. This performance is expected to be further improved as presented in [11].

In addition, NEXT also offers promising 136Ba (136Xe daughter) tagging capabilities which

would lead to future background-free detectors [12–17].

Although NEXT-White was conceived as a prototype of the NEXT-100 detector [18]

and a future ton-scale device [11], its outstanding performance has allowed the measurement

of the half-life of the 2νββ decay in 136Xe [19]. In the 2νββ analysis, two novel techniques

were exploited: 1) a Richardson-Lucy deconvolution delivering high-definition tracks, in turn

boosting the background rejection, and 2) a direct subtraction of the remaining backgrounds,

other than 137Xe, by combining the data collected with xenon enriched in 136Xe and xenon

depleted in this isotope. The latter is of particular interest for future ββ experiments, as it

provides results with small dependence on the background model. On the other hand, this

paper discusses the first 0νββ search with a NEXT detector, demonstrating the capabilities

of this technology even with a limited fiducial mass. Adopting the same data samples and
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analysis strategies used in [19], this analysis incorporates for the first time the contribution

of the cosmogenic backgrounds in NEXT, which are particularly relevant in the region of

interest for the 0νββ signal. The common data processing and analysis techniques developed

for ββ analyses with the NEXT technology are presented in detail in this publication.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 presents a description of the NEXT-White

detector, as well as the operation conditions during the data taking periods devoted to

this analysis. A description of the detector and data simulation is also provided. The

reconstruction, calibration, and selection procedures, applied to both real data and Monte

Carlo samples, are discussed in Sec. 3. A measurement of the radiogenic-induced and

cosmogenic-induced backgrounds is performed in Sec. 4, together with a measurement of

their time stability. Finally, Sec. 5 presents the 0νββ analysis and the limits obtained.

2 The NEXT-White detector

NEXT-White implements the first radiopure large-scale demonstrator of the NEXT technol-

ogy, operating underground in Hall A of the LSC from 2016 to 2021. While a series of small

prototypes proved the detection principles [20, 21], the NEXT-White detector holds enough

xenon mass to demonstrate the performance of the NEXT technology at large scales. It

also offers the possibility to perform a significant measurement of the 2νββ half-life, as

shown in [19]. Although this mass is not enough to realize a competitive search for the

0νββ process, the excellent performance of NEXT-White has been fully exploited in order

to provide a proof-of-concept for 0νββ searches in the near-future NEXT detectors [11, 18].

2.1 Detector description

The NEXT-White detector has been described in detail in [4]. Inside a stainless steel

pressure vessel, the active volume of the TPC is a cylindrical region of 530.3 mm along the

drift direction with a radius of 208 mm. A total mass of ∼4.3 kg is contained within this

volume when the detector is operated at 10 bar. This drift region is established between a

gate grid and a transparent cathode located at the opposite sides of the TPC. A second,

more intense, field region exists for signal amplification purposes. The EL region is defined

between the gate grid and the anode, consisting of a 3 mm-thick fused silica plate coated

with indium tin oxide (ITO) and located at a distance of 6 mm behind the gate. The field

cage is made of copper rings inserted into a high-density polyethylene cylindrical shell,

covered with polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) panels to enhance the light collection in the

EP. The amplitude of the S1 and S2 signals is measured with an array of 12 Hamamatsu

R11410-10 3-inch photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) located 13 cm behind the transparent

cathode. The topology of the events is registered with a 10 mm-pitch array of 1792 SensL

series-C 1 mm2 silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs), located 2 mm behind the anode plate.

All the inner surfaces of the TPC and the two readout planes are coated with a thin

wavelength-shifting layer of tetraphenyl butadiene (TPB) in order to shift the vacuum

ultraviolet (VUV) light to the visible spectrum. A shield of 60–120 mm thick ultra-pure

copper is located inside the pressure vessel, surrounding the field cage and supporting the

two readout planes.
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Figure 1. Schematic view of NEXT-White (left) and render of the detector placed on the seismic

platform and inside the movable outer lead castle in its open configuration (right). The inner lead

castle is not shown for clarity.

In order to provide further protection against external backgrounds, two lead-based

structures surround the pressure vessel. A fixed inner lead castle (ILC) lays on the same

seismic platform as NEXT-White, while a movable outer lead castle (OLC) made of 20 cm

thick bricks encloses the entire detector, the feedthroughs, and the platform. A schematic

view of the NEXT-White detector, as well as the OLC, is shown in Fig. 1. A radon

abatement system (RAS) by ATEKO A.S. flushes radon-free air into the air volume inside

the OLC, reducing the 222Rn content by 4–5 orders of magnitude compared to LSC Hall

A air [22]. As demonstrated in [10], the RAS has provided a virtually airborne-Rn-free

environment for the operation of NEXT-White.

2.2 Operation conditions

The data samples considered in the current analysis comprise different calibration and

low-background data taking campaigns from 2019 to 2021. During this time, the same

operation conditions have been kept and the detector performance has remained stable.

The gas pressure, drift field, and EL field have been set to ∼10.2 bar, 0.4 kV/cm, and

1.3 kV/(cm·bar), respectively. Continuous detector calibration and monitoring have been

carried out with a 83mKr low-energy (41.5 keV) calibration source as shown in [23]. This is

possible thanks to a dual-trigger implementation in the data acquisition system (DAQ),

which allows for the collection of both low-energy (below ∼100 keV) and high-energy (above

∼400 keV) triggers within the same DAQ run, respectively registering 83mKr and low-

background or 208Tl calibration events. Although the rate of krypton events evolves in time

(according to the activity of the parent 83Rb source), it is kept above 30 Hz. This relatively

high rate induces a typical DAQ dead-time of 2–6% which has been measured on a daily

basis. According to the 83mKr data, the electron drift velocity is found to be stable within

1%, with a value around 0.92 mm/µs. The gas purity has been continuously improving due

to the recirculation through a MonoTorr PS4-MT50-R SAES heated getter, operated at a

flow rate of 100 slpm, with remaining inpurities below 1.0 ppb. The electron drift lifetime

has ranged from ∼5 ms at the beginning of the data taking to ∼13 ms at the end. As
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the maximum drift time in NEXT-White is ∼0.6 ms, this lifetime corresponds to a small

electron attachment, which is corrected for within the time-dependent calibration procedure.

According to the specific operation conditions, the light yield is ∼300 photo-electrons (p.e.)

per keV. Typical time variations below 10% are also corrected for, allowing to achieve a

stable energy resolution around 4% FWHM at 41.5 keV. The trigger efficiency for high

energy events has been evaluated with dedicated data taking campaigns and an offline

simulation applied to randomly selected waveforms. The trigger condition consists of a

valid S2 signal (amplitude above 105 ADC and width above 2 µs) seen in time coincidence

(< 1.3 µs) by two of the central PMTs. The trigger efficiency is found to reach a plateau

of 97.6±0.2% for events above ∼400 keV, with the inefficiency being due to the time

coincidence requirement. For each recorded trigger, a DAQ event includes the 12 PMT

waveforms sampled at 25 ns and the 1792 SiPM zero-suppressed waveforms sampled at 1 µs.

All sensor waveforms extend for a 1.6 ms buffer size, with 0.8 ms pre-trigger information.

The data used for the ββ analysis comprises low-background samples taken with xenon

enriched in 136Xe and xenon depleted in this isotope. The isotopic compositions of the
136Xe-enriched and the 136Xe-depleted gas have been measured with a residual gas analyzer

(RGA) from Pfeiffer Vacuum, focusing on the atomic mass range corresponding to the

nine stable (or very long-lived) isotopes of xenon (124Xe, 126Xe, 128Xe, 129Xe, 130Xe, 131Xe,
132Xe, 134Xe and 136Xe). The RGA measurements for the two xenon samples are shown in

Fig. 2. For the measurements of the 136Xe-enriched gas, the RGA has been operated in both

Faraday plate (FAR) and Secondary Electron Multiplier (SEM) modes. In FAR mode, the

RGA electrode captures directly the charge of xenon ions. For relatively large concentrations

(hence, ion currents) as in the 136Xe case, this is the most robust measurement, and is used

as default. In SEM mode, the RGA coating emits many electrons per incoming ion. This

mode therefore yields better signal-to-noise, but the absolute calibration is more complicated.

A background subtraction has been performed according to two successive measurements

of the RGA vacuum. The 136Xe isotopic fraction is found to be 90.9 ± 0.4%, where the

systematic uncertainty is derived from the differences in the FAR and SEM measurements

and different integration windows. For the measurements of the 136Xe-depleted gas, only

four scans in FAR mode have been made. In this case, we define the isotopic fraction central

values from the average over the four scans, and the isotopic fraction errors from the RMS

between the four scans. For 136Xe, a fraction of 2.6± 0.2% is obtained.

The first low-background (OLC closed and no high-energy calibration sources deployed)

data taking period with 136Xe-enriched gas (hereafter Run-V) has been conducted from

February 2019 to June 2020. During this run, the detector performance has remained

stable despite the two gas recoveries that took place in order to perform minor maintenance

interventions. A total exposure of 271.6 days has been reached. A second low-background

period with 136Xe-depleted gas (hereafter Run-VI) was carried out from October 2020 to

June 2021, for a total run time of 208.9 days. According to the 83mKr rate variations, the

integrated DAQ live-time during Run-V and Run-VI is 97.04±0.01% and 97.86±0.01%,

respectively. Although the performance of NEXT-White has not been significantly impacted

by the change of gas, the operation pressure has been slightly different between Run-V

and Run-VI due to the uncertainty in the amount of gas used in the refilling process.
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Figure 2. Isotopic composition of xenon gas. Left panel: RGA scans for 136Xe-enriched gas. Right

panel: RGA scans for 136Xe-depleted gas. See text for details.

The evolution of the gas density over time has been monitored across Run-V and Run-VI.

Beyond minor time variations (<1%) within each period, the cryogenic recovery of the gas

and the refilling of the detector induce typical variations of few percent in the gas density.

In particular, the integrated electron number density in the gas during Run-VI is 1.9±0.2%

larger than in Run-V. This induces a relative increase in the observed background event

rates for E > 1 MeV of 2.4±0.6% (as derived from MC studies) due to the reduction in the

gamma-ray attenuation length and the larger probability of multi-Compton interactions.

The average gas temperature in the active volume of NEXT-White is known within a 0.5 K

uncertainty, inferred from the temperature spread among the sensors mounted at various

locations in the detector and Hall A of the LSC. This translates into a 0.2% uncertainty in

the total number of Xe atoms.

2.3 Simulation

A full simulation of NEXT-White has been implemented in GEANT4. A total of 23

GEANT4 volumes have been described, representing the main components of the detector

as well as the shielding structures. For analysis purposes, the 23 volumes are grouped into

three effective spatial categories: “ANODE”, “CATHODE” and “OTHER”. The ANODE

and CATHODE categories include all GEANT4 volumes placed in, or near, the two detector

end-caps. The OTHER category includes inner volumes in the detector barrel region, the

pressure vessel, and external materials such as the ones in the shielding structure. A visual

representation of these effective volumes is shown in Fig. 3. A number of event generators

have also been implemented so that ββ, radiogenic background, muon and calibration events

can be simulated. Starting from these generators, the simulation of the particle interactions

and propagation results in energy deposits in the active volume which are stored for further

processing. All simulations are performed at 10.1 bar pressure and 300 K temperature, with

a GEANT4 maximum step size of 1 mm.
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Figure 3. GEANT4 description of the NEXT-White geometry. The red, green, and grey volumes in

the figure correspond to the ANODE, CATHODE, and OTHER effective volumes, respectively. The

disk placed outside the pressure vessel and assigned to the ANODE volume corresponds to SiPM

electronics components. For clarity, the geometry of the shielding structures is not shown.

Starting from the GEANT4 events, a full simulation of the detector response is per-

formed. First, a simulation of the electron drift and the light production, propagation,

and detection is conducted, producing ideal PMT and SiPM waveforms. For the elec-

tron drift along the Z axis, a transverse and longitudinal diffusion of 1.072 mm/
√

cm

and 0.267 mm/
√

cm is assumed, respectively, based on [24]. The electron drift lifetime is

simulated according to a lifetime map in (X,Y) coordinates of a reference calibration run

taken at the beginning of Run-V. For the light production, a nominal EL gain of 410 photons

per ionization electron is assumed [25]. Second, the electronics effects (including signal

shaping, gain fluctuations, and noise effects) are added to the ideal sensor waveforms so that

they are comparable to the ones collected by the DAQ system of NEXT-White. With these

simulated waveforms, Monte Carlo events are reconstructed and calibrated equivalently as

if they were real data.

Four specific MC productions have been conducted for the current ββ analysis in

NEXT-White. They account for the radiogenic and cosmogenic backgrounds, the ββ signals,

and the calibration data. The radiogenic background model (see Sec. 4.1), as well as the

calibration MC (see Sec. 3.1), relies on the simulation of isotope decays in the different

detector volumes. The cosmogenic background model (see Sec. 4.2) is built upon simulations

of the muon flux at the LSC and neutron captures in the detector materials. Finally, the

simulation of 2νββ and 0νββ events in the active volume relies on the initial kinematics

provided by the DECAY4 generator [26], considering the standard 0+ → 0+ transition

between the parent (136Xe) and daughter (136Ba) nuclei.
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3 Data processing

Both the real data and MC samples are processed following the same reconstruction,

calibration, and selection procedures. The events are reconstructed and calibrated according

to the techniques described in [8, 23]. A fully reconstructed and calibrated event accounts

for a collection of three-dimensional (3D) hits with defined energy, grouped in a number

of tracks according to connectivity criteria. In turn, each track has well-defined extremes

with an associated energy. The processed events finally undergo different selection cuts.

Specific selection criteria are defined for the measurement of the radiogenic and cosmogenic

backgrounds, as well as for the ββ decay analysis.

3.1 Event reconstruction and calibration

In the first stage of the event reconstruction, the amplitudes of the PMT and SiPM signals

are converted from ADC to p.e. according to the gains measured periodically by a set

of LEDs installed in both the energy and the tracking planes. The 25-ns sampled PMT

waveforms are then added into a global waveform. A search for S1 (width below 125 ns) and

S2 (width above 2 µs) pulses is performed within this waveform. Events with more than

one S1, corresponding to coincident energy deposits, are rejected. The SiPM waveforms

(1 MHz sampling) are then reduced to the corresponding time windows of the detected

S2 signals. 3D hits are reconstructed from the PMT and SiPM S2 signals. The X and Y

coordinates are obtained for each 2 µs slice (two samples) of the SiPM waveforms, while the

Z coordinate (drift direction) is derived from the time difference with respect to the S1 of

the event. For each time slice, the S2 energy collected by the PMTs is divided among the

reconstructed 3D hits, proportionally to the charge collected by the corresponding SiPM

and with XY coordinates matching the SiPM position. The energy scale to convert from p.e.

to keV is derived from the 83mKr data. Corrections for electron drift lifetime, geometrical

effects, and time variations are also applied relying on 83mKr data collected within a ∼24 h

period.

In a second reconstruction stage, the blurring effect in the topological information

induced by the electron diffusion and the EL light production is corrected by means of

a Richardson-Lucy deconvolution, as shown in [8]. This iterative procedure relies on a

point spread function obtained from the point-like events provided by the 83mKr decays.

A voxelization of the high-definition deconvolved hits is performed by grouping them into

(5 mm)3 volume elements. In turn, a breadth-first search algorithm [27] is applied in order

to establish the connectivity criteria among them and build individual tracks with identified

end points. The energies of these end-points are defined by the integration of energy of

the hits contained within spheres of 18 mm radius. The energy of the track extremes (Eb),

also referred to as blobs, allows us to identify the Bragg peaks corresponding to stopping

electrons, thus offering a handle to distinguish between single-electron and double-electron

tracks (see Sec. 3.2).

The total energy of tracks is obtained by summing the energy of all calibrated hits.

In order to account for the non-linearities in the energy response, the energy scale for

extended objects (as opposed to 83mKr events) is derived from high energy calibration data.
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Figure 4. Reconstructed 3D tracks of ∼2 MeV from two events collected during the low-background

runs of NEXT-White. XY (left), XZ (middle), and YZ (right) projections are shown. According

to the ββ selection defined in Sec. 3.2, the top (bottom) track corresponds to a double-electron

(single-electron) event. The energies of the track extremes correspond to the integration within the

circles. For Eb,min ∼ 377 keV (see Sec. 3.2 for details), two Bragg peaks are identified in the ββ

candidate (Eb of 437 keV and 394 keV), while only one is present in the single-electron track (Eb of

602 keV and 71 keV).

In particular, an empirical second-degree polynomial energy scale model is derived from

the data collected deploying 137Cs and 228Th sources in dedicated ports on the NEXT-

White pressure vessel. This model yields residuals below 0.3% on the peak positions that

appear in low-background data (60Co, 40K and 208Tl), ranging from 1173 keV to 2615 keV.

Overall, the reconstruction and calibration procedures allow obtaining an energy resolution

of ∼1% FWHM at 2615 keV [5], which is found to be stable across the different calibration

campaigns. An example of two tracks of ∼2 MeV, collected during the low-background

runs of NEXT-White, is presented in Fig. 4.

3.2 Event selections and efficiencies

Three consecutive selection stages are applied to the reconstructed events. First, a fiducial

selection is performed in order to reject backgrounds entering the active volume from

the surfaces of the detector. Events are required to have only one S2 signal whose as-

sociated 3D hits are fully contained within the volume defined by 20<Z<510 mm and

R =
√

X2 + Y2 <195 mm. This volume accounts for a xenon fiducial mass of 3.50±0.01 kg,

as derived from the average gas density. Hereafter, we refer to this selection as the cosmo-

genic selection, as the events fulfilling these conditions are used to model and measure the

cosmogenic backgrounds in Sec. 4. In a second stage, events are also required to have only

one reconstructed track, as expected for ββ events. The events passing this selection are
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Figure 5. Blob energy cut efficiency. Left: figure of merit as a function of Eb,min. Right: background

rejection versus signal acceptance. The green cross illustrates the values that optimize the f.o.m. in

the region around the Qββ value, which are specified in the text. In both panels, the results are

presented for different energy ranges from 1 MeV to 2.4 MeV.

used to characterize and measure the radiogenic backgrounds in Sec. 4. Therefore, hereafter

we refer to it as the radiogenic selection.

Finally, track-based topological cuts are added to the previous selection in order to

identify double-electrons, as expected for ββ events. In this ββ selection, only tracks with

no common hits in their end-point blobs are selected, assuring that the track extremes do

not overlap. The less energetic blobs are then required to have an energy Eb above a given

threshold, Eb,min, which depends on the total energy of the track. This condition ensures

that the track ends in two Bragg peaks, corresponding to the stopping points of the two

electrons. In turn, tracks not fulfilling this condition are identified as single-electron events.

According to this ββ selection, the top (bottom) track displayed in Fig. 4 corresponds to

a double-electron (single-electron) candidate. The Eb,min threshold as a function of event

energy is obtained with MC studies, by optimizing the figure of merit (f.o.m.) defined as

the ratio of the ββ signal selection efficiency over the square root of the single-electron

background acceptance. The left panel of Fig. 5 shows this f.o.m. as a function of Eb,min,

for different energy ranges from 1 MeV to 2.4 MeV. The maxima of the f.o.m. curves,

ranging from ∼2.3 to ∼3.1, are consistent with the measurement of 2.94±0.28 for 1.6 MeV

calibration events obtained in [8]. The background rejection versus the signal acceptance

is presented for the same energy ranges in the right panel of Fig. 5. In the energy region

around the Qββ value, a signal acceptance of ∼62% is achieved for a background rejection

of ∼96%, as indicated in the plot by means of the green cross. As for energies below 1

MeV the topological discrimination worsens considerably, only tracks above this energy are

considered in the current analysis.

The efficiencies for the three selection stages are computed independently in Run-V

and Run-VI by means of 208Tl calibration data, analyzing each specific cut. For the
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ββ selection, the efficiency is evaluated separately for double-electron and single-electron

events. Along the lines of the analyses presented in [7, 8], a double-electron-enriched data

sample is obtained from the events inside the double-escape peak at 1.6 MeV (produced

by 2.6 MeV 208Tl gamma-rays), as it is mostly populated by pair-production interactions.

In turn, events outside this peak, dominated by Compton scattering interactions, provide

a single-electron-enriched data sample. The overall efficiencies for the three selections,

integrated from 1 MeV to 2.8 MeV, are presented in Tab. 1. According to the ββ efficiencies

for double-electron (signal-like) and single-electron (background-like) events, a figure of

merit of ∼ 2.5 (∼ 2.8) is achieved in Run-V (Run-VI). While the energy dependence of

these efficiencies is well reproduced by simulated calibration samples, significant differences

are observed in the integrated values. The ratios between the data-driven and MC-driven

efficiencies are used as scaling factors in the simulations of ββ and background events used

in the current analysis.

Table 1. Efficiencies of the cosmogenic, radiogenic, and ββ selections, integrated from 1 MeV to 2.8

MeV. The specific ββ efficiencies for double-electron and single-electron tracks are shown.

Period Cosmogenic Radiogenic ββ double-electron ββ single-electron

Run-V 54.8±0.2% 47.7±0.2% 24.7±0.5% 2.24±0.06%

Run-VI 54.9±0.2% 48.3±0.2% 27.5±0.6% 2.34±0.07%

MC 62.6±0.1% 54.7±0.1% 33.0±0.4% 2.09±0.05%

4 Backgrounds

The backgrounds in the NEXT-White detector have been measured relying on a model

considering both radiogenic and cosmogenic contributions. Although neutron-induced

backgrounds from (α,n) reactions and spontaneous fission are expected to be negligible,

small contributions would be naturally embedded in the treatment of the cosmogenic

background induced by fast-neutrons. The goal of this measurement is twofold. First, it

allows the identification of the main background sources. Second, it offers a handle to

assure the time stability of the backgrounds in the two data taking periods considered for

the current ββ analyses.

4.1 Radiogenic background model

As presented in [10], the expected radiogenic background budget in NEXT-White is derived

from a detailed simulation and an extensive radiopurity measurements campaign conducted

by the NEXT collaboration [28–30]. The radiogenic background model accounts for four

isotopes (214Bi, 208Tl, 40K and 60Co) and 44 detector materials distributed in up to 23

detector volumes in the the GEANT4 simulation. Overall, the model consists of 85

background sources (isotope × GEANT4 volume contributions).

The radiopurity screening of the 44 materials has been mostly conducted by gamma

spectroscopy, using the high-purity Germanium detectors of the LSC Radiopurity Service.
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However, mass spectroscopy techniques (ICP-MS, GDMS) have also been used for some

detector materials in order to reach sensitivities below 1 mBq/kg. This is the case of copper,

lead, steel, high-density polyethylene and PTFE. For those contributions whose specific

activity was measured, the obtained central values are adopted in the background model.

In a conservative scenario, the 95% CL upper limits are considered for those contributions

where the specific activity could not be quantified. These specific activity assumptions are

multiplied by the material quantities to obtain the total background activity assumptions.

These material quantities are obtained from the as-built engineering drawings of NEXT-

White and the known material densities. With respect to the background model described

in [10], new ICP-MS measurements at PNNL for PTFE (light tube) and copper (inner

copper shield) have provided the specific activities for 208Tl and 214Bi, for which only upper

limits were available. In addition to the activity assumptions in the various materials, the

background model also assumes 3.1 mBq of 214Bi decays uniformly from the cathode plane.

This is estimated from the activity of internal radon 222Rn measured in NEXT-White using

alpha particles, and assuming that all 222Rn daughters (charged and chemically active)

plate out on the cathode [22].

According to the estimated activities, a full GEANT4-based Monte Carlo simulation

has been performed. The materials are associated to 23 GEANT4 volumes describing the

components of the NEXT-White detector, as well as the shielding structures, with one

or more materials assigned to each volume. In turn, these 23 volumes are grouped at

analysis level into the three effective volumes defined in Sec. 2.3 (CATHODE, ANODE

and OTHER). With respect to the simulation used in [10], a new activity contribution to

describe stainless steel frames supporting the anode plate and gate mesh has been added.

Overall, 1.2× 107 events with more than 400 keV of energy deposited in the active volume

have been simulated. According to our activity assumptions, this nominal background

MC corresponds to an effective exposure of 48.99 yr, well in excess of Run-V and Run-VI

exposures. The simulated events have been reconstructed as described in Sec. 3.1, following

the same procedure as for real data. Finally, the background selection presented in Sec. 3.2

has been applied to the reconstructed events in order to derive the radiogenic background

expectations.

The total expected radiogenic background rate above 1 MeV amounts to RBG(radio)=0.404

mHz. The specific contritributions from 214Bi, 208Tl, 60Co and 40K are 0.051, 0.081, 0.094

and 0.178 mHz, respectively. The total rates from the CATHODE, ANODE and OTHER

effective volumes are 0.063, 0.198 and 0.143 mHz, respectively. The estimated background

rate from each specific volume is presented in Fig. 6, where the specific contributions

from the four isotopes are also displayed. The dominant backgrounds come from 40K in

the SiPM dice boards, within the ANODE effective volume, 60Co in the vessel materials

(OTHER volume) and 208Tl from tracking plane readout electronics (ANODE volume).

While the light tube might also be a major contributor to the background budget, the

activity assumptions for 60Co and 40K correspond to upper limits. Finally, the PMTs

(CATHODE volume) represent also a significant contribution. These dominant background

sources do not correspond necessarily to the most active volumes. The probability of a

radiogenic interaction in the active volume depends on the spatial location of the volume
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Figure 6. Radiogenic background model according to background selection defined in Sec. 3.2. The

rate of events above 1 MeV from each GEANT4 detector volume is presented, along with the specific
214Bi, 208Tl, 60Co and 40K contributions.

where the original decay takes place. Thus, the highest probabilities correspond to the

innermost volumes (such as the PTFE light tube or the SiPM dice boards), while the

outermost simulated volumes (particularly the lead-based shielding) barely contribute to

the total background budget.
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Figure 7. Radiogenic background model according to background selection defined in Sec. 3.2. The

rate of events as a function of the energy (left) and average Z position (middle) are shown for the

four isotopes considered in the model. The total rate of events from the three effective volumes

defined in Sec. 2.3 (right) is presented as a function of the average Z position. The background

contributions are shown stacked to each other.

The left panel of Fig. 7 shows the energy of the four isotopes considered in the

background model. The characteristic peaks of 60Co (1173 and 1333 keV), 40K (1461 keV),

and 208Tl (1593 and 2615 keV) are clearly visible, offering a handle to measure their specific

contributions from real data. According to their energy spectra, while the four isotopes

represent a background for the measurement of the 2νββ half-life, only 214Bi and 208Tl
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contribute to the region of interest for the 0νββ searches. Defining the Z position of an

event as the charge-weighted average over all reconstructed hits, the Z distributions of the

four isotopes are shown in the middle panel of Fig. 7. The Z-dependence of the expected

rate reflects the position of the dominant background sources, peaking in particular around

the anode (Z→0 mm) for 208Tl and 40K, and around the cathode (Z→530 mm) for 214Bi

and 60Co. This Z-dependence of the backgrounds provides some sensitivity to the spatial

origin of the specific sources. Considering the three effective volumes defined in Sec. 2.3, as

shown in the right panel of Fig. 7, this sensitivity is fully exploited in order to measure

from real data the specific contributions of these volumes.

4.2 Cosmogenic background model

The cosmogenic backgrounds are induced by high energy (up to few TeV) cosmic-ray muons

reaching the laboratory. These muons produce fast-neutrons and unstable nuclides when

interacting in the rock walls and detector materials. In turn, the fast neutrons travel some

distance until they thermalize and get captured. Activation of isotopes upon neutron capture

can lead to prompt and delayed signals. Immediately after the capture, prompt-gammas are

emitted due to the nuclear de-excitation. The resulting isotope may also be radioactive and

decay, according to its specific half-life, inducing a delayed signal. Both types of events can

become a background in 0νββ searches if they deposit an energy around the Qββ value. In

particular, the prompt-γs can be suppressed to a negligible level by means of a muon tagger

system. These signals are typically emitted within the same trigger window of the muon, so

an effective veto can be applied. However, the decay of long-lived radio-isotopes cannot

be efficiently correlated to a muon event, and thus becomes an irreducible background. In

xenon-based detectors, this is the case of 137Xe, undergoing a β decay with a half-life of

3.82 minutes and a Qβ value of 4173±7 keV [31].

The muon flux at Hall A of the LSC has been previously measured with a dedicated

muon monitor in [32]. Located at the opposite side of Hall A, a consistent muon flux of

Φµ = 4.77 ± 0.03(stat) ± 0.02(sys) × 10−7 cm−2s−1 has been measured by NEXT-White.

Since NEXT-White is not surrounded by an external muon veto system, the cosmogenic

prompt-γs are of particular importance. When the muons originating the (n,γ) reactions

do not cross the active volume of the detector, they become a significant background. The

Monte Carlo simulation of the muon flux and the detector have been used to identify the

isotope activations that can lead to backgrounds in the region of interest for ββ decay

analyses. The MC shows that the fast-neutrons responsible for energy deposits in the active

volume of NEXT-White are generated mainly by muon interactions in the detector shielding

(lead and support structures of the OLC and the ILC). Fast neutrons generated in the

rock walls of the LSC account only for ∼ 3% of the cosmogenic backgrounds. Each muon

generates a mean value of ∼3.7 fast neutrons, although only ∼0.17 induce a background

upon a (n,γ) process. The characteristic capture time is different for each isotope, depending

on the cross-section and detector volume. However, >99% of the neutrons are captured

within a time window of 1 ms following the muon.

As shown in Fig. 8, only four isotopes are responsible for 97% of the prompt-γ back-

ground in NEXT-White: 64Cu (72%), 66Cu (18%), 2H (5%) and 116In (2%). The contribution
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Figure 8. Relative fraction of isotope activations through (n,γ) reactions, for which the de-excitation

gamma deposits energy in the active volume of NEXT-White. A fraction of 97% of the prompt-γ

backgrounds corresponds to four isotopes: 64Cu (72%), 66Cu (18%),2H (5%) and 116In (2%). Isotopes

contributing less than 0.1% are not shown.

due to the activation of 137Xe is negligible in NEXT-White (∼0.2% in the 136Xe enriched

gas) due to the limited xenon mass. The captures on copper occur mostly on the ICS

(∼60%) and the rings of the field cage of the TPC (∼25%), with smaller contributions

from the PMTs support structures. The activation of deuteron occurs in the high-density

polyethylene (HDPE) of the field cage (>99%), although a sub-percent fraction of the

captures happen also in the SiPM dice boards. The captures on indium take place on

the ITO covering the anode plate. Although a significant fraction of the neutron captures

take place in lead (OLC and ILC) and iron (mostly the vessel), the corresponding prompt

gammas do not induce a significant background due to the internal copper shielding. The

relative capture fractions in each isotope are found to be rather independent of the muon

energy and angular distribution of the muon flux.

The prompt-γs energy spectra of the relevant activated isotopes is also obtained from

dedicated simulations of neutron captures in the detector materials. Probability Density

Functions (PDFs) are obtained for 64Cu, 66Cu, 2H and 116In (dominant backgrounds), as

well as for 137Xe (illustration purposes), by registering the total energy deposited in the

active volume by the prompt-gammas. The PDFs corresponding to the cosmogenic selection

(see Sec. 3.2) are shown in left panel of Fig. 9, once normalized according to the relative

capture fractions presented in Fig. 8. The overall energy spectrum expands up to ∼ 8 MeV

due to the copper activations, which are dominant for all energies. While the fraction of

deuteron background is not negligible, the single gamma emitted has an energy of 2.22

MeV, well below the Qββ of 136Xe and thus it does not represent a background for 0νββ

searches. Although the prompt-gammas from 137Xe activations expand to energies above

the Qββ, their contribution to the overall background is negligible even in 136Xe-enriched

gas. The same applies to the activation of other xenon isotopes.

The simulation of the muon flux at the LSC confirms that the only long-lived activated
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Figure 9. Cosmogenic background model in 136Xe-enriched xenon. Left: energy spectrum of the

overall prompt-γ background (black line), with the specific contributions of the relevant activated

isotopes stacked to each other. Right: total cosmogenic background (black line) and relative

contributions from prompt-γ (yellow) and 137Xe β decay (green) events.

isotope inducing a delayed signal of high energy in NEXT-White is 137Xe. The ratio of

the prompt-γ background rate to the 137Xe-β background rate is found to be 23.8 (913.6)

in 136Xe-enriched (136Xe-depleted) xenon. A dedicated simulation of the β decays of this

isotope in the active volume of the detector has been conducted to obtain the corresponding

energy spectrum. The right panel of Fig. 9 shows the contribution of this delayed background

to the total cosmogenic background when operating NEXT-White with 136Xe-enriched

xenon.

The normalization of the cosmogenic background is obtained from an analysis of the

high-energy data collected with NEXT-White in Run-V and Run-VI. Since there are no

radiogenic backgrounds above 2.7 MeV, samples of cosmogenic events above this energy

are obtained by applying the cosmogenic selection. In particular, consistent rates (1.2σ) of

0.40± 04 day−1 and of 0.48± 05 day−1 are found in Run-V and Run-VI, respectively, for

events with E>2.8 MeV. These data samples are jointly fitted to the cosmogenic background

model in order to derive the best-fit normalization of this background. The results of

a likelihood fit with only one free parameter (overall normalization of the cosmogenic

background considering the prompt-γs and the 137Xe β decay) are shown in Fig. 10. With

a χ2/dof = 43.4/61 (p-value of 96%), the best-fit value for the cosmogenic background rate

in the 1-8 MeV energy window is 0.018±0.001 mHz in Run-V and 0.017±0.001 mHz in

Run-VI. According to relative fractions of prompt-γ and β events derived from MC, this

corresponds to a prompt-γ rate of 0.017±0.001 mHz in both runs (negligible contribution

of 137Xe gammas), and β-decay rates of 0.77±0.06 µHz in Run-V and 0.019±0.001 µHz in

Run-VI. As a validation, a second likelihood fit with independent normalizations for the

prompt-γs and the β decay has been performed, yielding consistent results.
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Figure 10. Cosmogenic background fit combining Run-V (left) and Run-VI (right) data. The

rate of events above 2.8 MeV and passing the cosmogenic selection is superimposed to the best-fit

normalization of the cosmogenic background model, consisting of prompt-γs (yellow) and 137Xe β

decays (green). For illustration purposes, the radiogenic background model for the same selection is

also shown (gray).

In order to convert this cosmogenic background model into the corresponding one for the

radiogenic and ββ selections defined in Sec. 3.2, the energy-dependent ratios of the different

selection efficiencies are considered. According to this MC-driven extrapolation in the energy

range between 1 and 2.8 MeV, the Run-V cosmogenic rate in the background selection

amounts to RBG(cosmo)=9.9±0.7 µHz. In Run-VI, the rate is RBG(cosmo)=9.3±0.7 µHz,

given the reduction of the 137Xe β decay contribution. Both rates can be compared with

the contribution from the radiogenic background model of Sec. 4.1, RBG(radio)=404 µHz.

4.3 Background measurement and time stability

A measurement of the specific radiogenic and cosmogenic backgrounds in Run-V and

Run-VI has been performed in order to make a detailed comparison with the expectations

and to assure the background time stability between both data taking periods. The

measurement relies on the MC background model presented in Sec. 4.1 and Sec. 4.2 and

follows the statistical approach described in [10]. The specific expectations for Run-V and

Run-VI account for the small differences in the DAQ livetimes, gas densities, and selection

efficiencies.

An effective fit to the events passing the radiogenic selection (see Sec. 4.1) in the

1000–2800 keV range has been performed to obtain the normalization of each background

source. The fit relies on the minimization of a maximum extended likelihood, considering

the energy spectra of both the radiogenic and cosmogenic contributions, as well as the Z

distribution of the radiogenic sources. As the dominant cosmogenic background comes from

the copper surrounding the active volume, the expected cosmogenic background does not
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exhibit a particular Z-dependence. The fit considers the contribution of the 214Bi, 208Tl,
40K, and 60Co isotopes from the 3 effective volumes, as well as the contribution of the

cosmogenic backgrounds (accounting for both prompt-γs and the β decay of 137Xe). This

results in a total of 13 fit parameters that provide normalization factors with respect to

the nominal model predictions. Since the contribution of 136Xe in this sample is small,

its normalization has been fixed as corresponding to the 2νββ half-life reported in [33].

Although negligible with respect to the statistical errors, systematic uncertainties accounting

for the energy scale (0.3%) and total normalization contributions (0.2%, from DAQ livetime

and trigger uncertainties) are incorporated into the fit via two nuisance parameters.
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Figure 11. Run-V (top) and Run-VI (bottom) background fits. Data (black dots) are superimposed

to the best-fit background model expectation (solid histograms), for which the different radiogenic

(214Bi, 208Tl, 40K, and 60Co) and cosmogenic-neutron-induced (n-BG) contributions are shown

stacked to each other. The best-fit residuals are shown below the distributions.

The results of the Run-V and Run-VI background fits are presented in Fig. 11, su-

perimposing the data to the best-fit MC expectations. All the characteristic lines of the

considered radiogenic isotopes are well described, as well as the cosmogenic contribution

above the Compton edge of 208Tl (E&2.4 MeV). However, the best-fit residuals of the energy
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and Z distributions exhibit deviations between data and MC (particulary below 1.5 MeV)

leading to a poor goodness of fit (χ2/dof=329.6/131 and χ2/dof=345.1/131 in Run-V and

Run-VI respectively). Although under investigation, these deviations seem to be connected

to limitations in the simulation of the detector response and/or of the background model.

The central values and errors for the 13 fit parameters are shown in Fig. 12, superimposed

to the corresponding background model expectation. The best-fit rates are found to be fully

consistent between Run-V and Run-VI, implying background stability within measurement

errors between both data taking periods. The dominant radiogenic background sources are

identified to come from the cathode and anode regions, with 208Tl (214Bi) being dominant

in the former (latter). Significant deviations with respect to the model are observed, in

particular in these two regions. Some component installed in the detector may be responsible

for a larger activity contribution compared to what inferred from the corresponding screened

samples. Possible causes include contaminations in the machining and/or installation

processes, differences in the cleaning procedures, or non-uniform activities of the bulk

materials. While care has been placed into minimising those differences between screened

and installed materials, they cannot be eliminated. Concerning the virtual volume OTHER,

a vanishing contribution of 40K is measured. This indicates that the upper limits adopted

in the model for the 40K activity in the PTFE light tube might be significantly larger than

the actual contamination. Finally, the measured cosmogenic (neutron-induced) background,

labeled as n-BG in Fig. 12, is found to be fully consistent with the expectation. Since the

normalization of the cosmogenic model is extracted from data above 2.8 MeV in Sec. 4.2,

this validates the reliability of the model at lower energies. Conservatively, the cosmogenic

background has not been constrained in the background fit using the E > 2.8 MeV result

in Sec. 4.2, as in absence of calibration data above 2.6 MeV this normalization has been

derived adopting the selection efficiency computed with MC alone.

Beyond the detailed analysis of the background contributions, the time stability has

also been assessed by model-independent means. The observed total rate of events above 1

MeV passing the radiogenic selection is found to be stable on a daily basis across Run-V

and Run-VI [19]. The integrated rates for the whole data taking periods are 0.758±0.006

mHz and 0.742±0.011 mHz, respectively. The observed difference (0.016±0.013 mHz) is

consistent with the 2νββ rate expectation in Run-V (∼0.027 mHz) based on the half-life

reported in [33]. Specific analyses have been performed to assure the stability of the 60Co

and 222Rn-induced backgrounds, as discussed in the following.
60Co has a cosmogenic origin. Assuming that most of the 59Co activations took place

while the detector materials were on the surface, the contribution of this background would

be decreasing with time according to the half-life of 60Co (5.27 year). However, activations

keep happening at the LSC overburden, even if at a much lower rate, so the activity

evolution may not be an exponential. The evaluation of the integrated variation of the 60Co

rate between Run-V and Run-VI has been carried out by fitting the 1173 keV gamma line.

The intensity of this line in both periods, measured with a ∼ 8% precision, is consistent

within < 0.5σ, thus indicating secular equilibrium.

The amount of 222Rn in the gas evolves in time according to different factors, such as

the outgassing rate in the materials or the performance of the hot getter. In order to monitor

– 19 –



Xe136
Bi214_OTHER

Tl208_OTHER

K40_OTHER

Co60_OTHER

Bi214_ANODE

Tl208_ANODE

K40_ANODE

Co60_ANODE

Bi214_CATHODE

Tl208_CATHODE

K40_CATHODE

Co60_CATHODE

nBG

B
e
st

f
it

 r
a
te

 (
H

z
)

0.1−

0.05−

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3
3−

10×

RunV

RunVI

BG Model

RunV

RunVI

BG Model

RunV

RunVI

BG Model

Figure 12. Best-fit rates of the 13 background contributions considered in the background fit of

Run-V (black dots) and Run-VI (empty dots). The expectation from the background model (gray

histogram) is superimposed for comparison purposes.

the time variation of the Rn-induced background, the rate of electron tracks emanating

from the cathode surface has been measured. The integrated rates in Run-V and Run-VI

are 0.206±0.003 mHz and 0.214±0.004 mHz, respectively. The difference of 8±5 µHz is

attributed to the variation of the Rn contamination between both periods. According to a

MC simulation, this difference translates into a fiducial background difference of 0.12±0.08

µHz between Run-V and Run-VI, a negligible variation with respect to the total observed

background. This confirms the results of the background model fit, where the contribution

of the 214Bi from the cathode region is found to be stable within a 20% precision (see

Fig. 12).

5 Neutrinoless double beta decay searches

Since the 136Xe-depleted data sample provides a direct measurement of the backgrounds,

the 0νββ analyses exploit the combination of Run-V and Run-VI data, as done for the 2νββ

measurement in [19]. Provided that the time stability of the radiogenic and cosmogenic

events has been assured, the rate of 0νββ events can be extracted from the comparison of

both samples, together with the rate of 2νββ events. In this case, the data and MC events

considered are those obtained by applying the ββ selection defined in Sec. 3.2. This selection

boosts the signal over background ratio, thus improving the sensitivity to the 0νββ search.

The combination of the Run-V and Run-VI data is performed in two parallel approaches.

In the first one, a background-model-dependent technique is developed along the lines of

other ββ decay experiments, where data are confronted to the signal plus background MC

expectations. In the second approach, a novel direct background-subtraction technique

is developed, suppressing the dependence of the analysis on the background model. As
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according to the measured energy resolution the expected number of 2νββ events above

2.4 MeV is totally negligible (<0.006 year−1), this decay does not impact the sensitivity of

these analyses to the 0νββ signal. An extensive list of systematic uncertainties has been

evaluated. The main normalization uncertainties, presented in previous sections, are the

same ones used in our NEXT-White 2νββ measurement [19], and are reported again in

Tab. 2 for convenience. Although the dominant contribution is that one of the selection

efficiencies, all of them have been considered in the ββ analyses. Apart from the rate

normalization uncertainty, a 0.3% error on the energy scale has also been adopted.

5.1 Background-model-dependent analysis

The search for the 0νββ process is performed by means of a likelihood fit of the Run-V

and Run-VI data samples to the corresponding MC expectations. This joint fit follows

the approach presented in Sec. 4.3 for the measurement of the radiogenic and cosmogenic

backgrounds. However, the Z distributions of the different sources are not considered, as

they are not relevant for the estimation of the ββ event rate. As the time stability of

the backgrounds is demonstrated (see Sec. 4.3), the specific contributions are taken to

be the same in both periods. The best-fit values for the 5 background sources (the four

radiogenic isotopes and the total neutron-induced cosmogenic backgrounds) are extracted

along with the 0νββ and 2νββ rates, which in turn are translated into best-fit values for the

corresponding neutrinoless and two-neutrino mode half-lives. The normalization systematic

uncertainties are included in the fit via nuisance parameters constrained by the estimations

summarized in Tab. 2. The error on the energy scale (σscl=0.3%) has also been considered

with an extra nuisance parameter, although it has been found to have a negligible impact.

The result of this background-model-dependent ββ fit is shown in Fig. 13, where the

Run-V and Run-VI data are superimposed to the post-fit energy distributions. The best-fit

values and errors of the different background contributions are presented in Tab. 3. The

Table 2. Rate normalization uncertainties in 136Xe-enriched and 136Xe-depleted data samples. The

fourth column indicates whether the uncertainty is correlated between the two periods. No gas

density uncertainty is assigned to Run-V as Run-VI density is corrected with respect to this period.

The specific uncertainties in the selection efficiencies for single-electron and double-electron events

are shown. Sources above the continuous line affect both the signal and background rates, while the

sources below have an impact only on the ββ signals (0νββ and 2νββ).

Source Run-V (%) Run-VI (%) Correlated

DAQ live-time 0.01 0.01 No

Gas density - 0.6 No

ββ selection for 2e− 2.1 2.1 No

ββ selection for 1e− 2.8 3.0 No
136Xe-fraction 0.4 0.2 No

Number of Xe atoms 0.2 0.2 Yes

Trigger efficiency 0.2 0.2 Yes
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Figure 13. Background-model-dependent ββ fit combining Run-V (left) and Run-VI (right). Data

(black dots) are superimposed to the best-fit background model expectation (solid histograms), for

which the different contributions are shown stacked to each other. The 0νββ signal corresponding

to the obtained upper limit rate at 90% C.L. is also shown in the left panel.

central values of the nuisance parameters in the fit are found to be consistent with their

priors within one sigma, reinforcing the reliability of the systematic uncertainties evaluation.

Table 3. Background rates extracted from the ββ fit. Middle and right columns show the background

contributions in the entire energy range considered in the fit and in a 100 keV window around 136Xe

Qββ , respectively.

Background 1000–2800 keV 2400–2500 keV

(µHz) (yr−1)
214Bi 5.5 ± 2.7 0.1 ± 0.1
208Tl 39.8 ± 1.5 1.7 ± 0.3
60Co 14.7 ± 2.2 0
40K 10.6 ± 1.8 0

Cosmogenic 1.0 ± 0.5 1.5 ± 0.9

As seen in Fig. 14, no events are observed in the 2400-2500 keV energy range in

the 136Xe-enriched data sample, while 4 events are observed in the 136Xe-depleted data

sample (displays and further details on these events are presented in Appendix A). Thus,

no evidence of the 0νββ decay has been found in NEXT-White. According to the fit

results, the expected number of Run-V background events in this energy window is 2.5 ±
0.7, arising from 1.3 ± 0.2 208Tl events, 1.1 ± 0.7 cosmogenic events and 0.1 ± 0.1 214Bi

events. For this best-fit expectation, the probability to observe 0 events is 11.4%. Owing to

the different exposure, the background expectations in Run-VI for 208Tl, cosmogenic and
214Bi events are 1.0 ± 0.2, 0.8 ± 0.5 and 0.1 ± 0.1, respectively, for a total of 1.9 ± 0.6
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Figure 14. Energy spectra around the Qββ of 136Xe according to the background-model fit presented

in the text. Run-V (left) and Run-VI (right) data are superimposed to the best-fit background

expectations and the 0νββ signal corresponding to the obtained upper limit rate at 90% C.L. The

vertical dashed lines define a 100 keV region around Qββ . The number of observed and expected

events within this ROI is also displayed.

background events. The corresponding probability to observe 4 or more events is 13.8%. In

the absence of a 0νββ signal, a lower limit on T 0ν
1/2 is inferred from the profile likelihood fit,

considering the entire energy spectrum. The inferred lower limit on the 0νββ half-life is T 0ν
1/2

> 5.5× 1023 yr at 90% C.L., while the expected median sensitivity is T 0ν
1/2 > 2.9× 1023 yr.

Relying on the phase space factor of [34] and on the nuclear matrix elements summarized in

[35] (referring to shell model [36–39], QRPA [40–44], EDF theory [45–47] and IBM [48, 49]

calculations), this result corresponds to an upper limit on the Majorana neutrino mass of

〈mββ〉 ≡ |
∑

i U
2
eimi| = 0.74–3.19 eV, being Uei and mi the elements of the neutrino mixing

matrix and the neutrino mass eigenvalues, respectively.

This analysis also provides a cross-check of the 2νββ measurement reported in [19]. The

main difference between the two analyses is to explicitly consider the cosmogenic background

contribution in the one described here. As the cosmogenic background contribution is of

little importance compared to the radiogenic background contribution in the 2νββ energy

region of interest, similar results are expected. Indeed, the fit value for the 2νββ rate is

R(136Xe) = 335 ± 75(stat) ± 52(sys) yr−1. The measured rate excludes the null hypothesis

at 4.1 σ, reproducing the median sensitivity found in MC studies. The corresponding 2νββ

half-life is T 2ν
1/2 = 2.16+0.67

−0.39(stat)+0.47
−0.27(sys)× 1021 yr, fully consistent with our measurement

[19].

The reduced-χ2 of the fit, χ2/dof=172.3/137 (p-value = 2.2%), points at a statistically

significant deviation between the data and the MC expectations, as was the case for the

radiogenic background fit in Sec. 4.3.

However, this poor goodness of fit is not expected to impact the ββ results, as they

are effectively derived from the comparison of the 136Xe-enriched and 136Xe-depleted data.
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Indeed, these results are confirmed by the background-subtraction approach presented in

Sec. 5.2.

5.2 Background-subtraction ββ analysis

The data sample taken with 136Xe-depleted gas allows for a direct background subtraction

in the 136Xe-enriched data. Provided that the backgrounds are constant in time, as

demonstrated in Sec. 4.3, this subtraction removes all radiogenic backgrounds as well as

the cosmogenic ones, with the exception of the 137Xe-induced (prompt-γs and delayed β

decay). However, as shown in Sec. 4.2 and Sec. 4.3 and due to the limited xenon mass,

the contribution of 137Xe activations in NEXT-White is totally negligible with respect to

all other backgrounds. As a consequence, this background-subtraction allows for a ββ

analysis, covering both the measurement of T 2ν
1/2 and the search of a 0νββ signal, with little

dependence on the background model. In particular, this method avoids the possible impact

of the imperfections or limitations in the background model assumptions and simulation,

providing results which are independent of the particular number of background sources

and their spatial origin. The best-fit ββ event rates are extracted from the comparison of

the background-subtracted energy spectrum and the expected signal PDF.

Once Run-VI data are corrected by the small differences in the DAQ live time and the

selection efficiency with respect to Run-V, the subtraction of both data samples yields a

positive value which is attributed to the 136Xe 2νββ events: R(136Xe) = 244 ± 83(stat) ±
29(sys) yr−1. No 0νββ signal is observed in the background-subtracted data, as a negative

rate of -6.9 ± 3.3(stat) ± 0.3(sys) yr−1 is obtained in the 2400–2500 keV region. The

quoted systematic uncertainties account for both the subtraction error (considering the

selection efficiencies of single and double-electron events in both periods, and the density

correction applied to Run-VI), as well as the signal normalization error (considering the

isotopic composition of the gas, the number of xenon atoms and the trigger efficiency). The

energy scale systematic uncertainty is found to be negligible.

In order to derive a lower limit to the 136Xe 0νββ half-life from the background

subtracted energy spectrum, a fit is performed to the corresponding MC expectation. The

normalization of the 2νββ and 0νββ rates stand as the only two free parameters of the

fit. Due to the limited statistics, an asymmetric binning is adopted. A region of 100 keV

around the Qββ (∼ ±2×FWHM) is sampled in 25 keV–bins, while bins between 50 and

100 keV are used for the rest of the energy spectrum. The fit relies on the minimization of

a Pearson’s χ2 statistic, thus considering the statistical uncertainties in the model. The

systematic uncertainty assigned to the expectation accounts for the background subtraction

and signal normalization errors. The subtraction systematic uncertainty, derived from the

selection efficiencies and gas density correction, is introduced in the fit as a covariance

matrix. On the other hand, the signal normalization uncertainty is decomposed into the

uncorrelated (isotopic composition) and correlated (number of xenon atoms and trigger

efficiency) contributions between Run-V and Run-VI. These contributions are introduced

in the fit as three nuisance parameters, with a null prior constrained by the corresponding

uncertainties quoted in Tab. 2.
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Figure 15. Background-subtracted ββ fit. Left: background-subtracted data superimposed to the ββ

expectation according to the T 2ν
1/2 reported in [33]. The normalization and background-subtraction

systematics are shown with red and green bands, respectively. Right: background-subtracted

data superimposed to the post-fit 2νββ distribution and the 0νββ signal corresponding to the

obtained upper limit rate at 90% C.L. The vertical dashed lines define a 100 keV region around

Qββ (∼ ±2×FWHM).

The pre-fit distributions (left) and the fit outcome (right) are shown in Fig. 15. The fit

yields a χ2/dof of 30.2/30 (p-value=46%). The best-fit value for the 0νββ rate is pushed to

the physical limit of zero. Marginalizing with respect to all other parameters in the fit, a

lower limit for the corresponding half-life of T 0ν
1/2 > 1.3× 1024 yr at 90% C.L. is obtained.

The expected median sensitivity at the same C.L. is T 0ν
1/2 > 2.9 × 1023 yr, significantly

below the inferred one. This discrepancy arises from the negative rate observed in the

energy region around Qββ, which deviates from zero (null signal) in ∼2.1σ. According to

MC studies, the probability of obtaining a result that is at least as incompatible with a

null signal as the obtained one is 0.5%. Using the same phase space factor and nuclear

matrix element assumptions as in Sec. 5.1, this half-life lower value translates into an upper

limit for the Majorana neutrino mass of 〈mββ〉<0.48–2.07 eV. The fit also yields a best-fit

value for the rate of 2νββ events which corresponds, as expected, to a 2νββ half-life fully

consistent with the one reported in [19] using the same background-subtraction analysis

methodology.

6 Summary and conclusions

Although originally beyond its scientific goals, the NEXT-White detector has been fully

exploited in order to perform a demonstration of the 0νββ search capabilities of the NEXT

technology. While a competitive result cannot be achieved due to the limited fiducial

xenon mass (3.50±0.01 kg), the excellent performance of NEXT-White has provided a
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proof-of-concept for 0νββ searches in future NEXT detectors. The analysis considers 271.6

days of 136Xe-enriched data (Run-V) and 208.9 days of 136Xe-depleted data (Run-VI). As

a preliminary step, a detailed background measurement in both data samples has been

conducted to ensure the time stability of the different contributions. The radiogenic-induced

backgrounds are modeled upon the screening of the detector materials. Up to 12 radiogenic

contributions are accounted for, considering 214Bi, 208Tl, 60Co and 40K from three effective

volumes. The model for cosmogenic-induced backgrounds is derived from MC simulations

and the NEXT-White data collected above 2.7 MeV, the maximum energy of the radiogenic

background. Activations of 64Cu and 66Cu (in the natural copper used as an internal

shielding) are found to be the dominant cosmogenic contributions, while the activation of
137Xe is negligible. All the background contributions are measured independently in Run-V

and Run-VI, yielding consistent results between the two periods. Two different ββ analyses

are conducted: 1) a background-model-dependent approach, fitting the Run-V and Run-VI

data to the background plus ββ models; and 2) a direct background-subtraction approach,

fitting the difference between both data samples to the ββ expectation. No 0νββ signal

is observed in the NEXT-White data. From the background-model-dependent and the

background-subtraction fits, 90% C.L. limits of T 0ν
1/2 > 5.5× 1023 yr and T 0ν

1/2 > 1.3× 1024

yr, respectively, are derived. The background-subtraction result is more sensitive as the

background found in the 2400-2500 keV region is below the model expectation.

These results demonstrate the unique capabilities of the NEXT technology, in particular

exploiting two novel techniques in the field of 0νββ searches: an efficient background

suppression based on the high-definition topology of the electron tracks, and a direct

subtraction of the remaining backgrounds by combining 136Xe-enriched and 136Xe-depleted

data samples. A similar approach may be used in NEXT-100 and future detectors to conduct

low-background, and virtually background-model-independent, searches for neutrinoless

double beta decay.
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Figure 16. XY (left), XZ (middle), and YZ (right) projections of one of the 0νββ candidates. The

energy of this event is 2.451 MeV, and its blob energies 0.538 MeV (green circle) and 0.449 MeV

(blue circle). The event was detected the 14th of November 2020, at 21:35:53 (CET).
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Figure 17. XY (left), XZ (middle), and YZ (right) projections of one of the 0νββ candidates. The

energy of this event is 2.461 MeV, and its blob energies 0.618 MeV (green circle) and 0.563 MeV

(blue circle). The event was detected the 28th of December 2020, at 10:41:40 (CET).
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A 0νββ candidates in the 136Xe-depleted data sample

This appendix provides further information about the 4 ββ candidates observed in the ROI

during the 136Xe-depleted data taking period. Visual displays are shown in Figures 16-19.

The energy of each event, as well as specific energies of the track blobs, are quoted in

the corresponding caption. According to the energy of these events, the Eb,min threshold

applied to their blob energies is 0.379 MeV. The time stamps of the events, also shown in

the caption of the displays, do not reveal any time correlation between them. While the

events in Fig. 16 and Fig. 19 resemble typical double-electron tracks from pair-creation

interactions, the ones in Fig. 17 and Fig. 18 exhibit a more complex topology. From a

visual inspection, the hypothesis of multiple isolated energy depositions being wrongly

reconstructed as a single track seems plausible.
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Figure 18. XY (left), XZ (middle), and YZ (right) projections of one of the 0νββ candidates. The

energy of this event is 2.451 MeV, and its blob energies 0.665 MeV (green circle) and 0.398 MeV

(blue circle). The event was detected the 10th of March 2021, at 5:14:52 (CET).
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Figure 19. XY (left), XZ (middle), and YZ (right) projections of one of the 0νββ candidates. The

energy of this event is 2.467 MeV, and its blob energies 0.675 MeV (green circle) and 0.551 MeV

(blue circle). The event was detected the 27th of May 2021, at 8:12:16 (CET).
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We report the direct observation of muon neutrino interactions with the SND@LHC detector at
the Large Hadron Collider. A data set of proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13.6 TeV collected by

SND@LHC in 2022 is used, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 36.8 fb−1. The search
is based on information from the active electronic components of the SND@LHC detector, which
covers the pseudo-rapidity region of 7.2 < η < 8.4, inaccessible to the other experiments at the
collider. Muon neutrino candidates are identified through their charged-current interaction topology,
with a track propagating through the entire length of the muon detector. After selection cuts, 8
νµ interaction candidate events remain with an estimated background of 0.076 events, yielding a
significance of seven standard deviations for the observed νµ signal.
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Introduction - The use of the Large Hadron Collider
(LHC) as a neutrino factory was first envisaged about 30
years ago [1–3] in particular for the then undiscovered
ντ [4]. Those studies suggest a detector intercepting the
very forward flux (η > 7) of neutrinos (about 5% have τ
flavour) from b and c decays [5]. The physics potential of
a detector to study neutrinos was underlined in Ref. [6].
The role of an off-axis setup, which enhances the neutrino
flux from charmed particle decays, was emphasised in
Ref. [7].

Proton-proton (pp) collisions at a center-of-mass en-
ergy of 13.6 TeV during LHC Run 3, with an expected
integrated luminosity of 250 fb−1, will produce a high-
intensity beam yielding O(1012) neutrinos in the far for-
ward direction with energies up to a few TeV [8].

Neutrinos allow precise tests of the Standard Model
(SM) [9–12] and are a probe for new physics [13, 14].
Measurements of the neutrino cross section in the last
decades were mainly performed at low energies. The re-
gion between 350 GeV and 10 TeV is currently unex-
plored [15].

SND@LHC [16] was designed to perform measure-
ments with high-energy neutrinos (100 GeV to a few TeV)
produced at the LHC in the pseudo-rapidity region
7.2 < η < 8.4. It is a compact, standalone experiment
located in the TI18 unused LEP transfer tunnel (480 m
away of the ATLAS interaction point, IP1[17]) where it
is shielded from collision debris by around 100 m of rock
and concrete. The detector is capable of identifying all
three neutrino flavours with high efficiency.

The detector was installed in TI18 in 2021 during the
Long Shutdown 2 and has collected data since the begin-
ning of the LHC Run 3 in April 2022. The experiment
will run throughout the whole Run 3, during which a to-
tal of two thousand high-energy neutrino interactions of
all flavours are expected to occur in the detector target.

In this paper, we report the detection of νµ charged-
current (CC) interactions using only data that was taken
by the electronic detectors in 2022.

Recently the observation of neutrino interactions in a
complementary pseudo-rapidity region (η > 8.8) has also
been reported with the analysis of the 2022 data by the
FASER Collaboration [18].

Detector - The SND@LHC detector consists of a hybrid
system with a ∼ 830 kg target made of tungsten plates in-
terleaved with nuclear emulsions and electronic trackers,
followed by a hadronic calorimeter and a muon system
(see Figure 1). The electronic detectors provide the time
stamp of the neutrino interaction, preselect the interac-
tion region, tag muons and measure the electromagnetic
and hadronic energy, while the emulsion detectors pro-
vide excellent vertex reconstruction.

A left-handed coordinate system is used, with z along
the nominal collision axis and pointing away from IP1, x
pointing towards the center of the LHC, and y vertically
aligned and pointing upwards.

The detector consists of three parts: the veto sys-
tem, the target section, and the hadronic calorimeter and
muon system.

The veto system is located upstream of the target re-
gion and comprises two parallel planes, located 4.3 cm
apart, of scintillating bars read out on both ends by
silicon photomultipliers (SiPMs). Each plane consists
of seven 1 × 6 × 42 cm3 stacked bars of EJ-200 scin-
tillator [19]. The number of photons generated by a
minimum-ionising particle crossing 1 cm scintillator is of
the order of 104. The bars are wrapped in aluminized
BoPET foil to ensure light tightness and therefore iso-
late them from light in adjacent bars. This system is
used to tag muons and other charged particles entering
the detector from the IP1 direction.

The target section contains five walls. Each wall con-
sists of four units of emulsion cloud chambers (ECC [20])
and is followed by a scintillating fibre (SciFi [21]) station
for tracking and electromagnetic calorimetry.

FIG. 1. Schematic layout of the SND@LHC detector front view (left) and side view (right). The side view includes an
illustration of a νµ charged-current interaction in the target with a hadronic shower sampled in the emulsion target, target
trackers, and hadronic calorimeter, and a muon track visible in the muon system.

The sub-micrometric spatial resolution of the nuclear emulsions allows for very efficient tracking of all the
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charged particles produced in high energy neutrino in-
teractions, despite their small angular separation due to
the large boost. This also allows for efficient tracking of
the tau lepton and its decay vertex which in turn is a key
element in the identification of tau leptons and hence the
tagging of tau neutrino interactions.

Each ECC unit is a sequence of 60 nuclear emulsion
films, 19.2 × 19.2 cm2 and approximately 300 µm, inter-
leaved with 59 tungsten plates, 1 mm thick. Its weight
is approximately 41.5 kg, adding up to about 830 kg for
the total target mass.

Each SciFi station consists of two 40× 40 cm2 planes,
alternating x and y views. Each view comprises six
densely packed staggered layers of 250µm diameter
polystyrene-based scintillating fibres read out by SiPM
arrays. The single particle spatial resolution in one view
is of order of ∼ 150µm and the time resolution for a par-
ticle crossing both x and y views of one plane is about
250 ps.

The muon system and hadronic calorimeter consists
of two parts: upstream (US), the first five stations, and
downstream (DS), the last three stations (see Figure 1).
Each US station consists of 10 stacked horizontal scintil-
lator bars of 82.5× 6× 1 cm3, similar to the veto detec-
tor, resulting in a coarse y view. A DS station consists
of two layers of thinner 82.5 × 1 × 1 cm3 bars arranged
in alternating x and y views, allowing for a spatial res-
olution in each view of less than 1 cm. The time resolu-
tion for a single DS detector bar is ∼ 120 ps. The eight
scintillator planes are interleaved with 20 cm thick iron
blocks. In combination with SciFi, the muon system and
hadronic calorimeter acts as a coarse sampling calorime-
ter (∼ 9.5λint in the US detector), providing the energy
measurement of hadronic jets. The finer spatial resolu-
tion of the DS detector allows for the identification of
muon tracks exiting the detector.

All signals exceeding preset thresholds are read out by
the front-end electronics and clustered in time to form
events. A software noise filter is applied to the events
online, resulting in negligible detector deadtime or loss
in signal efficiency. Events satisfying certain topological
criteria, such as the presence of hits in several detec-
tor planes, are read out at a rate of around 5.4 kHz at
the highest instantaneous luminosity achieved in 2022 of
2.5× 1034 cm−2 s−1.

Data and simulated samples - In this paper, we anal-
yse the data collected during 2022, with pp collisions at
center of mass energy of 13.6 TeV. The delivered in-
tegrated luminosity during this period, as estimated by
the ATLAS Collaboration[17, 22], was 38.7 fb−1, of which
36.8 fb−1 were recorded, corresponding to a detector up-
time of 95%. The data set comprises a total of 8.3×109

events.
The analysis developed for the first observation of νµ

CC interactions from LHC collisions is conducted solely
using the data from the electronic detectors, as infor-
mation from the emulsion target is currently being pro-

cessed.
In SND@LHC the dominant CC process occurring

for νµs is deep inelastic scattering (CCDIS), given the
high energy of neutrinos within the detector accep-
tance [8]. The signature of these interactions includes an
isolated muon track in the muon system, associated with
a hadronic shower detected in the SciFi and hadronic
calorimeter. In Figure 1 the distinctive topology of νµ
CCDIS interactions is shown.

Neutrino production in pp collisions at the LHC is sim-
ulated with the FLUKA Monte Carlo code [23, 24]. DP-
MJET3 (Dual Parton Model, including charm) [25, 26] is
used for the pp event generation, and FLUKA performs
the particle propagation towards the SND@LHC detector
with the help of a detailed simulation of LHC accelerator
elements [27]. FLUKA also takes care of simulating the
production of neutrinos from decays of long-lived prod-
ucts of the pp collisions and of particles produced in re-
interactions with the surrounding material. Genie [28]
is then used to simulate neutrino interactions with the
detector material. The propagation of particles through
the TI18 tunnel and the SND@LHC detector is simulated
with Geant4. A total of around 160 thousand simulated
neutrino events and 30 million background events were
generated for the analysis described in this publication.

Given the total mass of the tungsten target during the
2022 run (∼ 800 kg), about 157 ± 37 νµ CCDIS inter-
actions are expected in the full target in the analysed
data set, where the range in the expectation is given by
the difference between the predictions of the νµ flux at
SND@LHC using DPMJET3 and SIBYLL obtained in
Ref.[29].

Analysis - Observing the rare neutrino signal over the

FIG. 2. Display of a νµ CC candidate event. Hits in the SciFi,
and hadronic calorimeter and muon system are shown as blue
markers and black bars, respectively, and the line represents
the reconstructed muon track.
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prevailing background implies adopting a selection with
strong rejection power, designed to yield a clean set of
events.

The signal selection proceeds in two steps. The first
step aims at identifying events happening in a fiducial
region of the target, while rejecting backgrounds due to
charged particles entering from the front and sides of
the detector. Cuts are applied on the hit multiplicity
in the veto and SciFi planes to select events that are lo-
cated in the 3rd or 4th target wall and consistent with
a neutral particle interaction. The exclusion of events
starting in the two most upstream target walls enhances
the rejection power for muon-induced backgrounds, while
excluding events starting in the most downstream wall
ensures the neutrino-induced showers are sampled by at
least two SciFi planes. The average SciFi channel and DS
bar number are used to discard events with hits at the
edges of detectors’ sensitive areas, resulting in a fiducial
cross-sectional area in the xy plane of 25× 26 cm2. The
efficiency of fiducial region cuts on simulated neutrino
interactions in the target is 7.5%.

The second step selects signal-like signature patterns
using a cut-based procedure. νµ CCDIS interactions are
associated to a large hadronic activity in the calorimetric
system, with a clean outgoing muon track reconstructed
in the muon system, and hit time distribution consistent
with an event originating from the IP1 direction. The
muon track is defined by a set of muon system hits in
a straight-line pattern spanning at least three detector
planes in both zx and zy views. Events with a large
number of hits in the muon system are rejected to ensure
cleanly reconstructed tracks.

The achieved reduction factor on the data for the to-
tal selection (fiducial and neutrino identification cuts)
amounts to 1.0 × 109, while the overall efficiency on the
νµ CCDIS Monte Carlo sample is 2.9%.

As a result of the full selection, 8 νµ CCDIS candidates
are identified, while 4.5 are expected. The contribution of
other neutrino flavours and neutral current interactions
to the selected sample is less than 1% of the expected νµ
CCDIS yield. One of the selected candidates is shown in
Figure 2. The distribution of the number of hits in the
SciFi detector for the selected events is consistent with
the neutrino signal expectation, as shown in Figure 3.

Background - Muons reaching the detector location are
the main source of background for the neutrino search.
They can either enter in the fiducial volume without
being vetoed and generate showers via bremsstrahlung
or deep inelastic scattering, or interact in the surround-
ing material and produce neutral particles that can then
mimic neutrino interactions in the target.

The estimate of the penetrating muon background is
based on the expected flux in the fiducial volume and on
the inefficiency of detector planes used as veto: the veto
system and the two most upstream SciFi planes.

The muon flux at the detector location is estimated
by the CERN SY-STI team with simulations of proton-

proton interactions at IP1 and the transport of the re-
sulting charged pions and kaons along the LHC straight
section until their decay using FLUKA [23, 24]. The
simulation includes both the effects of the accelerator op-
tics and of the material traversed by the particles before
reaching the detector. The muons are recorded at a scor-
ing plane, 1.8 × 1.8 m2, located about 70 m upstream of
SND@LHC, 419 m from IP1. The transport of muons
from the scoring plane to the detector and their interac-
tions along the way are modelled with a Geant4 simu-
lation of SND@LHC and its surroundings. The FLUKA
simulation consists of 50 million pp collisions with LHC
Run 3 beam conditions and a downward crossing angle
of −160 µrad on the vertical plane, corresponding to the
collider configuration in 2022.

The expected muon flux in the fiducial area used in the
present analysis (25 × 26 cm2) is 1.69 × 104 cm−2/fb−1.
The measured rate in the same area during the 2022 run
amounts to (2.07±0.01 (stat)±0.10 (sys))×104 cm−2/fb−1,
in good agreement with predictions, thus validating the
Monte Carlo simulation [30]. The corresponding to-
tal number of muons integrated in 36.8 fb−1 therefore
amounts to 5.0× 108, with 4.0× 108 muons expected.

The inefficiency of the veto system planes is estimated
from data by using good quality tracks reconstructed in
the SciFi detector and validated with a track segment
in the DS detector. The tracks are extrapolated to the
veto detector fiducial volume. All tracks are identified
as muons due to the large number of interaction lengths
traversed; tracks entering the detector from the down-
stream end are excluded by timing measurements. For
the first period of data taking amounting to 23.1 fb−1, the
applied time alignment procedure was relatively rough,
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FIG. 3. Distribution of SciFi hits for candidate events, along
with the expectation from the neutrino signal. The dashed
line shows the background-only hypothesis scaled up to a de-
viation from the nominal expectation at a level of five stan-
dard deviations. The vertical bars represent 68.3% confidence
intervals of the Poisson means.
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leading to some physical events being split into two dif-
ferent recorded events. If one of the two does not contain
enough hits to pass the online noise filter, this results in
an apparent inefficiency of the detector. Therefore, for
this period the measured inefficiency of a single plane is
8 × 10−4, dominated by this effect. The problem was
fixed at the end of October 2022 and the single-plane
inefficiency dropped to 4 × 10−5 [31]. With the same
method we have also estimated the inefficiency of the co-
incidence of the two veto detector planes, amounting to
7.1×10−4 in the first period (23.1 fb−1) and 2.5×10−6 in
the second period (13.7 fb−1). The measured inefficiency
of the double layer does not scale as the square of the
single plane. The apparent correlation between the in-
efficiency of the two veto detector planes may be due to
tracking imperfections in the inefficiency measurement
or residual effects of the noise filter, both of which are
expected to improve in the future. The overall veto sys-
tem inefficiency during the 2022 run therefore amounts
to 4.5× 10−4.

The SciFi detector inefficiency is estimated with a
similar method used for the veto detector, using recon-
structed SciFi tracks confirmed with a DS track and
hits in the veto system. The presence of all SciFi sta-
tions is not required in the reconstruction, therefore the
inefficiency of the first or second SciFi stations can be
extracted. The inefficiency found for each station is
1.1 × 10−4. The combined inefficiency of the veto sys-
tem and the two most upstream SciFi planes is therefore
5.3 × 10−12, thus making the background induced by
muons entering the fiducial volume negligible.

Neutral particles (mainly neutrons and K0
L ’s) originat-

ing from primary muons interacting in rock and concrete
in front of the detector can potentially mimic a neutrino
interaction since they do not leave any incoming trace in
the electronic detectors, and can create a shower in the
target associated with a DS track produced by punch-
through or decay-in-flight π± and K±. Although they
are mainly rejected due to accompanying charged parti-
cles originating from the primary muon interaction, they
constitute the main background source for the neutrino
search.

Pythia v6.4 [32] was used to simulate interactions
of µ+ and µ− on protons or neutrons at rest using the
muon spectrum expected at the detector location. These
events are placed along the muon flight direction accord-
ing to the material density, and the secondary particles
are transported by Geant4 in the detector surround-
ings. Neutral particles induced by muon DIS interact in
the rock and concrete and only a small fraction of the par-
ticles leaves the tunnel wall and enters the detector. The
energy spectrum of neutral hadrons entering the detector
is shown in Figure 4, where the suppression achieved by
rejecting events in which accompanying charged particles
produce hits in the veto detector is also shown.

To estimate the yield of neutral particles passing the
event selection criteria, we simulate the highest energy
neutral hadrons entering the target region in a given

muon DIS interaction using Geant4 [33]. The events
are simulated with energies within [5, 200] GeV and uni-
formly distributed across the front face of the detec-
tor’s target. As shown in Figure 4, the rate of neutral-
hadron events with energies above 100 GeV is heavily
suppressed by using the veto system to tag the accompa-
nying charged particles (most often the scattered muon).
Below 5 GeV the minimum ionizing particles resulting
from the neutral hadron interactions do not have enough
energy to produce a track exiting the downstream end of
the detector.

As can be seen in Figure 3, the lower energy of the neu-
tral hadrons compared to the neutrino signal results in
fewer hits in SciFi. We note that while this variable has
not been used to reduce the neutral-hadron contamina-
tion in the present analysis, it is shown to be a powerful
discriminant against this background.

The background yield after the selection amounts to
(7.6 ± 3.1) × 10−2 and is dominated by neutrons and
K0
Ls. The systematic uncertainty of 40% on the expected

background yield is the combined effect of three sources.
Since the neutral hadrons are produced in interactions
of muons in the rock, we take as the uncertainty on the
muon flux the 22% difference between the simulated and
measured flux of muons traversing detector. To estimate
the impact of the hadron interaction model on the se-
lection efficiency of these background events, we com-
pare the results of simulations using two Geant4 physics
lists, QSGP BERT HP PEN and FTFP BERT, cor-
responding to two rather different hadron-nucleus inter-
action models, which differ by 22%. Finally, the contri-
bution to the systematic uncertainty due to the available
statistics in the simulations is 25%.

Significance evaluation - The significance of the ob-
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servation of 8 candidates with an expected background
yield of 7.6× 10−2 is quantified in terms of the exclusion
of the null hypothesis, defined by setting the neutrino sig-
nal strength, µ to zero. The one-sided profile likelihood
ratio test λ(µ) was used as test statistic. The signifi-
cance is evaluated by comparing λdata(µ = 0) with the
sampling distribution of λ(µ = 0). The likelihood, which
includes a Gaussian factor to account for the background
uncertainties, is

L = Poisson(n |µs+ β) Gauss(β | b, σb)

where n is the number of observed events, s is the ex-
pected number of signal events and β is the number of
background events given by the Gaussian model, having
a mean value b and an uncertainty σb. The implemen-
tation of the method based on RooStats[34] results in a
p-value of 1.48× 10−12, corresponding to an exclusion of
the background-only hypothesis at the level of 7.0 stan-
dard deviations.

Conclusions - A search for high energy neutrinos
originating from pp collisions at

√
s = 13.6 TeV is pre-

sented using data taken by the electronic detectors of
SND@LHC. We observe 8 candidate events consistent
with νµ CC interactions. Our muon-induced and neutral-
hadron backgrounds for the analysed data set amount to
(7.6 ± 3.1) × 10−2 events, which implies an excess of νµ
CC signal events over the background-only hypothesis of
seven standard deviations.
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A Wearable Wireless Magnetic Eye-Tracker,
in-vitro and in-vivo tests

Giuseppe Bevilacqua, Valerio Biancalana, Mario Carucci, Roberto Cecchi, Piero Chessa, Aniello Donniacuo,
Marco Mandalà, Leonardo Stiaccini, Francesca Viberti

Abstract—A wireless, wearable magnetic eye tracker
is described and characterized. The proposed instru-
mentation enables simultaneous evaluation of eye and
head angular displacements. Such a system can be used
to determine the absolute gaze direction as well as to
analyze spontaneous eye re-orientation in response to
stimuli consisting in head rotations. The latter feature
has implications to analyze the vestibulo-ocular reflex
and constitutes an interesting opportunity to develop
medical (oto-neurological) diagnostics. Details of data
analysis are reported together with some results ob-
tained in-vivo or with simple mechanical simulators
that enable measurements under controlled conditions.

Index Terms—Eye Tracking; Magnetic tracker; Mag-
netoresistor; Magnetic Sensor; Sensor Array; Eye Mo-
tion.

I. Introduction
Tracking the movement of human eyes is relevant to

a variety of research fields and finds a range of practical
applications. Among the scientific and health applications,
the characterization of eye movement is of interest to
different communities ranging from psychologists, neurolo-
gists, otolaryngologists, geriatricians, ophthalmologists. In
fact, eye movement caused by external stimuli or activated
to perform specific tasks provides useful information on
various physiological and pathological conditions, related
to attention, skills, vestibular response, degenerative dis-
eases, etc. The breadth of this area of interest is related to
the complexity of the eye dynamics (including fast / slow
reorientations of small / large angles due to voluntary /
unconscious actions), which is also related to the complex
interconnection between peripheral and central neurologi-
cal systems involved in the control of eye movement. The
reorientation of the eye is carried out with different types
of movement which differ in terms of angular velocity and
total displacement [1]: namely pursuits (slow movements
along which the observed scene continues to be fixed) and
saccades (rapid movements that last a few milliseconds
and cause very short, unperceived blindness intervals).
Even during fixation, unperceived microsaccades occur
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without loss of vision. Duration and kinematics of fixation,
latency, pursuits, saccades and microsaccades as well as
their occurrence in response to assigned visual tasks or
to other external stimuli provide information that can be
used as diagnostic parameters [2–6].
The eye tracking finds application also in robotics and

related areas. In particular, it can be used to build human-
machine interfaces, taking advantage from the speed and
the spontaneous actuation of the eye orientation (e.g. in
augmented and virtual reality) or to control prostheses and
recover communication channels, since the eye motility
persists in severely impaired patients.
Our brain elaborates the visually perceived information

providing the impression that the whole accessible scene
is continuously available with maximum detail and that it
is recorded with some static or nearly-static device: we do
not appreciate that the visual environment is constantly
scanned by frequent saccadic movements in such way to
project just a small angular region at once on the fovea. In
addition, the vestibular ocular reflex (VOR) stabilizes the
visual area during the head movements, with opposite eye
re-orientations. VOR helps to perceive static visual scene
despite time dependent head-orientation, with a resulting
subjective and illusive stillness of the scene. This biological
system of visual stabilization hinders the study of actual
ocular dynamics based on the perceived impression and
requires the use of eye tracking techniques, the availability
of which enables quantitative and scientific research on
these otherwise elusive topics. It is worth mentioning that
also smart alternative expedients enabling subjective eval-
uations of eye micromotion during fixation were proposed
decades ago, based on after-image perception [7].
This research field has a long history [8], and starting

from the 18th century gained the attention of a num-
ber of scientists, who contributed both to characterize
the eye dynamics and – since the end of 19th century
– to build up refined instrumentation to quantitatively
record the eye movements. Both ancient and modern
techniques are historically presented in the first chapter
of the above cited book, while a more detailed analysis
of the currently used methodologies is reported in ref.[9].
Among the latter, four complementary approaches emerge,
namely electro-oculography, infrared reflection devices,
video-oculography, and scleral search coil (SSC).
These emerging methodologies are based on diverse

kinds of measurements and are characterized by different
levels of invasivity, accuracy, precision, speed, cost, need
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of pre-calibration etc., which cause them be more or
less suited to be used in the various applications. The
electro-oculography is based on measuring small voltages
on electrodes applied in the eye proximity. It has the
advantages of low invasivity and good time resolution
and is not hindered by eye blinking, while it suffers
from several noise sources and consequently offers limited
precision and accuracy; it requires individual (patient-
based) calibration. Infrared reflection devices and video-
oculographs constitute other low-invasivity approaches
(sometimes applied conjunctly [10, 11]) . The former use
infrared (IR) sources and photodiodes to detect the IR
light scattered by the cornea, the latter elaborate close-
up images of the iris localizing the pupil center, hence
both cannot work with closed eyes and produce artifacts
at the eye blinkings. Both kinds are commercially available
for various uses – including research, medicine, virtual
reality – and with different levels of spatial/time resolution
(and cost). Both require individual calibration; the need
of fast videocameras and cumbersome video processing
make video-oculographs with a high time resolution rather
complex and expensive.

The fourth methodology, the SSC, is based on the
Faraday induction law: a pickup coil embedded in a scleral
lens detects a multi-frequency alternating magnetic field.
Field components are applied at different frequencies along
two or three perpendicular axes, so that the search-coil
orientation with respect to each single axis can be inferred
from harmonic analysis of the induced electromotive force.
The method has very good time and angular resolution,
it is not hindered by eye blinking and does not require
individual calibration (at least to infer the coil orientation:
the need of a patient based calibration persists to derive
the eye orientation from the coil one). On the other hand,
the wired scleral lens makes the SSC particularly invasive.
The Helmholtz coils that generate the homogeneous alter-
nating field can be either fixed to the head (this makes
the system wearable, but the bulky coils hinder head
motion) or to a static frame surrounding the head: in both
cases they constitute a severe constraint. The excellent
performance associated with the high invasivity makes
the SCC methodology essentially reserved to research
applications, where it is considered the gold-standard tech-
nique. Unwired SSC detection based on double induction
techniques has been proposed [12, 13], which helps reduce
the invasivity level but cannot solve the unwearability
issue and the consequent intrusivity.

We have proposed an innovative tracking method based
on determining position and orientation of a small magnet
embedded in a scleral lens [14]. This methodology presents
several advantages with respect to those mentioned above.
The contact lens with the embedded magnet is unwired
and hence much less invasive and intrusive than in the
SSC case. The sensor frame is fixed to the head, but its
light-weight makes the system wearable with negligible
constraints to the head motion. Similarly to SSC (and dif-
fering from IR-reflection and video-oculography devices)
it is not obstructed by eyelids and does not suffer from

eye-blinking (apart for possible weak mechanical effects
of the eyelids on the scleral lens). In analogy with SSC
it does not require individual calibration concerning the
magnet pose determination, while the need of a patient
based calibration persists to convert the magnet pose into
eye orientation [15]. The time resolution achieves 100 Sa/s
in the current implementation, but can be extended to
200 Sa/s[16] and even to 1 kSa/s with sensors recently
commercialized [17]. The data elaboration does not require
powerful machines (an ordinary personal computer enables
real-time response) and the whole system is cost effective.
The proposed instrumentation is at a prototypical stage,
and feasible improvements may lead it to compete with
other technologies in terms of angular and time resolution.
Compared to the mentioned existing methodologies, it
is placed at an intermediate level in terms of invasivity.
Furthermore, the system provides simultaneous informa-
tion about both eye and head orientation, allowing to
determine the absolute gaze orientation and/or to analyze
the eye motion in response to stimuli based on head
movements. The latter feature is of particular interest to
develop important otolaryngological diagnostics.

Tracking magnetically labeled devices has been pro-
posed for other medical purposes not related to eye-
tracking, possibly with relaxed requirements in terms of
sampling rate, fast data elaboration and spatial resolution
[18–22]. Wireless eye tracking based on magnetometric
measurements for fast gesture estimation (not requiring
high spatial or angular resolution) has been proposed as
well [23].

The instrumentation considered in this work has been
previously described with emphasis on the hardware of and
pre-calibration procedure [24], and on the data elaboration
methodologies with their performance and limitations [25]
in view of generic applications. Having specialized the
system to eye-tracking purposes, demonstrative tests were
subsequently performed with a simple eye-simulator [26],
and preliminary in-vivo were described in ref.[15], which
focused on the reconstruction of gaze trajectories.

This paper focuses on the eye and head dynamics that
can be investigated with this instrumentation. This sub-
ject has relevance in medical diagnostics and particularly
to study physiological and pathological conditions of the
eye movements, and to estimate the VOR gain, with the
subsequent implications in the evalutation of imbalance or
in the early diagnosis of several neurological pathologies
(such as Alzheimer’s Disease [27], multiple sclerosis [28]
and Parkinson’s disease [29]) and in the otoneurological
field.

After having synthetically described in Sec.II the hard-
ware and the software that produce tracking data, in Secs.
III and IV we present results obtained with mechanical
head-eye simulators and preliminary recordings performed
in vivo, respectively. A conclusive Sec.V summarizes the
main results achieved and illustrates perspectives for fur-
ther activity to be carried on.
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Figure 1. a) The sensor array is rigidly fixed to the patient’s head
and tracks the movements of his right eye. b) It contains eight three-
axial magnetoresistive sensors in two sets distributed on two parallel
printed circuit boards (PCBs). Red and blue circles highlight the two
sets. A third PCB hosts a microcontroller and other electronics that
interface the sensors to a personal computer. The Cartesian axes with
respect to the sensor array are shown in both the pictures. Nominally,
when the head is erect and front oriented, ẑ is back-directed, x̂ is
vertical and ŷ is transverse-horizontal.

II. Setup

A. Sensors, hardware and firmware
The hardware (see Fig. 1) has been extensively de-

scribed in the ref.[24] and additional details of its use as an
eye tracker can be found in the refs., [15, 26] The sensor
array has a goggle shape and contains eight three-axial
magnetoresistive sensors, for a total of 24 data per mea-
surement. Raw data are affected by offsets and unequalized
gains, thus a pre-calibration procedure is mandatory to
convert them into magnetometric values (see Ref.[24] for
details). A microcontroller card enables the communi-
cation of the sensors with a personal computer (PC).
The latter is used to set the measurement parameters
(rate, sensitivity etc.) and to convert/store/elaborate the
readings. Data elaboration and tracking analysis can be
performed both on-line (with a nearly real-time response)
and off-line. The data transfer to the PC uses a USB cable
that also provides the system power supply, upgraded
wireless versions with autonomous (battery) supply are
feasible and are currently under design.

The sensors used in the current prototype are Isentek
8308 [16], which have a maximum throughput rate of
200 Sa/s. However, the rate tested so far is firmware

limited to 100 Sa/s. It is worth noting that similar devices
allowing acquisition rate up to 1 kSa/s are commercially
available [17]. In this case the bottle-neck represented by
the I2C protocol is avoided by means of on-chip data
buffering, and hence such a high rate is achievable only
for data bursts of limited size.
The practical limitation set by the mentioned rates can

be evaluated on the basis of typical eye angular speeds.
The most demanding case is represented by saccades. Eye
movements faster than a 40◦/s threshold are commonly
cathegorized as saccades [1], but they may reach 700◦/s for
large angular displacements in humans (see Sec.II-D, and
[30] and refs. therein). Thus systems with accelerated data
acquisition should be considered to analyze such fast sac-
cades maintaining a 1◦ resolution. In typical application
(see Sec. IV) saccades occur at about 200◦/s, so that the
current 100 Sa/s acquisition rate guarantees a two-degree
angular dynamic resolution. For comparison,the angular
resolution in static conditions was estimated with in vitro
measurements resulting in about 0.3◦as a precision and
about 1◦as an accuracy [15].

B. From measurements to tracking parameters
Displacements and rotations of the target magnet are

retrieved from a set of simultaneous field measurements
performed in diverse, pre-assigned positions. To this end,
the field generated by the magnet is modeled in terms of
a dipolar one, to which an (homogeneous) ambient field
is superposed. The inverse problem of determining the
dipole pose and the ambient field is faced by means of
numeric tools, which were demonstrated to be adequately
reliable. In particular we experimentally verified that the
developed algorithms are sufficiently robust with respect
to the initial guess and sufficiently fast to enable on-line
data elaboration [25].
As far as the sensor array is fixed to the head of the

patient, the magnet pose (position and orientation) is
determined in a co-ordinate system that moves rigidly with
the head. Practical consequences are that the mechanical
connection to the head requires particular care and that
lighter arrays will help reduce systematic errors produced
by head-sensor relative motion.

C. From tracking parameters to eye- and head-pose
In the hypothesis of a perfectly rigid array-head connec-

tion, the position ~r of the magnet, and the orientation m̂ of
its magnetic dipole ~m account for eye motion with respect
to the head, while the retrieved ~Bgeo provide information
about the head orientation in the ambient field.
As discussed in ref.[15], some limitations occur, which

make impossible to strictly determine the head orientation
and the eye pose from the quantities retrieved by the
tracker. In particular, head rotations around the ~Bgeo ori-
entation cannot be detected and rotations around an axis
almost parallel to ~Bgeo would be barely detected. From a
practical point of view, this means that, depending on the
head rotations to be analyzed, an opportune orientation
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of the patient with respect to the ambient field could be
necessary or advisable.

Similarly, the orientation of m̂ is related to the eye
rotations with respect to the head, however it cannot
directly provide the direction of the gaze ê, if the magnet
is not oriented along the visual axis of the eye. It is not
possible to establish a one-to-one relationship between ê
and the measured m̂. An intuitive proof of this limitation is
realized if one considers the axial symmetry of the dipolar
fields: eye rotations around the direction m̂ would change
the orientation of ê while not causing any variation of ~m
and therefore could not be detected.

Apart from the issues related to the mentioned blind
directions, provided that eye and head rotations are simul-
taneously retrieved from the tracking output, they can be
combined or compared. The combination may help infer
the absolute gaze [26], while the comparison can be used
to investigate eye rotations induced by head movements,
and particular to characterize the VOR gain.

D. VOR and other typical dynamics
The VOR, one of the fastest reflexes in humans and

vertebrates [31], is fundamental to stabilize gaze during
head and whole-body movements. The angular head dis-
placement perceived by the vestibular system drives the
oculomotor system to stabilize images on the retina within
10 msec by producing compensatory eye movements [32].
VOR gain represents the amount of eye rotation relative
to the amount of head rotation (in the correct plane) and
it should be near unity (1.0), meaning that an equal and
opposite eye rotation has been generated in response to
a head rotation, which ensures the perception of a stable
scene [33]. VOR analysis in term of latency, amplitude,
velocity is a key factor in the diagnosis of neurotological
disorders. The VOR has a physiological latency as short
as 8 ms [34]. An excessive latency (>20 ms) and/or an
incorrect amount of the response constitute pathological
conditions that may cause vertigo or dizziness, and are an
evidence for vestibular dysfunction [35].

Clinical VOR evaluation is performed applying a sudden
rotation (thrust) to the head of the patient (head impulse
test, HIT) and evaluating compensatory saccades. It is
worth mentioning that spontaneous eye micro-motions oc-
cur continuously, even without external stimuli [36]. They
include relatively slow terms (tremors) – with frequencies
in the range of 70-100 Hz and amplitudes smaller than
0.1◦(hence less than 1◦/s typical angular velocities) – and
fast ones (microsaccades) that happen a couple of times
per second with larger displacements (1◦- 2◦) and higher
velocity, of the order of 10◦/s. In addition, very slow drifts
(< 0.5◦/s) occur during the intersaccadic intervals. The
most demanding dynamics in terms of sampling rate is
represented by large saccades. Sudden reorientations of
the gaze may occur with large displacements (up to tens
of degrees) lasting short time intervals: in that case, the
angular velocity can ordinarily reach 100◦/s - 500◦/s range
[37].

E. Rotations about an assigned axis
In the current implementation, the magnetic dipole

embedded in the scleral lens is not parallel to the vi-
sual axis, but forms a small angle (10◦-30◦, typically)
with it. As detailed in ref.[15], under this condition the
shape of a generic gaze trajectory does not coincide with
that followed by the magnetic dipole: some assumptions
(and consequent elaborations) are necessary to convert
2D dipole trajectories into gaze trajectories. This issue
has a reduced importance when rotations about a single,
assigned axis occur, i.e. with 1D trajectories.
A simple procedure to evaluate the matrix that de-

scribes the rotation by an angle φ around an assigned
direction û is based on the Rodrigues’ formula [38]:

R = I + sin(φ)K + (1− cos(φ))K2, (1)

being

K =

 0 −uz uy

uz 0 −ux

−uy ux 0

 (2)

the matrix such that, given a generic vector ~v, K~v = û×~v.
In the HIT maneuvers applied for VOR gain evaluation,

the rotation axis is expected to coincide with x̂ (vertical
axis, for pitch HIT ) or ŷ (transverse horizontal for yaw
HIT ), which leads to simple R expressions, otherwise the
actual rotation axis can be evaluated as it will discussed
below.
In any case, the same rotation matrix applies to both

the magnetic dipole ~m and to the eye gaze direction ê,
thus the rotation angle occurred between two subsequent
measures of ~m can be evaluated and it is known that the
corresponding R (i.e. the same rotation angle) applies also
to ê. In particular, the rotation angle ∆φ occurred between
two subsequent measures ~m1 and ~m2 can be retrieved from
the equation ~m2 = R~m1 or, more directly, from:

∆φ = φu,2 − φu,1 = arcsin |~m2,⊥ × ~m1,⊥|
|m2,⊥||m1,⊥|

(3)

being ~mi,⊥ = ~mi − (~mi · û)û.
The same analysis can be applied to two subsequent

estimations of ~Bgeo to estimate the rotation ∆θ of the
head.
Optionally, if one expects that the actual rotation axis

of the head may be at some angle from the nominal
one, its direction can be evaluated from the whole set of
measurements recorded during the maneuver. In partic-
ular, the actual rotation axis û can be identified on the
basis of the ~Bgeo measurement set {Bi} (i = 1, . . . , N)
recorded during the maneuver. For instance, a least mean
square fitting of the measured vectors on a plane [39, 40]
provides an estimate of the rotation axis direction û as that
perpendicular to the fitting plane. Of course, the larger is
the rotation applied in the maneuver, the more accurate
will be the estimation of û.
The VOR gain estimation is usually based on compar-

isons of the head and eye rotation angle or of their time
derivative. It is worth noting that, considering the case of
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generic rotation, the VOR gain is not isotropic[32, 41]. In
particular, should the eye response require also torsional
movements, that component of the eye rotation would be
very depressed, which would result in a ~̇φ definitely not
parallel to ~̇θ.
As a consequence – even in the simplifying hypotheses

of a linear and non-delayed response – the VOR gain
should be expressed tensorially: the VOR-gain defined on
the basis of the ratio between angular velocities should
be expressed as ~̇φ = G~̇θ, with G a non-trivial 3 × 3
matrix. Such a complete analysis is however beyond of
the scopes of this work: we will proceed with a simplified
treatment, assuming, like in most of the available literature
[32–34], that torsional rotations are avoided and that ~̇φ
can be assumed to be parallel to ~̇θ, i.e. that one rotation
axis û is shared by eye and head. The actual amount
and influence of torsional rotations will be addressed in
future studies after the implementation of an appropriate
version of the magnetically labeled scleral lens. In fact, it
is worth noting that the described tracking methodology,
in conjunction with a transversely magnetized target (or
with lenses hosting two displaced magnets) might enable
an unprecedented sensitivity to torsional rotation [15].

III. Results with mechanical simulators
A. Magnet position and absolute gaze

We have performed several kinds of tests with simple
mechanical simulators to evaluate the performance of
the tracking system under controlled conditions. Demon-
strative tests for absolute gaze retrieval are presented
in ref.[26] and results that confirm submillimetric and
sub-degree precision in the determination of the magnet
position are reported in ref.[25] and [15], respectively. The
former are obtained comparing the retrieved ê with the
projection of a laser beam, having applied the magnet
to a spherical bearing that simulates a moving eye and
holds laser pointer indicating the gaze direction. The latter
applies circular (or roto-translational, helical) trajectories
to the magnet which allow to verify the accuracy with
which the radius and the planarity (or the pitch) of the
dipole trajectory are reconstructed. In all cases, the
magnet displacements and the distance from the sensors
were selected to be compatible with typical eye-tracking
conditions.

B. Magnet orientation and VOR-gain evaluation
A third simulation setup makes possible to assess the

performance of the system and the reliability of the data
analysis procedures, in measurements that simulate VOR
gain analyses. To this purpose, the sensor array is rotated
around a vertical axis and the magnet is located 12 mm
away from that axis. The axis can be either parallel to the
x̂ direction (Fig.2 a) or generically oriented with respect
to the sensor co-ordinate frame (Fig.2 b).

This simple device is hand actuated and a goniometric
scale makes it possible to control the applied angular

Figure 2. A simple simulator enables the assessment of the system
performance in the identification of the rotation axis and in the
evaluation of the VOR gain. The sensor array is rotated around a
vertical axis (red line) that (a) coincides with one of the axis of
its reference frame or (b) is generically oriented. This simulates the
head rotation in an ideal or non-ideal HIT maneuver, respectively. A
standing magnet fixed at 12 mm from the rotation axis simulates the
case of an eye motion that perfectly compensates the head rotation.
The magnet is glued on the eye-phantom, in near front direction, on
the hidden side in these pictures

displacements, while the angular speed is established by
the operator, but is not directly measured. This arrange-
ment is used to assess the reliability of the rotation axis
identification procedure (Sec.II-E), and to infer accuracy
and precision of VOR gain estimations.
The rotation of the array around the fixed axis re-

produces the head rotation, and the standing magnet
orientation simulates the case of an ideal (unitary gain)
VOR. When operating in the configuration (a), head and
eye rotation can be evaluated around the x̂ direction,
while in the configuration (b) it is strictly necessary to
analyze the data after having identified the rotation axis
û following the procedure described in Sec.II-E. This latter
is the case of the results shown in Fig.3, which shows HIT
simulations performed with 22.5◦ and 45◦ rotations around
a generically oriented axis. The last four maneuvers have
been performed after having rotated the whole system,
which demonstrates the robustness of the apparatus with
respect to the orientation of the environmental field. Un-
der these favorable, controlled conditions, both the gain
estimated on the basis of the angular displacement and on
the peak velocity result unitary within a 1 % uncertainty.
The literature reports several definitions of VOR

gain[41]. They are based on comparison of angular dis-
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Figure 3. Simulation of VOR-gain measurement. The measurement
consists in three 22.5◦ maneuvers; four 45◦; a rotation of the whole
system, and four additional 45◦ maneuvers. The plots show the
measured angles and angular speeds of ~m (eye, green) and ~Bgeo
(head, red), respectively. The angles are evaluated around an inclined
rotation axis (Fig.2b), previously identified on the basis of the ~Bgeo
values measured at the 5th maneuver (see Sec.II-E).

placements [42] or peak angular speeds [32, 34]. Different
choices are made to define the beginning and the end of
the HIT maneuver [43] and, when speeds are compared,
they are evaluated at their peak values or at a given delay
with respect to instant of the peak value.

Velocity evaluation based on numerical differentiation
requires preliminary denoising and/or data filtering, whose
settings can non-negligibly affect all the mentioned values
and eventually the VOR gain estimation. In addition, a
physiological VOR must guarantee a fast recovery of the
gaze orientation. This suggests that a VOR evaluation
based on the comparison of head and eye angular displace-
ments within a short time interval surrounding the HIT
[42] is a favorite choice.

IV. Results in vivo

The data reported in this section have been recorded
in vivo with a help of a healthy volounteer (one of the
authors), wearing a scleral lens with a 2 mm diameter
0.5 mm thickness axially polarized Nd-magnet embedded.
The acquisition rate was set to the maximum value (100
Sa/s).

A. Gaze trajectory

Examples of gaze reconstructions are represented in
Fig.4. The subject was requested to fix a point target
moving on a monitor while keeping the head standing.
The point followed a cross-shaped trajectory (center-right-
center-left-center-down-center-up-center) either in jumps
or with continuity. The subject was about 1 m from the
screen and the cross size was 2 × 30 cm in width and
2× 18 cm in height.

Figure 4. Retrieved gaze direction from measurements obtained with
standing head when the subject is requested to follow a point that
moves suddenly (saccades, upper panels) or smoothly (pursuits, lower
panels) along a cross-shaped trajectory. The grid squares measure
5◦ ×5◦ both in the wide-view (left panels) and close-up (right panels)
representations.
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Figure 5. The same data represented in the upper panels of Fig.4
are here plotted as a function of time, evaluating rotation angles (and
their first time-derivative) analyzing rotations around a vertical axis
(blue traces) or a horizontal one (red traces), respectively. Capital
letters identify the gaze orientation (R=right, C=center, L=left,
D=down, U=up)

B. Saccades and pursuits

The same data represented in the 2D plots of Fig.4
are used, after the application of wavelet-based denoising
techniques [44], to produce the graphs shown in Figs.5 and
6, where angular displacements and angular velocities are
plotted versus time, respectively. The angles are retrieved
according to the Eq.3, assuming û = x̂ or û = ŷ,
respectively.
The estimations on the dynamics of both pursuits and
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Figure 6. The same data represented in the lower panels of Fig.4
are here plotted as a function of time, evaluating rotation angles (and
their first time-derivative) analyzing rotations around a vertical axis
(blue traces) or the horizontal one (red traces), respectively.

saccades are in quantitative agreement with the expected
tasks to be performed by the subject. In particular the
angular displacements represented in Figs.5 and 6 and the
slopes in Fig.6 substantially match the amounts set by
the trajectory followed by the moving point and by the
subject-monitor distance.

As said, these estimates are performed separately, ana-
lyzing either the eye rotations around a vertical axis (blue
traces) or around a horizontal one (red traces). In both
cases a weak contamination appears between horizontal
and vertical rotations. In particular, up-down movements
are partially detected as φx rotations. This imperfection is
likely due to a residual system misalignment, which can be
also appreciated in the inclination of the estimated polar
axis (as shown in Fig.4).

C. VOR gain measurement

The system – worn as shown in Fig.1 – was tested
in a real set of measurements for estimating the VOR
gain. Fig.7 shows angular displacement of head and eye
retrieved in a set of HIT maneuvers consisting in fast
rotations (about 20◦) of the head around a nearly ver-
tical (≈ x̂) axis, which induce opposite (compensating)
saccades driven by VOR. The gain is evaluated as the
ratio between eye and head angular displacements, which
are estimated by means of Eq.3. In this set of 13 samples
is GVOR−angle−left = 1.01 ± 0.07 (mean value ± standard
deviation). For comparison, the VOR-gain estimated with
the same data on the basis of peak-velocity ratios is
GVOR−speed−left = 1.28 ± 0.12. All the maneuvers con-
sidered in this test consist in sudden rotations of the
head towards the left side of the patient. Incidentally,
maneuvers performed in the opposite sense resulted in
unexpectedly larger (and wrong) GVOR−angle−right and
GVOR−speed−right. Such overestimation was most likely
caused by a slippage caused by inadequate mechanical
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Figure 7. Results of in vivo HIT maneuvers for VOR gain evaluation.

array-head connection: a practical detail that requires
additional care.

V. Perspectives and Conclusion
A. Perspectives
Diverse tests of the performance of a prototypical wire-

less wearable eye-tracker have been described. These tests
confirm interesting potentials of the developed instrumen-
tation and help identify aspects to be improved in next
implementations.
The data-acquisition rate constitutes a limitation when

investigating saccadic movements that cause large angular
velocities. Minor adjustments in electronics and firmware
are expected to enable a twice higher rate, while new types
of sensors should enable, at least for data bursts, a 10 times
increase on the basis of the same protocol and architecture.
The current prototype was designed with the sensors

distributed along three directions thanks to a dual PCB
structure (two layers of sensors). However, we have verified
that the tracking algorithm maintains a good reliability
even when only data from sensors laying on one PCB
are used. This observation suggests to use a single-PCB
structure, which will result in a lighter device and in a
wider free visual angle.
In VOR maneuvers, a minimized inertia of the device

would reduce artifacts due to array slippage with respect
to the head. In next designs, soft connection between
sensor and microcontroller PCBs will make necessary to
guarantee a perfectly solid connection only for the (unbur-
dened) PCB that hosts the sensors.
The wireless nature of the current prototype is limited

to the eye-sensor connection, which is crucial to reduce the
invasivity with respect to SSC approaches. We plan to use
also wireless data communication between microcontroller
and PC, which will make the system fully unwired, with
further advantages in terms of non-intrusivity.
As discussed in Sec.II-C the ambient field may result

disadvantageously oriented and cause a reduced accuracy
in the tracking of the head movements. A gyroscopic
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sensor could be included in the device to generate com-
plementary, field-independent data providing an addi-
tional/alternative measure of head rotations.

An added value of the proposed methodology resides in
the wearability and in the low intrusivity. These positive
characteristics can be further enhanced equipping the
device with an autonomous power supply and a wireless
data-transfer unit.

A practical aspect that needs care and perfecting con-
cerns the production of scleral lenses with embedded
magnet. So far, we provided ourselves with rigid lenses
where a small hole is drilled to host a glued magnet.
Two drawbacks consist in the need for individual (thus
expensive) tailoring of such lenses, and in possible dam-
aging of the magnet coating. We verified that the latter
makes the magnet chemically unstable in the lens solution.
Other methodologies for magnet insertion and the use of
soft (non tailored) lenses are worth of being investigated,
as also reported recently for a similar application [23].
The solidity of eye-lens and head-sensor connections is a
key feature that requires particular care and an accurate
validation.

The embedding procedure could also be improved with
efforts to align the magnet dipole with the gaze. Having ~m
structurally parallel to ê would facilitate and simplify the
interpretation of the tracking data, as discussed in ref.[15].

At the other extreme using diametrically magnetized
magnets to make ~m ⊥ ê would pave the way to an
attractive perspective, because it would make the system
highly responsive to torsional movements. This feature is
of particular interest, because such a response is hard
(if not impossible) to be achieved with the competing
technologies [45, 46]. To the same end, setups with two
or more magnets separately embedded in the lens can be
considered.

Efforts are planned to provide further and more detailed
characterization of the system performance. The imple-
mentation of digitally controlled eye and head simulators
would enable other quantitative assessments, particularly
for angular and time resolution.

B. Conclusion
We are developing an innovative eye-tracker based on

non-inductive magnetometric measurements performed in
multiple, preassigned positions with the aid of an array
of magnetoresistive sensors. We have tested the device to
record pursuits and saccades and to evaluate VOR gain
in HIT maneuvers. Both with mechanical simulators and
with preliminary in vivo measurements.
We have analyzed advantages and disadvantages of the

proposed instrumentation and we have pointed out several
positive features (concerning precision, speed, robustness
to artifacts, and potentiality for an enhanced response
to torsional movements) and negative ones (invasivity,
intrusivity) with an analysis aimed to assess the achieved
compromise, also in comparison with those achievable by
concurrent eye-tracking technologies.
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Abstract: A prototype of a dual-readout calorimeter using brass capillary tubes surrounding
scintillating and clear plastic optical fibres was tested using beams of particles with energies
between 10 and 100 GeV produced by the CERN SPS. The scope of the test was to characterise
the performance of the tube-based detector response to positrons in terms of linearity, energy
resolution, and lateral granularity. After calibrating the detector and processing the output signal
to correct for the energy dependency on the particle impact point, the linearity of the measurement
was found to be better than 1%. The positron response was compared to that predicted by a Geant4-
based simulation, finding good agreement both in terms of energy resolution and shower profile.
The detector resolution was estimated to be well described by a stochastic term of 14.5% with a
negligible constant term.
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1 Introduction

One of the requirements of the desired physics exploitation programme of future 𝑒+𝑒− colliders (such
as, for instance, FCC-ee and CEPC [1, 2]) is a high-precision measurement of the jet four-momenta.
Dual-readout calorimetry relies on a dual sampling of the calorimeter signal, with two sensitive
media having a different ℎ/𝑒 factor. The combined information from the two signals allows for
the effective correction of fluctuations of the hadronic shower’s electromagnetic fraction, therefore
dramatically improving the energy measurement while recovering the linearity of the response to
hadrons. Dual-readout calorimetry [3] is a well-established technique: a 20-year-long experimental
programme established the proof-of-principle [4–6], converging on the solution of employing two
sets of optical fibres embedded in the absorber, running parallel to the impinging direction of the
particles. Scintillating fibres are utilised to sample all charged components of the shower, while
plastic un-doped fibres collect Cherenkov light emitted mainly by electrons and positrons, and
are therefore mostly sensitive to the electromagnetic component of the hadronic shower. Recent
developments of the dual-readout technique saw the test of Silicon PhotoMultipliers (SiPM) as
light detectors capable to push the granularity of the calorimeter at the level of independently
reading out each individual fibre [7]. A simulation of a full 4𝜋 dual-readout calorimeter, using a
mechanics and geometry different from those tested in this paper is documented in Refs. [8, 9],
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where a hadronic energy resolution of 𝜎/𝐸 ∼30%/
√
𝐸 for single hadron and 𝜎/𝐸 ∼38%/

√
𝐸 for

jets was demonstrated, while maintaining good electron and photon energy resolution (of the order
of 𝜎/𝐸 ∼ 15%/

√
𝐸). The baseline IDEA detector concept for future 𝑒+𝑒− colliders [10] utilises a

dual-readout fibre-based calorimeter for the energy and position measurement of electrons, photons
and hadrons. An option utilising a crystal-based dual-readout electromagnetic section in front of
the fibre-based calorimeter was also studied, and its performance is described in Refs. [11, 12].

This paper focuses on the test of a new prototype employing a new scalable concept for the
mechanical construction: individual brass cylindrical capillary tubes surrounding the optical fibres
are glued together to form calorimeter modules. These capillary tubes offer a flexible solution for
large-scale construction, at an affordable cost. A dual-readout calorimeter using brass capillary
tubes as absorber and two types of optical fibres as active medium was built [13] and tested using
beams of particles during two different test-beam campaigns. The size of the prototype was such
that electromagnetic showers can be efficiently contained. The objective of the test beams was to
assess the calorimeter prototype performance in terms of linearity and resolution of its response to
electrons. The excellent lateral granularity offered by the capillary tube solution is also exploited
to perform a measurement of the electron shower shape. Section 2 describes the details of the
experimental setup, including the calorimeter layout and its readout, and the setup of the auxiliary
detectors used in particular for boosting the capability to select electrons among the interacting
beam particles. Section 3 describes the calibration procedure followed to first equalise the response
of the calorimeter modules, then calibrate the whole calorimeter to the electromagnetic scale. The
calorimeter response to positrons is discussed in Section 4, and finally conclusions are drawn in
Section 5.

2 Experimental setup and detector simulation

The prototype tested on beam in 2021 is shown in Figure 1. Its size is about 100 × 10 × 10 cm3. It
consists of nine identical modules, arranged as detailed in Figure 1(a). Each module is made of 320
brass (63% Cu, 37% Zn) capillaries (with external diameter of 2 mm and internal diameter of 1.1
mm) equipped, alternatively, with scintillating (BC-10 from Saint Gobain [14]) and clear undoped
(SK-40 [15] from Mitsubishi) optical fibres. The Molière radius of such prototype is calculated to
be 23.8 mm while the effective radiation length is 22.7 mm. The layout of the scintillating and clear
fibres is shown in Figure 1(c).

The external modules M1 − M8 are instrumented with R-8900 PMTs [16]. The scintillating
and clear fibres are separated and bundled in two groups on the back side of each module to match
the PMTs’ window. A yellow filter (Kodak, Wratten nr 3, with nominal transmission of about 7% at
425 nm and 90% at 550 nm, visible in Figure 2(a)) is placed between the scintillating fibres and the
detector to cut off the short wavelength component of the scintillating signal. The presence of the
yellow filters helps reducing the calorimeter response dependence on the shower depth and starting
point by selecting wavelength with a longer fibre attenuation length. The PMTs are read out with
V792AC QDC modules produced by CAEN S.p.A.

For the central module M0, each individual fibre is read out by a Hamamatsu (S14160-1315
PS [17]) Silicon Photomultiplier (SiPM) with a sensitive area of 1.3 × 1.3 mm2. Since almost
10% of the entire energy is released within one millimeter from the core of the shower (1–2 fibres)
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Figure 1. (a) Front and (b) side view of the prototype before the connection to the light sensors (PMTs and
SiPMs). The fibres from the external modules are bundled to match the PMTs’ window while the longer
fibres from the central module are connected to a patch panel to be interfaced with SiPMs. (c) Sketch of the
front face of the calorimeter detailing the relative positions of the cherenkov and scintillating fibres.

[7, 8], SiPMs with a wide dynamic range (i.e., 7284 cells, 15 `m pitch) were selected. SiPMs with
compact packaging were not available at the time of the construction, therefore it was decided to fan
out the fibres on the back sides of the calorimeter to match the front-end boards housing 64 SiPMs.
The SiPMs on the front-end board are separated in two groups (32 SiPMs each) insulated with a
light tight frame (Figure 2(a)) to avoid optical crosstalk between the Cherenkov and scintillation
signals. As for the modules M1 − M8, yellow filters are placed between the scintillating fibres and
the SiPMs. In addition, for M0 a transparent paper is used between the clear fibres and the SiPMs
for mechanical reason and to avoid any air gap between the fibres and the light sensors.

The SiPM readout is based on the FERS system produced by CAEN S.p.A. [18] to fully exploit
the Citiroc-1A [19] performance: i.e., wide dynamic range, linearity and multi-photon quality even
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with SiPMs with small pitch size and small gain (1–3 × 105 at nominal settings). The SiPM readout
setup is shown in Figure 2 (b). Each readout board (A5202) is equipped with two Citiroc-1A to
operate 64 SiPMs. The signal produced by each SiPM feeds two charge amplifiers with tunable
gains. The range accessible by one of the two amplifiers (namely the High Gain, HG in the following)
is almost 10 times higher than the other (the Low Gain, LG). This feature allows two spectra for
each SiPM to be stored on disk. The spectrum acquired via the HG chain is useful to analyse the
multi-photon signal and to extract the ADC-to-photoelectrons (p.e.) conversion constant. The LG
spectrum extends the overall dynamic range. The settings for the two charge amplifiers were chosen
to guarantee good quality HG spectra and a wide dynamic range, while maintaining an overlap
between the signals acquired with the two different gains to be used for their intercalibration. The
settings chosen allow to read signals from 1 to almost 4000 p.e. which is about 55% of the SiPM
occupancy considering the microcells available in the sensitive area.

The prototype was qualified on beam at the Deutches Elektronen-SYnchrotron (DESY) [20]
using electron beams with energies 1 GeV ≤ 𝐸beam ≤ 6 GeV, and at CERN, using positron beams
of the SPS H8 beam line with energies 10 GeV ≤ 𝐸beam ≤ 100 GeV. The results of this paper use
only data collected at CERN.

(a) (b)

Figure 2. (a) Back side of M0 and a front-end board with 64 SiPMs before the installation. (b) The full
system connected to the five A5202 boards utilised to read out the 320 SiPMs.

2.1 Beam setup

A set of auxiliary detectors present on the beam line were used to improve particle identification
and support the data taking.
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• Upstream the beam, two Cherenkov threshold counters [21] were available. They were filled
with He. The pressure of the gas in the counters was chosen depending on the beam energy
to optimise the separation between electrons and pions.

• Two scintillation counters (T1 and T2 in the following), each 2.5 mm thick, with an area of
overlap of about 4 × 4 cm2 were used in coincidence (T1 ∧ T2). A third scintillator counter
(T3), placed downstream the beam, had a 10 mm radius hole. Its purpose was to veto particles
travelling far from the beam axis. The particle trigger signal was defined to be (T1 ∧ T2) ∧𝑇3

(physics trigger in the following).

• A pair of Delay Wire Chambers (DWC) was placed downstream the beam with respect to
the trigger scintillators to be able to determine the location of the impact point of the beam
particles at the calorimeter surface with a precision of a few mm, depending on the beam
energy.

• A preshower detector (PS in the following), consisting of 5 mm of lead and a scintillator slab
read out with a photomultiplier was located at 285 cm from the face of the calorimeter. Its
purpose was to help with the identification of high-energy positrons, which would be the only
particles in the beam with a significant radiation probability in the lead. The positioning of
the calorimeter at such a distance from the PS was forced due to access limitations to the
available test-beam area.

The signals from the auxiliary detectors and the PMTs reading modules M1−M8 were collected
using a single data acquisition system. The system was set up so that every ten physics triggers,
a “pedestal” trigger was produced. All trigger signals (physics and pedestals) were also sent to a
second independent data acquisition, reading out the signals from the SiPMs of module M0. The
synchronisation of the two data acquisition systems was done offline, by making use of the pedestal
events.

In the following, a right-handed orthogonal system of coordinates with the 𝑧 axis running along
the beam line, and with the 𝑦 axis pointing vertical upwards is used. The origin of the coordinate
system is taken to be on the front face of the calorimeter, at the geometrical centre of M0. The
calorimeter prototype was placed on beam so that its longest side was forming an angle of about
1◦ with the 𝑧 axis in the 𝑥 − 𝑧 plane. This is to avoid channeling effects (particles entering and
travelling long distances in an optical fibre, causing abnormally large scintillation signals). No
angle was introduced between the calorimeter long axis and the 𝑧 axis in the 𝑦 − 𝑧 plane.

2.2 Test beam simulation

The full test beam setup (including the calorimeter prototype and the auxiliary detectors) was
reproduced in a software package based on Geant4 10.7.p01 [22]. The software package can
simulate the detector response in a “fast” or “full” mode. For the full mode, the photon propagation
within the optical fibres is completely delegated to Geant4. In the fast mode, such propagation
is parametrised. In either mode, the scintillation and Cherenkov light yields have been tuned to
correctly reproduce the average amount of light. To take into account the Poissonian fluctuations of
light emission, the simulated light emission at every hit was smeared accordingly. The simulation
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results in the following sections have been obtained using the fast simulation mode, using the
FTFP_BERT physics list. The response of the scintillating fibres takes into account the Birks’ effects
on light emission. The output of the simulation is the number of photoelectrons expected at the end
of each optical fibre. No emulation of the SiPMs is included - therefore the simulation does not
include, e.g., the noise introduced by the readout electronics.

3 Calorimeter response equalisation and calibration

The calibration of the prototype was performed in three steps. First, the gain of all SiPMs in M0

was equalised, and the conversion factor between ADC counts and p.e. derived, by making use
of the SiPM multi-photon spectrum. Then, the response of all modules M0-M8 was equalised by
making use of a positron beam with an energy of 20 GeV. Finally, the overall calorimeter energy
scale was set by looking at the response of the whole calorimeter prototype to beams of positrons.

3.1 SiPM equalisation using the multi-photon spectrum

A first equalisation of the SiPMs was performed in the laboratory before the beam tests, by making
use of an ultra-fast LED emitting at 420 nm. The SiPM response was equalised by applying the
same overvoltage and by tuning the amplifier settings. The procedure allowed to operate all SiPMs
with about the same photon detection efficiency (PDE) and with signals equalised in amplitude.
The SiPMs were operated with a voltage set at +7 V over the breakdown voltage. Even if it is not a
typical setting for a SiPM, it guarantees a stable PDE (against small temperature variations) and a
multiplication factor in the avalanche region of the order of 0.5 · 106 per each detected photon. The
spurious effects (i.e. dark count rate and crosstalk) have limited impact on the measurements.

(a) (b)

Figure 3. (a) High gain (HG) and (b) low gain (LG) spectra obtained for the same SiPM with 6 GeV electrons
at the DESY test beam.

Calibration in p.e. of the LG response is required in order to sum signals from different SiPMs
and to correct for non-linearity due to the limited number of cells available in each detector, if
needed. Figure 3 shows the typical spectra measured in the two gains by one SiPM connected
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to a scintillating fibre in response to 6 GeV electrons at the DESY test beam. The pedestal, the
multi-photon spectrum and the ADC saturation are clearly visible for the HG plot. The saturation
is not affecting the measurement since the information is still available in the LG spectrum. The
strategy used to calibrate both spectra in p.e. was the following:

• The pedestal and the multi-photon were fitted with Gaussian functions. The results were used
to convert the ADC channels in p.e. by using the mean value of the pedestal and the average
peak-to-peak distance obtained by fitting three consecutive peaks (Figure 4(a)).

• The HG values, converted in p.e., were plotted against those of the ADC counts of the LG
channel (Figure 4(b)). The points in the plot exceeding 125 p.e. were not considered in
the fit and the slope was used to extract the ADC-to-p.e. conversion for the LG even if the
multi-photon structure was not accessible in this regime. The typical conversion factor was
about 1 p.e./ADC count with uncertainties of the order of 0.1%.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4. (a) Zooming of the region below 250 ADC counts of the HG spectrum in Figure 3(a) showing the
multi-photon fit. (b) Scatter plot of HG (in p.e.) signal against the LG signal for the same SiPM.

The procedure was performed for all SiPMs and the parameters were extracted on a run-by-
run basis, without having the need to collect dedicated data for calibration. The stability of the
calibration performed with the multi-photon spectrum was monitored over several runs. As an
example, Figure 5 shows the pedestal and the peak-to-peak distance for one SiPM in each readout
board, using the HG data collected during a series of consecutive runs. Variations below 2% were
measured for all SiPMs. It was therefore decided to use a single calibration constant for each SiPM
for all the data taking period.

The channel signal used in the following for the data analysis is the SiPM signal in p.e. from
the HG, unless the HG is found to be saturated, in which case the LG signal in p.e. is used.

3.2 Calorimeter response equalisation

The second step in the calibration was the equalisation of the modules M0−M8. The equalisation was
performed by means of nine different runs, each collected by translating the calorimeter prototype
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Figure 5. (a) Pedestal and (b) peak-to-peak distance measured for one SiPM per each readout board during
a series of consecutive runs.

so that a beam with energy 𝐸beam = 20 GeV was hitting in the centre of a different module. The
positron component of the beam was selected by making use of the auxiliary Cherenkov counters.
Selection are applied to both counters to reject particles leaving a pedestal signal in each of them.
The beam composition could be studied by making use of the counters and of the PS auxiliary
detector: it was estimated that the Cherenkov selection yields a pure positron beam with negligible
pion contamination for 𝐸beam = 20 GeV.

The equalisation procedure assumed an equal tower response to positrons, in runs where the
beam is hitting the module centre. The individual module containment was estimated (from the
simulation) to be 𝜖module = 72%. We define the average scintillation (Cherenkov) response in ADC
counts of a module 𝑖 (𝑖 = 1, 8) to a positron beam of energy 𝐸beam hitting its centre as 𝐴𝑆

M𝑖
(𝐸beam)

(𝐴𝐶
M𝑖

(𝐸beam)). The response of the module in p.e. 𝑃𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
(𝐸beam) is obtained by multiplying 𝐴

𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
by

a constant 𝑎𝑆,𝐶
𝑖

independent of the beam energy. The constants 𝑎𝑆,𝐶
𝑖

are determined by imposing
that

𝑃
𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
(20 GeV) = 𝑎

𝑆,𝐶
𝑖

× 𝐴
𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
(20 GeV) = 𝑃

𝑆,𝐶

M0
(20 GeV) ,

that is, by imposing that the module response is the same as that of module M0 in identical
conditions.

Figure 6 shows the scintillation signal in each tower of the calorimeter after equalisation, when
the 20-GeV positron beam is hitting in M0. The left-right asymmetry in the energy deposit is due
to the angle between the beam line and the prototype main axis.

After the equalisation was performed, all modules were expected to respond the same to a
signal of a positron beam, and the signal was referred to the numbers of p.e. seen by M0 when hit
by a positron beam of the same energy. It is interesting to evaluate how many p.e. M0 sees per GeV
of input energy. The values of the p.e. to GeV conversion factor for M0, 𝐹𝑆 (𝐶)

PheToGeV are extracted as
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Figure 6. Energy deposited in each module during a run where the 20-GeV positron beam was aimed at the
centre of M0 for the scintillation channel. The scale on the 𝑥-axis corresponds to p.e., while for the modules
M1 − M8 the response is equalised to that of M0 following the procedure described in the text.

𝐹
𝑆,𝐶

PheToGeV =
𝑃
𝑆,𝐶

M0
(20 GeV)

𝜖module × 20 GeV

The measured values are 𝐹𝑆
PheToGeV = 277, 𝐹𝐶

PheToGeV = 48. These values are found to be
compatible with the ones obtained in Ref. [23], which were obtained as an average over many runs
from both test beam periods.

3.3 Calorimeter calibration

The final step for the prototype calibration was to rescale the response of each module by a single
constant (𝛿𝑆 for the scintillation signal and 𝛿𝐶 for the Cherenkov signal), so that the total energy
measured in the calorimeter corresponded to the beam energy separately for the scintillation and
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Cherenkov signal1. The constants 𝛿𝑆 and 𝛿𝐶 are determined as

𝛿𝑆,𝐶 =
20 GeV

〈∑8
𝑖=0 𝑃

𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
〉
,

where the average is computed over all selected positrons from a 20-GeV run with the beam pointing
to the geometric centre of M0.

The individual module energy (in GeV) can therefore be defined as

𝐸
𝑆,𝐶
𝑖

= 𝛿𝑆,𝐶 × 𝑃
𝑆,𝐶

M𝑖
,

4 Results

After the calibration procedure was applied, the data were analysed to measure the performance of
the prototype for positrons. These were characterised in terms of the linearity of the response as
a function of energy and its resolution. Moreover, exploiting the high granularity provided by the
SiPM readout, the shape of the electromagnetic showers in the calorimeter was studied in detail,
and compared to the Geant4 simulation.

4.1 Positron selection

Despite a beam configuration optimised to yield positronss, the beam of the H8 beam line at CERN
contained in general positrons, muons and hadrons, in proportions which are strongly energy
dependent. The definition of a procedure to select positrons was necessary. The first step in data
selection was the definition of a fiducial area for the impact of the beam on the calorimeter ensuring
good containment of the beam in M0.

Due to a malfunctioning, the DWCs were determined to have a space resolution of about 2
mm, not adequate for studies of the dependence of the calorimeter response on the impact point
and angle of the beam. The chambers were thus only used to clean the beam spot by requiring that
the radius of the beam in both chamber was smaller than 15 mm, and that for both coordinates, the
difference of the coordinates measured in the two chambers was less than 3 mm.

Studies which require a precise knowledge of the position of the shower inside the calorimeter
are based on the barycentre of the shower (𝑋CALO,𝑌CALO). This variable is calculated from the
formula:

𝑋CALO =

∑
𝑖 𝑥𝑖𝐸𝑖∑
𝑖 𝐸𝑖

; 𝑌CALO =

∑
𝑖 𝑦𝑖𝐸𝑖∑
𝑖 𝐸𝑖

(4.1)

where the sum runs on all of the 320 fibres in M0, 𝐸𝑖 is the energy deposited in each fibre, with
coordinates (𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖). In order to guarantee good containment in the central module, a selection was
applied event-by-event to the position of the barycentre.

For the selection of a pure positron beam, two Cherenkov counters and a PS detector were
available, as described in Section 2. A fraction of the positrons starts showering in the PS, yielding a

1The simulation predicts a shower containment of the full prototype of 𝜖 = 94% at 𝐸beam = 20 GeV. This number was
found to be nearly independent with 𝐸beam. This lateral leakage was therefore de-facto reabsorbed in the determination
of 𝛿𝑆,𝐶 .
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signal proportional to the number of secondary positrons produced in the shower. The requirement of
a lower limit on the observed signal in the PS allows the separation of positrons from hadrons which
approximately behave as a Minimum Ionising Particle (MIP). However, the secondary positrons
and photons emerge from the PS at an angle with respect to the primary positron. Given the
significant distance of the PS from the calorimeter face, the fraction of the beam energy collected
in the calorimeter, and the distribution of energy among the central cell and the surrounding ones
depend on the amount of signal deposited in the PS. This is shown in Figure 7, where the average
energy in the calorimeter is displayed as a function of the energy deposit in the PS.

Figure 7. Average value of the measured energy in the calorimeter for the scintillation signal as a function
of the size of the signal in the PS detector.

There is a nearly linear anti-correlation between the calorimeter and the PS signal: the calorime-
ter signal corresponding to, for example, 14 MIPs in the PS is about 1 GeV lower than that cor-
responding to 1 MIP for a positron beam of 20 GeV. By making use of the simulation, it was
determined that this effect is dominated by the additional lateral leakage introduced by the opening
of shower started in the PS. While this effect can be corrected in principle for what concerns the
assessment of the linearity of the response, it is significantly more complex to account for it correctly
when assessing the resolution of the energy measurement.

One particular run was taken with a 20-GeV positron beam and where the PS detector was out
of the beam line. After the requirement on the Cherenkov counter is applied, about 20000 events
are available for analysis, with negligible hadron contamination. Of these, about 4300 are in the
beam fiducial window defined above. This run (referred to as “reference run” in the following) was
used to understand key features of the calorimeter response.

4.2 Positron energy measurement

The selection of the positron component of the beam for the reference run was performed by
requiring that the signal in each of the Cherenkov threshold counters to be larger than five times the
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RMS of the corresponding pedestal.
The distribution of the calibrated SiPM signals for the reference run is shown in Figure 8 for

the scintillation and Cherenkov signals.

(a) (b)

Figure 8. Distribution of the sums of the calibrated SiPM signals for the (a) scintillating and (b) Cherenkov
signals for the reference run.

These distributions are far from being Gaussian. In order to understand this feature, the
dependence of the energy measurement on the position of the barycentre of the shower was studied,
and is shown in Figure 9.

A periodical modulation is observed in the 𝑌CALO coordinate, with a period corresponding to
the spacing between different types of fibres (Figure 1(c)) and an amplitude which is approximately
±10% and ±5% of the signal for scintillator and Cherenkov light, respectively. The phases of
scintillator and Cherenkov signals are opposite. No such modulation is observed in the 𝑥 coordinate.
The modulation in 𝑌CALO is due to the geometrical structure of the calorimeter with alternate rows
of scintillating and Cherenkov fibres. Because of the absence of tilt between the fibres and the beam
line in the 𝑦-direction, the scintillation signal is higher for positrons depositing most of the energy in
a scintillation row. By summing the Cherenkov and scintillation signals which have opposite phases
the effect is mitigated, but it does not disappear, as the observed oscillation amplitude is smaller for
the Cherenkov signal. This difference is ascribed to the fact that Cherenkov light has a well defined
geometrical relationship with the direction of the particle producing it, whereas scintillation light
is produced nearly isotropic.

This result is correctly reproduced by the simulation, provided the correct relative orientation
of the beam and calorimeter are reproduced. It was observed with the simulation that the amplitude
and phase of the modulation have a strong dependence on the impact angles of the beam on the
calorimeter. A simulation scan aimed at optimising the match of the Monte Carlo predictions to the
data for the distribution in the left plot of Figure 9 yielded an optimal angle of 1.5◦ in 𝑥 and -0.4◦
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(a) (b)

Figure 9. Average of the summed SiPM signals as a function of (a) 𝑌CALO and (b) 𝑋CALO for the reference
run. The red points refer to the scintillation signal, while the blue ones refer to the Cherenkov.

in 𝑦, compatible with the setup described in Section 2 within uncertainties.
The amplitude of the energy measurement modulation was studied as a function of the impact

angle of the beam onto the calorimeter. Figure 10 shows the simulated scintillation energy mea-
surement as a function of the 𝑌CALO for three different beam angles in the (𝑦, 𝑧) plane. An angle of
2.5◦ is sufficient to completely cancel the modulation.

Figure 10. Average of the energy in M0 as a function of 𝑌CALO for a simulated 20-GeV positron beam. The
distribution is shown for three different configurations of the beam angle into the calorimeter. The number in
the legend correspond to the angle in the 𝑥 − 𝑧 (indicated by 𝑥) and 𝑦 − 𝑧 (indicated by 𝑦) planes. The same
fiducial selection is applied as for data.
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A correction procedure for the dependence of the calorimeter energy measurement on the
particle impact point was developed by making use of the reference run. A useful variable to this
aim is 𝑅max, defined as the ratio of the energy deposited in M0 in the row of scintillating fibres with
the highest signal to the total scintillation signal in M0.

(a) (b)

Figure 11. (a) Distribution of 𝑅max for positrons in the reference run. (b) Distribution of the total scintillation
energy signal for events with 𝑅max < 0.4 (red) and 𝑅max > 0.4 (blue).

The distribution of 𝑅max for the reference run is shown in Figure 11(a), while Figure 11(b)
shows that the events with high value of 𝑅max correspond to the configurations with high energy
deposits in the scintillation channel. This can be expected, as if a positron running approximately
parallel to the fibre direction in the vertical plane initiates a shower in a row corresponding to
scintillating fibres, that will correspond to a high scintillation response overall and high values of
𝑅max. On the other hand, if the positron initiates the shower in a row of Cherenkov fibres, the bulk
of the energy deposition in the scintillation signal will be shared between two rows, yielding a lower
value for 𝑅max.

The dependence on 𝑅max of the energy measured in M0 is shown in Figure 12 for the scintillation
and the Cherenkov signals. Such dependence is parametrised with a second-degree polynomial,
and the resulting correction factor is applied to the measured energy. The result of the procedure
is shown in Figure 13 left, which shows that the position dependence of the measurement is almost
completely smoothed out. The distribution for the measured energies in M0 after this correction
is shown in the right side of Figure 13, for both the scintillation and Cherenkov signals. The
comparison with Figure 8 shows that the correction recovers the Gaussian distribution for both the
scintillation and Cherenkov signals.

For the following results, the procedure just described is applied to the data and, where relevant,
to the simulation.
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(a) (b)

Figure 12. Average energy measured in the central cell normalised to the expected as a function of 𝑅max for
the (a) scintillation and (b) Cherenkov signal.

(a) (b)

Figure 13. (a) Average of the summed SiPM signals in M0 as a function of 𝑌CALO for the reference run after
the correction procedure described in the text. The scintillation channels are in red, the Cherenkov ones in
blue. (b) Distribution of the sums of the calibrated SiPM signals for scintillating (red) and Cherenkov (blue)
signals in M0 after corrections for the reference run.

4.3 Determination of the calorimeter response to positrons

Pure samples of positrons for all available beam energies between 10 and 100 GeV can be selected
by applying the fiducial selection described in Section 4.1. For beam energies up to 𝐸beam = 30 GeV,
the positron component of the beam was selected by requiring the signal in each of the Cherenkov
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threshold counters to be larger than five times the RMS of the corresponding pedestal. For energies
𝐸beam > 30 GeV, the positron selection was done by requiring a signal in the PS larger or equal to
three MIPs. The PS requirement induces a large event-by-event fluctuations in the amount of energy
deposited in the calorimeter due to the fluctuations in the angular opening of the shower initiated
in the preshower detector. The dependence of the average energy deposit on the number of MIPs
deposited in the preshower shown in Figure 7 is corrected for by adding to the total calorimeter
energy a linear function of the PS signal, determined with a linear fit. This correction is indicated in
the following as 𝛿PS. The correction is about 80 MeV/MIP. The variable 𝐸meas is therefore defined
as

𝐸meas = 𝛿PS +
∑

𝑖 𝐸
𝑆
𝑖
+∑

𝑖 𝐸
𝐶
𝑖

2

The linearity of the calorimeter response is shown in Fig 14. The linearity of the response was
better than 1% over the full explored range.

Figure 14. Dependency of the calorimeter response on the beam energy.

4.4 Resolution measurement

The impact of the PS selection on the resolution of the energy measurement is very strong, and
it leads to calorimeter performance which are significantly worse than those that one would have
obtained in absence of PS-induced lateral leakage. For this reason, a different strategy was adopted:
for the determination of the energy resolution, only datasets corresponding to beam energies where
the positron selection can reliably be done only by using the Cherenkov counters were used. This
limits the available energies to 10, 20 and 30 GeV. On top of the Cherenkov counter selection, an
additional requirement to accept only events leaving a signal equivalent to one MIP in the PS was
imposed. The obtained resolution was compared to that of the simulation. Finally, the simulation
is used to extrapolate at higher energies.

– 16 –



The energy measurement of the calorimeter distribution of the energy measurement response
obtained for a 20-GeV run with the PS is shown in Figure 15 for data and simulation.

(a) (b)

Figure 15. Distribution of the energy measured after all corrections for a 20-GeV positron beam for (a) data
and (b) the simulation.

The calorimeter resolution is evaluated as the ratio of 𝜎/𝐸 of the RMS width to the mean
value of a Gaussian fit to the energy measurement distribution for data and simulation. The results
are summarised in Figure 16. For the three available experimental points the measured resolution
is compatible with the simulated one. For comparison, the resolution of the same module in a
setup with no preshower in the beam is also calculated, with an angle of impact of 2.5◦ in both the
horizontal and vertical direction.

The resolution for the simulation reproducing the layout of the test beam has a stochastic term
of 16.4% and a constant term of 0.1%. The three available data points yield resolutions compatible
with the simulation. Because of the small constant term, fits with a linear or quadrature sum of the
stochastic and constant term yield similar results.

The simulation with a 2.5◦ angle yields a stochastic term of 14.5% which we consider repre-
sentative of the electromagnetic resolution of the tested geometry in a real experiment.

4.5 Positron Shower Profile

Thanks to the single fibre readout of the central module and the small distance of 2 mm between
the individual fibres, a high-granularity measurement of the lateral development of the electro-
magnetic shower could be performed and compared to the predictions of the Geant4 simulation.
The measurement was performed independently for the scintillation and Cherenkov signal. Due to
the high statistics needed to extract shower profiles, only the reference run, i.e. the run steering
20 GeV positrons without the preshower, was used for this measurement. Similarly to the event
selection described before, positrons are selected by the usage of the Cherenkov counter, moreover
only events with particles hitting the center of the calorimeter front face within a radius of 5 mm
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Figure 16. Measured resolution of the calorimeter prototype for positrons as a function of the reciprocal
of the square root of the beam energy. The black points represent the data, the blue ones correspond to the
simulation reproducing the test beam geometry including the PS, the red ones correspond to a simulation
with the beam impinging on the calorimeter with an angle of 2.5◦ both in the horizontal and in the vertical
direction and no PS on the beam line.

are kept for analysis. About 4 × 103 events from the reference run are selected for analysis and are
compared to 50 × 103 simulated events2. Only the SiPMs’ signals were considered, therefore the
profiles in the following refer to the shower’s core with an energy containment of 72%. Since one
run only was used, SiPMs’ signals were calibrated using dedicated calibration constants obtained
from events of the reference run only.

The radial distance (𝑟𝑖) between each fiber 𝑖 and the shower axis was computed for each
individual fibre as

𝑟𝑖 =

√︃
(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑋CALO)2 + (𝑦𝑖 − 𝑌CALO)2

With such measurement, the average signal in a fibre is determined as a function of 𝑟 , and
this represents the lateral shower profile. The result is summarised in Figure 17 which represents a
millimeter sampling of a 20 GeV positron-induced shower. It is remarkable how the average signal
carried by a fiber drops by two orders of magnitude over a radial distance of only 25 mm. For
the simulated results, an error of ±0.4◦ in the orientation of the calorimeter with respect to beam
axis is considered: the horizontal angle was assumed to be within 1.0◦ and 1.8◦ while the vertical
angle was not changed with respect to previous simulations. This assumption is compatible with
the experimental setup described Section 4.1 and leads to the colored error bands. We found a good
MC-to-data agreement over the entire distance range.

2For this simulation the patch03 of the Geant4 10.7 release was used.
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Figure 17. Lateral shower profile of positrons with an energy of 20 GeV. The black circles (triangles)
refer to the scintillation (Cherenkov) signal in M0. While the red (blue) band corresponds to the simulation
predictions for the scintillation (Cherenkov) signal respectively.

The shower profile as seen by the Cherenkov signal is wider than that measured with scintil-
lation. This observation confirms that of Ref. [7]. This is interpreted as a consequence of the fact
that the early components of the electromagnetic shower are collimated with the incoming positron
direction, therefore the Cherenkov light that they emit does not contribute, since it falls outside the
numerical aperture of the fibre.
In Figure 18, derived from the same experimental data, the signals from individual fibers located in
the same 𝑟-bin are summed, and the average signals are plotted as a function of 𝑟. This is a measure-
ment of the positron-induced shower radial profile. Figure 18 also illustrates the fraction of SiPMs’
signal deposited within a certain distance from the shower axis, we call it the electromagnetic
shower cumulative profile.

5 Conclusions

A dual-readout sampling calorimeter prototype using brass capillary tubes as absorber and optical
fibers as active medium was tested using beams of particles at DESY and at the H8 beam line
at CERN. The dual readout was realised by making use of two different types of fibers: doped
scintillating Saint-Gobain BF-10 fibers, and clear “Cherenkov” Mitsubishi SK40 fibres. The
prototype (with a total size of about 10 × 10 × 100 cm3) was composed by nine modules. For
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Figure 18. Radial and cumulative shower profiles (left and right respectively) of positrons with an energy of
20 GeV. The red circles (blue triangles) refer to the scintillation (Cherenkov) signal in M0.

the central module, the individual fibres were read out by means of Hamamatsu S14160-1315 PS
SiPMs, while for the surrounding eight modules the two sets of fibres were bundled together and
read out by Hamamatsu R-8900 PMTs.

After having calibrated the detector by making use of the SiPM multi-photon spectrum and of
beams of positrons, a procedure was developed to correct the detector response for the dependency
of the energy measurement on the particle impact point on the calorimeter front face. Then, the
detector response was studied using beams of positrons with energies between 10 and 100 GeV: the
linearity of the energy measurement was found to be within 1%, the measured response was found
to be in agreement with that predicted by a dedicated Geant4 simulation. The energy resolution
was found to have a significant dependence on the impact angle of the beam on the calorimeter
front face for angles between \ = 0◦ and \ = 2.5%. The energy resolution on data was evaluated
by making use of beams of positrons with 𝐸beam = 10, 20 and 30 GeV, and determined to be

𝜎

𝐸
=

(17.5 ± 2.2) %
√
𝐸

+ (0.1 ± 0.5) %,

in agreement with that predicted by the simulation for the same beam impact angle. The extrapola-
tion performed with the simulation up to impact angles \ = 2.5◦ showed that the optimal resolution
of the prototype is expected to be

𝜎

𝐸
=

14.5%
√
𝐸

+ 0.1%.

Finally, a precise measurement of the electromagnetic shower profile of 20-GeV positrons was
compared with the predictions of the simulation, finding good agreement. The shower development
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as seen by the scintillation signal is narrower than that seen by the Cherenkov one, as a consequence
of the loss of Cherenkov light from particles in the early phases of the shower development.

The electromagnetic performance of the dual-readout sampling calorimeter prototype is overall
found to be satisfactory and in line with the expectations, making this mechanical and readout
solution a promising one for future developments.
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Abstract

High spatial resolution of ultracold neutron (UCN) measurement is of growing interest to UCN experiments such as
UCN spectrometers, UCN polarimeters, quantum physics of UCNs, and quantum gravity. Here we utilize physics-
informed deep learning to enhance the experimental position resolution and to demonstrate sub-micron spatial resolu-
tions for UCN position measurements obtained using a room-temperature CMOS sensor, extending our previous work
[1, 2] that demonstrated a position uncertainty of 1.5 microns. We explore the use of the open-source software Allpix
Squared to generate experiment-like synthetic hit images with ground-truth position labels. We use physics-informed
deep learning by training a fully-connected neural network (FCNN) to learn a mapping from input hit images to out-
put hit position. The automated analysis for sub-micron position resolution in UCN detection combined with the fast
data rates of current and next generation UCN sources will enable improved precision for future UCN research and
applications.

Keywords: Ultracold neutrons, Direct detection, Solid state detector, 10B nanometer thin film, Deep learning,
Sub-micron position resolution

1. Introduction

Ultracold neutrons (UCNs) have a kinetic energy less
than 300 neV and are the coldest free neutrons created
in the laboratory. The unique properties of UCNs allow
them to be a powerful tool in studying the fundamen-
tal sciences in nature. UCNs are utilized in several ex-
periments such as determining the precise measurement
of neutron lifetime [3, 4], determining the properties of
neutron beta decay [5], and searching for the neutron
electric dipole moment [6, 7, 8]. In recent years, there

LA-UR-23-25082
∗Corresponding author. E-mail: zwang@lanl.gov

is a growing interest in studying the quantum states of
UCN using position sensitive measurements of UCN.
The precise measurement of the UCN quantum states
have application in the areas of dark energy and dark
matter search [9, 10]. The study of quantum gravity
states also benefits from precise position measurements
[11, 12]. For all experiments requiring UCN position-
sensitive measurements, a spatial resolution of 1 µm or
less is highly desired.

As UCNs do not directly ionize detectors due to the
lack of an electrical charge, their detection depends on
a nuclear reaction that generates ionizing charged parti-
cles. Position-sensitive measurements of UCN through
indirect detection have been previously conducted us-
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ing ZnS:Ag scintillators and the nuclear reaction with
boron-10 (10B) [13, 14, 15]. However, the position res-
olution is limited by equipment specifications such as
the size of the photomultiplier tubes [13, 15] or the light
yield of the imaging camera [14]. A direct detection
scheme using boron-coated solid state detectors is uti-
lized to capture UCN hits in an image or movie format
for improved position resolution.

In this paper, we demonstrate the desired sub-micron
position resolution for UCN detection using a room-
temperature CMOS sensor. This work improves upon
our previous work [1], which uses a scientific-grade
boron-coated (bCCD) sensor, in position resolution as
well as the approach in estimating the hit position. In
[1], a 2D Gaussian fit approach is applied to a captured
UCN hit image and the hit position is determined to
be the centroid. While the performance of the fitting
approach resulted in an uncertainty of 1.5 µm, it does
not take into account detector physics. Nonetheless,
scientific-grade CCD sensors are very costly and must
be operated in low temperatures to suppress dark cur-
rent. To address this issue, we propose to utilize CMOS
sensors due to their lower manufacturing cost as well as
their capability of operating at room-temperature. In ad-
dition, CMOS sensors are typically manufactured with
a smaller pixel size compared to CCD sensors, which
naturally improves spatial resolution. However, the true
hit position data from captured images will not be avail-
able for any chosen detector. To address the lack of
ground-truth data, we leverage a silicon detector simu-
lation framework Allpix Squared [16], which can gener-
ate synthetic data containing Monte Carlo ground-truth
information including hit position. To address the is-
sue of detector physics during hit position estimation,
we use deep learning to model the underlying physics
by training a fully connected neural network (FCNN)
to learn a mapping from input images to output ground-
truth labels. Our trained FCNN model enjoys predicting
sub-pixel and sub-micron position resolution.

The rest of this paper is summarized as follows.
In Section 2, we introduce the direct UCN detection
method using solid state detectors and the nuclear re-
action with 10B. To address the lack of position data,
we discuss generating synthetic data with ground-truth
position information using the simulation framework
Allpix Squared. To learn a underlying detector physics,
we discuss the use of deep learning to learn a mapping
from input images to ground-truth labels. In Section
3, numerical results demonstrate that the deep learning
model achieves sub-pixel and sub-micron position reso-
lution. Lastly, Section 4 concludes this paper.

Figure 1: (a) Direct UCN detection scheme using a silicon
detector and the nuclear reaction with 10B, which produces
two charged particles α and 7Li. One charged particle is cap-
tured and stopped by the detector to produce e-h pairs along
its trajectory. The charge carriers propagate through the sili-
con detector with direction dependent on the internal electric
field direction. (b) An example MAPS sensor simulated using
Allpix Squared by Allpix Squared Authors [17]. In the de-
pleted region (green), charge carriers drift in the direction of
the defined electric field, while thermal diffusion is dominant
in the undepleted region (gray).

2. Methods

In this section, we describe the the experimental UCN
capture scheme using a solid state silicon detector and
the nuclear reaction with 10B. To attain sub-micron po-
sition resolution, we first use the open-source silicon de-
tector simulation software Allpix Squared for data gen-
eration. Next, we leverage deep learning for UCN hit
prediction by training a FCNN to learn a mapping from
input hit images to ground-truth labels.

2.1. Solid State Detector using 10B

The working principle of the direct UCN detection
scheme using a thin 10B film deposited on a silicon de-
tector is shown in Figure 1a. Due to the low kinetic
energy of UCNs, their detection requires a nuclear re-
action with a conversion layer to generate high energy
charged particles [18]. The proposed detection scheme
uses a isotopically purified 10B film up to 100 nm thick
as the conversion layer. The 10B film is deposited on the
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silicon detector using the electron-evaporation deposi-
tion process described in [13]. The resulting neutron
capture reaction generates high energy α, 7Li, and γ-ray
particles as follows

n +10 B→4 He(1.48MeV) +7 Li(0.84MeV)
+ γ(0.48MeV) (94%)

n +10 B→4 He(1.78MeV) +7 Li(1.02MeV) (6%)

The detector captures the UCN hit when the α, 7Li, and
γ-ray particles are stopped within the active silicon layer
and generate charge carries, also known as electron-
hole (e-h) pairs, along its trajectory. The charge cre-
ation threshold of silicon is approximately 3.6 eV per
e-h pair. Influenced by the internal electric field, one
charge carrier type will propagate through the active sil-
icon layer to be collected at the potential wells. Elec-
trons will travel in the direction opposite of the electric
field direction, while holes will travel in the same direc-
tion. The collected charges are converted to a digitized
value and are read out by the detector to generate the
UCN hit image.

To better visualize the charge carrier movement
within the silicon detector, Figure 1b illustrates a simu-
lation of the charge carrier propagation within a mono-
lithic active pixel sensor (MAPS) by the authors of
Allpix Squared [17]. The depleted region (green) rep-
resents the detector sensitive volume, where the internal
electric field is present and charge carrier drift is domi-
nant. The electrons drift towards and are collected at the
collection diodes (blue squares), while the holes drift
towards the undepleted region. All charges generated
within the depleted region will be collected at the col-
lection diodes such that the charge collection efficiency
is maximum. The undepleted region is the electric field
free region of the detector and thus, charge transit is
dominated though a thermal diffusion process. Hence,
the resulting charge cloud is larger as the charge carriers
spreads to neighboring pixels. However, charge carriers
in the undepleted region may not diffuse back into the
depleted region to be collected at the collection diodes
and may be subject to recombination losses. Therefore,
the charge collection efficiency is reduced in the unde-
pleted region.

2.2. Detection using bCCDs
In our previous work [1], a scientific grade boron-

coated CCD (bCCD) was used to detect UCNs. The
bCCD used in the experiment is similar to the CCDs
used in the Dark Energy Camera (DECam) project [19].
The sensors were built by the Lawrence Berkeley Na-
tional Laboratory (LBNL) [20] and has been extensively

Figure 2: (a) Cross-section of the bCCD built by LBNL. (b) A
raw bCCD image showing captured UCN hits with a yellow
box showing a zoomed in section of the image. (c) A zoomed
in view of a single UCN hit. The plotted red contours show a
2D Gaussian fit to the hit.

characterized by Fermilab for the DECam project [21].
The bCCD sensor is a fully depleted, back-illuminated
sensor fabricated from high-resistivity silicon with a
thickness of 250 µm. The sensor has 8 million (2k ×
4k) pixels with a pixel pitch of 15 × 15 µm2. Fabricated
from 10kΩ resistivity silicon, a bias voltage of 25 V al-
lows for fully depleted operation. The sensor is cooled
to 140 K to suppress dark current. Figure 2a shows a
cross-section of the bCCD sensor. The incoming UCNs
hit the sensor back-side with the 10B coating. The gen-
erated charged particle, α or 7Li, penetrates and inter-
acts with the silicon layer to create e-h pairs. Under
the effect of the internal electric field, the holes created
near the sensor back-side travel through the full silicon
thickness to be collect at the potential wells at the sensor
front-end. Figure 2b shows a hit image captured by the
bCCD, while Figure 2c shows a close up of a single hit
fitted with a 2D Gaussian fit. The estimated centroid of
the 2D Gaussian fit for identified UCN hits was used to
estimate the hit position with an uncertainty of 1.5 µm.

2.3. Detection using CMOS

While bCCDs can be used to detect UCNs, these
scientific-grade sensors are very costly. A more cost
efficient solution is to utilize off-the-self CMOS sen-
sors for UCN detection. In addition to the cost bene-
fits, CMOS sensors can be operated at room temperature
(293 K) and have a smaller pixel pitch. In this experi-
ment, we use the DMM 27UJ003-ML CMOS camera
by the Imaging Source. Different from the bCCD, the
CMOS sensor is front-illuminated, is not fully depleted,
and has a pixel pitch of 1.67 × 1.67 µm2. Furthermore,
the sensor has not been extensively characterized and
thus, known sensor parameters are extracted from the
datasheet. Figure 3a shows an assumed simple cross-

3



Figure 3: (a) Simple cross-section of the DMM CMOS sensor.
Note the dimensions are not to scale. (b) Sample of a raw
DMM CMOS image that shows two captured UCN hits.

Figure 4: Comparison of the captured UCN energy spec-
trum by the experimental bCCD images (blue) and the Allpix
Squared synthetic images (orange). The peaks shown corre-
spond to 7Li = 0.84 MeV and α = 1.47 MeV.

section of the CMOS sensor. The incoming UCNs hit
the sensor front-end with the 10B coating. The gener-
ated charged particle, α or 7Li, needs to travel through
the back-end-of-line (BEOL) or metal layer in order to
reach the active silicon layer. The BEOL layer thick-
ness varies between different CMOS manufacturers. A
thick BEOL layer will fully stop the lower energy 7Li
particles and thus, only α particles will reach the active
silicon layer. Figure 3b shows two experimental hits
captured by the DMM camera.

Similar to the bCCD experiment, a 2D Gaussian fit
can be fitted to each identified UCN hit to estimate
the hit position. However, this fitting approach does
not take into account detector physics. Meanwhile, the
ground-truth hit position is not available. We propose
to overcome this challenge by synthetically generating
UCN hits and their corresponding ground-truth hit po-
sition by using the silicon detector framework Allpix
Squared discussed next.

2.4. Data Generation with Allpix Squared

Allpix Squared is an open-source silicon detec-
tor simulation tool that implements end-to-end Monte
Carlo simulations from incident particle detection to
digitized detector output [16]. The simulation frame-

Figure 5: Comparison between (left) an experimental bCCD
image and (right) the best matched synthetic image generated
by Allpix Squared.

work is comprised of several stages and different algo-
rithms for detector physics such as charge transport and
front-end electronics modeling. In addition, the frame-
work is built upon Geant4 [22] to simulate the interac-
tion of the incident particle with the sensor materials.
At each stage of the simulation process, Allpix Squared
stores the Monte Carlo truth information such that the
entire simulation history can be traced from the initial
particle to output image. In Section 2.5, this ground-
truth information is extracted and exploited for train-
ing a FCNN to learn the underlying detector physics by
learning a mapping from input hit images to output hit
position.

To demonstrate the silicon detector modeling capabil-
ity of Allpix Squared, we model the fully characterized
bCCD sensor and compare the synthetic and experimen-
tal data. Figure 4 plots and compares the captured en-
ergy spectrum of the experimental hit images (blue) and
the synthetically generated ones (orange). The spec-
trums were fitted to align the peaks of the 1.48 MeV
α particle. Clearly, the synthetic spectrum well captures
the experimental. Meanwhile, Figure 5 compares the
experimental and synthetic hit images and demonstrates
that the simulation framework can generate synthetic
hits that are similar to the experimental. Nonetheless,
we show that a fully characterized detector can be accu-
rately modeled in Allpix Squared.

Different from the bCCD, the CMOS sensor is not
fully characterized. The few known detector parameters
are extracted from the datasheet, while unknown detec-
tor parameters need to be tuned. Figure 6a plots the
experimental energy spectrum and Figure 6b the syn-
thetic one. The current tuned values for the unknown
detector parameters results in a synthetic spectrum with
a trend that is similar to the experimental. A more accu-
rate CMOS model can be obtained with further param-
eter tuning.
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Figure 6: (a) The raw experimental spectrum captured by the
DMM CMOS sensor and (b) the raw synthetic spectrum cap-
tured by Allpix Squared. The x-axis values denotes the raw
intensity values for each plot.

2.5. Deep Learning for Position Resolution

Allpix Squared can be used to generate large datasets
of UCN hit images and their corresponding ground-
truth labels such as hit position. We propose to model
the underlying complex detector physics by using deep
learning. A sub-field of machine learning and artifi-
cial intelligence, deep learning is widely used to learn
underlying structures and patterns in high-dimensional
data by leveraging neural networks for their superior
nonlinear approximation capability [23]. Deep learning
has been popularly applied in fields such as image and
speech recognition [24, 25], robotics [26, 27], and med-
ical imaging [28]. We apply deep learning to model the
detector physics by learning a mapping from input UCN
hit images to output ground-truth labels. Specifically,
we train a FCNN with three hidden layers as shown in
Figure 7a. The input UCN hit images are of size 14×14
pixels that are flattened into a 1D vector of size 1× 196.
Following the flattened layer, there are 3 hidden layers
with 124, 125, and 124 neurons, respectively. Lastly,
the output layer consists of the ground-truth labels con-
sisting of the entry and exit coordinate as well as the in-
cident angle θ, the angle at which the particle enters the
detector. Not shown in the FCNN architecture, dropout
layers are implemented after each hidden layer to mit-

Figure 7: (a) Overview of the FCNN architecture with 3 hid-
den layers. The network takes as input UCN hit images of size
14× 14 pixels and outputs the entry and exit (x, y) coordinates
as well as the incident angle θ. (b) An example entry point
prediction for an input image. The red ‘x’ denotes the actual
(ground-truth) entry point and the blue KDE plot shows the
FCNN prediction with dropout layers enabled. The prediction
for this example clearly obtains sub-pixel resolution.

igate model overfitting issues and to model uncertainty
quantification during testing.

3. Results and Discussion

We use Allpix Squared to generate a large dataset for
the CMOS detector. The dataset consists of approxi-
mately 50,000 UCN hit images and their corresponding
ground-truth labels, consisting of the entry and exit co-
ordinates as well as the incident angle θ. To train and
test the neutral network in Figure 7a, the dataset is split
into 60% for training, 20% for validation, and 20% for
testing. We use the Pytorch library [29] to train the
FCNN to learn a predictive mapping between the input
images and output labels using the training and valida-
tion datasets. The trained model is then validated using
the test dataset by making predictions on the test im-
ages. During the testing phase, the dropout layers in the
FCNN are enabled to allow for uncertainty quantifica-
tion for label prediction. For each test image, we feed
the image into the trained FCNN for 500 times to sim-
ulate Monte Carlo runs. Figure 7b shows an example
FCNN prediction as a kernel density estimate (KDE) on
the entry point position (in blue) for one synthetic hit
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Table 1: Summary of FCNN performance on the test dataset.
The second column tabulates the average absolute deviation
of each label prediction where N denotes the total number of
test samples, x̂n denotes the predicted mean for sample n, and
xn the true value. The third column tabulates the average pre-
dicted standard deviation where σ̂n denotes the predicted stan-
dard deviation for sample n.

Output Label 1
N
∑

N |x̂n − xn|
1
N
∑

N σ̂n

Entry x (pixels) 0.13 0.12
Entry y (pixels) 0.13 0.11
Exit x (pixels) 0.17 0.11
Exit y (pixels) 0.18 0.10
θ (degrees) 4.48 3.21

image. Clearly, the FCNN prediction obtains sub-pixel
position resolution. Furthermore, it obtains sub-micron
position resolution as the CMOS pixel size is 1.67 µm.

For each image in the test dataset, we compute the
mean and standard deviation of the predicted labels and
compare the predicted values to the ground-truth. For
each label, we compute the average absolute deviation
of the predicted mean value and the true value as well as
the average predicted standard deviation. Table 1 sum-
marizes the overall FCNN model performance on the
test dataset. The model achieves a maximum mean de-
viation of 0.18 pixels (0.3 µm) and standard deviation
of 0.12 pixels (0.2 µm) for predicting the entry and exit
point position. Thus, the FCNN achieves both sub-pixel
and sub-micron position resolution.

4. Conclusion

A direct UCN detection scheme using solid state de-
tectors and a thin 10B film was described. The detection
scheme was applied to scientific-grade bCCD sensors as
well as the DMM CMOS sensor to obtain UCN hit im-
ages. Due to the lack of ground-truth position informa-
tion, Allpix Squared is used to generate synthetic data
consisting of images and corresponding ground-truth la-
bels by modeling the silicon detectors as accurately as
possible. A FCNN model is trained to learn underly-
ing detector physics by learning a mapping from input
hit images to output ground-truth labels. The trained
FCNN achieved both sub-pixel and sub-micron resolu-
tion for UCN position resolution.
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Abstract: We report the calibration of a gaseous Time Projection Chamber based on

Micromegas charge readout modules with cosmic ray muons, utilizing their penetrating

power and relatively uniform energy deposition per unit length. Muon events were selected

through track reconstruction to characterize detector performances, such as the drift veloc-

ity, electron lifetime, detector gain, and electric field distortion. The evolution of detector

performances with gas purities and electric drift fields over a 50-day data-taking cycle was

measured by the muon calibration method. For instance, the drift velocity degraded with

gas impurities from 3.40 ± 0.07 cm/µs to 3.06 ± 0.06 cm/µs, and then recovered with gas

purification. A 137Cs calibration source was also placed inside the detector as a reference

for muon calibrations.
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1 Introduction

Time Projection Chamber (TPC) detectors have been widely used in particle physics since

their invention [1]. Nowadays, TPCs are playing a critical role in rare event search ex-

periments, such as Neutrinoless Double Beta Decay (NLDBD) searches (e.g., NEXT [2],

EXO-200 [3]), and dark matter direct detections (e.g., XENON1T [4], TREX-DM [5], and

PandaX-4T [6]). A gaseous TPC can record both energy depositions and trajectories of

charged particles traveling within, providing information to discriminate the signal from

the background [7–9].

The PandaX-III [10] is an experiment using a high-pressure xenon gaseous TPC to

search for NLDBD of 136Xe. For the prototype TPC of the PandaX-III experiment, we

developed a calibration method using cosmic ray muon events to study the key perfor-

mances, such as the gain, electron lifetime, drift velocity, and electric field distortion.

Seven Micromegas (Micro-Mesh Gaseous Structure) [11] modules are mounted for charge

readout in the prototype TPC. The Micromegas modules are fabricated with the thermal

bonding technology [12], which makes an avalanche structure by pressing the stretched

stainless-steel mesh directly onto the readout printed circuit board (PCB) using a hot

rolling machine. A germanium (Ge) film-based resistive anode is used in Micromegas to

suppress the discharge and improve the performance of the detector [13]. The gas inside

the TPC is a conventional gas mixture of argon with 2.5% isobutane at 3 bar pressure,

which has been proven to perform well in Micromegas testing [14].

The TPC records ionization charge signals and measures the relative timing of wave-

forms to determine the relative position of energy depositions. However, in a generic

gaseous TPC like the PandaX-III, an event’s absolute position and time (usually referred

to as t0) along the drift direction are unknown without any information from scintillation
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Figure 1: Structure of the TPC with the gas system and electronics. The maximum

drift distance of the detector is 78.0 cm. The 137Cs source wrapped in Kapton (the orange

point) was placed on the cathode plane.

light signals. As a result, the drift velocity and electron lifetime cannot be easily measured

using conventional calibration methods. Penetration muon events, which we define as those

passing through the readout plane to the cathode plane, have an absolute position since

the projected track length along the drift direction is equal to the maximum drift dis-

tance of the TPC. Ideally, cosmic ray muons have long-straight tracks and a near-constant

ionization energy loss per unit length dE/dx [15]. These properties of muons allow us to

calibrate the key performances of the TPC conveniently and efficiently.

2 Experimental setup and data taking

The core component of the experimental setup is a gaseous TPC, which consists of a charge

readout plane on the top, a cathode at the bottom, and an electric field shaping cage in the

middle. Fig. 1 demonstrates the schematic of the TPC and sub-systems, including a gas

system and readout electronics. The TPC vessel has an inner volume of about 600 L and

an active volume of 270 L. The active volume inside the TPC is a cylinder with a diameter

of 66.0 cm and a height of 78.0 cm, surrounded by the electric field shaping cage made of

an acrylic barrel and flexible PCBs [16]. More description of the design and construction

of the TPC can be found in [17]. As shown in Fig. 2, the charge readout plane consists of

a tessellation of seven 19.5×19.5 cm2 thermal-bonding Micromegas modules. Each module

has 64 readout strips of 3 mm pitch in each direction (X or Y) and an amplification gap
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Figure 2: (Left) Picture of the charge readout plane during assembly. The location of

the Micromegas for data taking is in the red box. (Right) Picture of one 19.5×19.5 cm2

thermal bonding Micromegas module.

of 100 µm in height. In order to study the detector calibration method, only the center

Micromegas module was activated for data taking in this work. A 137Cs calibration source,

wrapped in Kapton to shield the beta particles from escape, was placed on the cathode

plane under the active Micromegas.

When an incident particle travels in the active volume, it deposits energy by ionizing

the gas atoms along its trajectory. With a negative high voltage applied to the cath-

ode, the primary ionization electrons drift along the electric field and get collected by the

Micromegas strips in X and Y directions after avalanche amplification. The signals are

digitized by a commercial ASAD/CoBo electronics system [18] with a record length of

512 sampling points. The strip signals provide the detected charges and the horizontal

positions in the XY plane. The timing information of signals provides a relative position

measurement in the Z direction. Therefore, a complete three-dimensional track and the

energy deposition of an event are recorded. To account for penetration muon events, a

sampling rate of 10 MHz (a time bin of 0.1 µs) is used for data taking.

A gas system was constructed for gas circulation and purification, as shown in Fig. 1.

Gas impurities, especially electronegative ones, absorb the drift electrons, resulting in a

so-called attachment effect that degrades the detector performance. As our detector is

hermetic, the main contribution of gas impurities is from the outgassing inside the detec-

tor [19][20]. Continuous purification with a circulation loop is necessary to reduce contam-

ination levels. A room-temperature getter, model HP190-702FV by SAES [21], is used to

remove electronegative impurities such as H2O, O2, CO, and CO2 effectively. A magnet-

ically driven circulation pump drives the gas mixture through the getter at a speed of 3

standard liters per minute.
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Figure 3: (Top) An example of a characteristic X-ray event from the 137Cs source.

(Bottom) An example of a penetration muon event from cosmic rays. Signal pulses collected

on each triggered strip are shown in the left panel, where one color indicates one channel.

The projected tracks on the XZ and YZ planes are shown in the right panel.

We took data for 50 days with the same detector configuration, including 48 days

without gas purification and two days with gas purification, to study the TPC perfor-

mance evolution with the change of gas purities. The detector was filled with 3 bar Ar-

(2.5%)Isobutane on Oct. 25, 2022. We applied 520 V for the Micromegas mesh and 24 kV

for the cathode, corresponding to an amplification field of 52 kV/cm and a drift field of

301 V/cm. Additionally, we studied the electron drifting process and electric field distor-

tion with different electric fields in the same gas condition. A 137Cs source placed on the

cathode was used for reference.

Events from both cosmic ray muons and the 137Cs source were selected for detector

calibration. Signals collected in X and Y strips of Micromegas allow us to obtain projected

tracks on the XZ and YZ planes. The total energy of an event is determined by summing

the collected charges on strips. Two example events, including their tracks and waveforms,

are shown in Fig. 3. Events from the 137Cs source only triggered an average of eight strips,

corresponding to its characteristic X-ray of 32.2 keV. However, muon events exhibit dis-

tinctive long-straight tracking features. We describe the muon event identification through

track reconstruction in the next section.

3 Muon event identification

Muon and 137Cs X-ray events can be identified based on their track lengths and distribu-

tions in the detector. However, both muon and high-energy electron events have long tracks
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Figure 4: (Left) An example of a muon track and its θ distribution from the Hough

transform. (Right) An example of a typical high-energy electron track and its θ distribution

from the Hough transform.

in the TPC with dozens of strips triggered. We used the Hough transform algorithm [22]

to reconstruct the tracks and calculate the degree of the track’s zigzag to discriminate

muons from electrons. The projected tracks were discretized into many track points in the

XZ (or YZ) plane. The line between any two track points can be described by an angle

θ and a radius ρ under the polar coordinate system. As shown in Fig. 4, the distribution

of θ distinguishes muons from high-energy electrons straightforwardly. The θ distribution

of a straight muon track is narrow, while a zigzagging high-energy electron track gives a

broad θ distribution due to multiple scattering. The mode of the θ distribution was used

to represent the expected direction of a straight muon track. Track reconstruction and

identification were performed in the REST framework [23].

After track identification, we selected penetration muons by the positioning cut and

drift time distribution cut for detector calibrations. The penetration muon goes through

the top and bottom of the TPC active volume, and the projected track falls within the

Micromegas module. Its track starts from the readout plane, and the first triggered Z

coordinate equals zero. A positioning cut within the red square of 140 × 140 mm2 on

the hit map, as shown in Fig. 5a, was used to exclude muons entered from the side of

the active volume. With the absolute Z position and detected charges of each track point,

penetration muon events can be used to characterize the electron lifetime and detector gain.

Furthermore, the electric field distortion can be measured through the track deviation of

muon events.

Events from the 137Cs source are mainly distributed near the source position and leave

short tracks in the TPC volume. The hit map presented in Fig. 5b is generated from

the last triggered-strip position of events, and the highlighted cluster reveals the expected

position of the 137Cs source. We selected source signals in the red square of 25 × 25 mm2

by the positioning cut and used them as a reference to calibrate the detector gain and

energy resolution.
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Figure 5: (a) A hit map of the first triggered position of cosmic-ray muons. Signals in

the red square were selected by the positioning cut for detector calibrations. (b) A hit map

of the last triggered position of characteristic X-ray events from the 137Cs source. The hot

spot in the red box is the image of the 137Cs source.

4 Detector performance results

4.1 Drift velocity and electron lifetime

In a TPC, ionization electrons drift to the readout plane under the influence of the drift

field. The drift velocity vdrift depends on the gas mixture and electric drift field. A portion

of ionization electrons is absorbed by electronegative impurities during drifting, resulting

in the attachment effect characterized by the electron lifetime τe and electron absorption

distance ze [24]. The effect can be expressed as an exponential function:

E = E0e
−z/ze = E0e

−t/τe , (4.1)

where E is the energy detected by the readout plane, E0 is the energy deposited in the TPC,

and z (t) is the drift distance (time) of ionization electrons. By combining the calculated

drift velocity, we can estimate the electron lifetime (τe = ze/vdrift). The drift velocity and

electron lifetime measurement are crucial to understanding the drift process in the TPC.

Penetration muons can be used to calculate the drift velocity and quantify the electron

absorption during drifting. Fig. 6 shows the drift time distribution of muons on the first day

of data taking. The peak at 22.9 ± 0.5 µs represents penetration muons with a maximum

drift distance of 78.0 cm. The corresponding drift velocity is 3.40 ± 0.07 cm/µs with 3 bar

Ar-(2.5%)isobutane gas mixture and a drift field of 301 V/cm. Our initial drift velocity is

in fair agreement with the Garfield++ calculated value of 3.46 cm/µs [25]. Fig. 7 shows

the evolution of drift velocity in the data-taking process. The drift velocity decreased to

3.06 ± 0.06 cm/µs after one and a half months, due to deterioration of gas quality caused

by outgassing in the detector. When the gas circulation and purification were turned on,
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Figure 6: The drift time distribution of selected muon events. The fitted mean of the

peak at the tail of the distribution indicates the maximum drift time of penetration muons.
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Figure 7: The drift velocity of ionization electrons evolves with time. Three colored lines

with different gas mixtures from Garfield++ are also shown in the figure. The blue dashed

line denotes the starting time of the circulation and purification of the gas system. Data

were taken at 3 bar Ar-(2.5%)isobutane gas mixture and a drift field of 301 V/cm.

the drift velocity quickly recovered in two days. Acrylic that makes up the field cage tends

to trap water easily, with a water absorption ratio up to 0.4% by weight [26]. Profuse

outgassing from acrylic may introduce significant water contamination to the detector [19].

As the contamination level inside the TPC is difficult to measure precisely, the figure shows

three simulation results with different gas mixtures from Garfield++. If 0.05% (0.15%)

water contamination is added to the gas mixture, the simulated drift velocity decreases as

expected. The simulation results justify the speculation of electronegative contaminations

qualitatively.

The drift fields were varied from 121 to 442 V/cm to analyze the impact on the drift
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Figure 8: Dependence of the electron drift velocity on drift fields. The simulation lines,

data before purification, and data after purification are all shown in the figure.

velocity, as summarized in Fig. 8, while the amplification field was fixed at 52 kV/cm. Data

were taken before gas purification (black points) and after gas purification (blue points),

respectively. During the drift voltage scan, the drift velocity increased with the electric

field until it plateaued at high fields. After gas purification, the electron drift velocity

increased at each drift field, indicating an improvement in gas purities. We also present

three simulation lines from Garfield++ with different percentages of water contamination

to demonstrate the expected impact of impurities.

The mean energy loss rate dE/dx of high-energy muons in the TPC is almost con-

stant [15]. Therefore, the differences in detected energy deposition along the penetration

muon tracks from the anode to the cathode indicate the impact of the electron attachment

effect and can be utilized to estimate electron absorption distance (lifetime). The energy

deposition rate along the tracks can be calculated by summing the detected ADC samples

of over-threshold signals, and then characterized in ADC/mm. Fig. 9 shows the average

detected charges along the track as a function of the drift distance. Three sets of data

at different times are presented. On the first day of data taking, the electron absorp-

tion distance was 237 ± 18 cm from the exponential fit. The value dwindles to 173 ± 8 cm

(126 ± 4 cm) after half a month (one and a half months) without gas purification.

The evolution of electron lifetime calibrated with muons is shown in Fig. 10. The

electron lifetime decreased from 69.8 ± 5.4 µs to 39.5 ± 1.6 µs, confirming the gas purities

evolution during the data-taking process. The electron lifetime and gas purities rapidly

recovered with gas purification in two days.
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The exponential fit was applied in the 50-750 mm range, as indicated by the dashed lines

in the figure.
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Figure 10: The electron lifetime as a function of time. The blue dashed line denotes the

starting time of the circulation and purification of the gas system. Data were taken at 3

bar Ar-(2.5%)isobutane gas mixture and a drift field of 301 V/cm.

4.2 Detector gain

The detector gain was calibrated with a 137Cs source. It is defined as the ratio of the total

charges of primary ionization electrons after and before the detector amplification:

G =
Q

(Ee)/ω
, (4.2)

where Q represents the amplified charges collected by the electronics, E represents the

deposited energy of the corresponding incident particle, and e is the elementary charge.

The average ionization energy ω was taken as 26.2 eV for Ar-(2.5%)Isobutane gas mixture
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[27]. The 32.2 keV X-ray peak from 137Cs, displayed in Fig. 11, was fitted with a Gaussian

plus a polynomial function to eliminate the linear background. A gain of 2043 and an energy

resolution of 10.3% FWHM (Full Width at Half Maximum) at 32.2 keV were obtained on

the first day. The evolution of gain and energy resolution at 32.2 keV are shown in Fig. 12

(b). Gas impurities dominated the evolution of energy resolution and detector gain. The

laboratory temperature was also monitored to interpret gain curve fluctuations, as shown

in Fig. 12 (a). According to the gain model in [14], variations in the mean free path caused

by the laboratory temperature affect the electron amplification process of the detector.

50 100 150 200 250

310×

Energy [ADC]

0

500

1000

1500

2000

In
te

ns
ity

Data

Best fit

: 10.3%αBa k13732.2 keV of 

Figure 11: The X-ray spectrum of the 137Cs source with the positioning cut applied.

As mentioned in Equation 4.1, the detected charges were reduced due to electron

absorption during drifting, and they can be corrected with ze estimated previously. We set

z of 137Cs signals to be 78.0 cm, as the location of 137Cs source was on the cathode plane.

The correction gain calibrated with 137Cs signals is presented in Fig. 12 (c, black points).

The energy deposition rate of penetration muon events, extracted from the fit in Fig. 9, was

also used to characterize the correction gain. The detected charges in z = 0 characterized

in ADC/mm are presented in Fig. 12 (c, blue points). The tendency of correction gain

calibrated with 137Cs is consistent with that of detected charges in z = 0 characterized with

muons. After correction, the gain evolution in principle was dominated by gas impurities

inside the Micromegas amplification gap.

4.3 Electric field distortion

The straightness of muon tracks provides an effective quantification of electric field dis-

tortion. Distortion of the uniform electric field in the TPC active volume deforms the

drift path of ionization electrons, diminishing the quality of reconstructed tracks. For a

straight muon track, the deviation ∆X (∆Y) between the detected and expected track can

be obtained at certain Z positions in the XZ (YZ) plane with the aforementioned Hough

transform. In this study, the track deviation is used to quantify the electric field distortion

with the center Micromegas module for data taking (see Fig. 2).
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Figure 12: (a) Laboratory temperature. (b) Detector gain and Energy resolution at 32.2

keV from 137Cs. (c) Correction gain calibrated with 137Cs (black points) and detected

charges in z = 0 characterized with penetration muons (blue points). The blue dashed line

denotes the starting time of the circulation and purification of the gas system. Data were

taken at 3 bar Ar-(2.5%)isobutane gas mixture and a drift field of 301 V/cm.

Electric field distortion often occurs at the Micromegas edge. All Micromegas modules

were mounted on a grounded aluminum plane, and the electric potential difference at the

Micromegas edge can cause electric field distortion. Additionally, if a high voltage was

applied to one Micromegas module while the adjacent modules remained at zero voltage,

distortion at the boundary was expected. Fig. 13a shows a colored electric field map on

the data-taking Micromegas module, simulated using COMSOL Multiphysics [28]. Only

the center Micromegas was powered with a voltage of -520 V, while the other six were

grounded. The arrows at the Micromegas edge illustrate the direction and intensity of field

lines.

The simulation results were confirmed with muon data. The Micromegas readout plane

was divided into 32×32 grids, and the average deviation of muon tracks in each grid was

calculated to represent the electric field distortion. Fig. 13b shows an electric field distortion

– 11 –



plot reconstructed with muon events under the same run conditions as the simulation. The

distortion appeared near the boundary of Micromegas, and its direction is consistent with

the simulation. In Fig. 13c, all seven Micromegas modules were powered on, and a uniform

electric field on the data-taking Micromegas is shown. Fig. 13d shows an electric field

distortion plot with six Micromegas powered on at the same voltage. The Micromegas

at the bottom-right corner was turned off, resulting in an electric field distortion at the

bottom-right corner on the data-taking Micromegas.

(a)
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(d)

Figure 13: (a) The electric field map on the Micromegas plane simulated using COMSOL

with only one data-taking Micromegas powered on. (b) The electric field distortion plot

derived from muon tracks with the same run conditions as the simulation. (c) The electric

field distortion plot with all seven Micromegas powered on. (d) The electric field distortion

plot with six Micromegas powered on, with the bottom right Micromegas turned off. The

arrows in these plots indicate the electric field direction and intensity on the data-taking

Micromegas plane.
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To quantify the distortion, we calculated the average deviation ∆X as a function of the

X position under different run conditions in Fig. 14. The Y position was fixed between -3

and 3 mm. A negligible distortion with all seven Micromegas powered on and operated at a

drift field of 301 V/cm was shown in the figure. Under the same drift field, the distortion at

the edge of the data-taking Micromegas module increased dramatically when the other six

Micromegas modules were turned off. Furthermore, the distortion became more severe at

a low drift field of 121 V/cm, affecting an area of approximately 40 mm from the detector

edge, with a maximum distortion deviation of more than 6 mm along the X direction. The

distortion also resulted in a prominent dead zone, which was the reason for missing data

points at the boundary. The distortion analysis can provide a reference for the positioning

cut in signal selection.
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All seven Micromegas powered on at 301 V/cm

One data-taking Micromegas powered on at 301 V/cm
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All seven Micromegas powered on at 301 V/cm

One data-taking Micromegas powered on at 301 V/cm

One data-taking Micromegas powered on at 121 V/cm

Figure 14: The average deviation ∆X of muon tracks evolves with X under different run

conditions.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we report the calibration results of a high-pressure gaseous TPC with cosmic

muon tracks. The TPC is read out by the Micromegas module, which has been recently

developed and fabricated with the novel thermal bonding technique. The detector was

operated continuously for 50 days with 3 bar Ar-(2.5%)Isobutane gas mixture. The per-

formances of the TPC, including the drift velocity, electron lifetime, detector gain, and

electric field distortion, were characterized and calibrated using cosmic ray muons. The

drift velocity (electron lifetime) degraded with gas deterioration from 3.40 ± 0.07 cm/µs

(69.8 ± 5.4 µs) to 3.06 ± 0.06 cm/µs (39.5 ± 1.6 µs), and recovered with gas purification.

When the impact of electron lifetime is corrected, the tendency of detector gain calibrated

with 137Cs is consistent with that of detected charges characterized with muons. Analyzing

the electric field distortion under different run conditions also demonstrates the potential

of straight muon tracks.
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Cosmic ray muons provide a penetrating and non-hazardous calibration source for

TPCs, which can be essential for detectors without the absolute t0 information. The

technique will also be applied to other gaseous TPCs, such as low-background alpha detec-

tors [29]. The method may be of interest to TPC detectors with t0 for validation of timing

measurements. More systematic measurements and calibrations are in progress, especially

with seven Micromegas readout modules and high-pressure xenon. Further improvement

of the muon track reconstruction algorithm, especially the precise measurement of incident

angles, can help the future development of muon tomography [30].
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Centro Atómdico Bariloche, CNEA/CONICET/IB, Bariloche, Argentina
(Dated: May 17, 2023)

Fano and readout noise along with the partial charge collection (PCC) effect, are responsible for
degrading the energy spectra in CCD measurements, especially at low energies. In this work, the
X-ray produced by the fluorescence of F (677 eV) and Al (1486 eV) were recorded using a Skipper-
CCD, which allowed to reduce the readout noise to 0.2e-. Based on an analytical description of
the shape of photopeaks derived from the convolution of the PCC effect and Fano noise, we were
able to accurately describe the energy spectra. This description accounts for lower energies tails,
disentangling and quantifying the contributions of Fano noise and PCC effect. Thus, the Fano
factor, electron-hole pair creation energy, and the PCC-region of the sensor were determined below
1 keV. Additionally, the skewness of photopeaks expected at low energies was also observed and
experimentally determined for the first time.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Fano factor F [1] in the eV-keV range has been
studied by many authors both by Monte Carlo simula-
tions [2–4] and X-ray measurements [5, 6]. The most
accurate determination of F and electron-hole pair cre-
ation energy (εeh) in silicon to date was performed with
a Skipper-CCD at 5.9 keV using a 55Fe source [6]. How-
ever, measurements at lower energies are still necessary
in order to provide more precise values in the few eV
range [7–9]. To this end, Botti et al. [10] were able to in-
directly constrain both quantities for energies below 150
eV based on Compton scattering measurements with a
Skipper-CCD. For a review of ionization modeling in sil-
icon at low energy and further discussion of εeh and F
see Ref. 11 and references therein.

F in silicon is of utmost interest in particle physics
since silicon-based sensors are chosen in several dark mat-
ters searches [9, 12–14] and neutrino experiments [15, 16],
mainly because of their small band gap energy (∼ 1.1
eV). Skipper-CCD holds the best sensitivity for light dark
matter candidates [9] thanks to sub-electronic readout
noise reachable after performing multiple non-destructive
measurements of the collected charge [17].

On the other hand, an experimental technique for char-
acterizing the effect of partial charge collection (PCC)
in back-illuminated CCD was recently published [18].

The authors have demonstrated that a backside treat-
ment processing strongly mitigates distortions in the low
energy spectra [19]. However, an analytical description
of the shape of energy spectra affected by this effect is
still pending. Recognizing the role of PCC in observed
spectra, proved to be important in order to reduce its
undesired background contribution in dark matter and
neutrino experiments along with astronomical and cos-
mological applications [20, 21].

Here we report on a statistical model accounting for
both Fano noise and the effect produced by PCC. As
a result, we were able to accurately reproduce the ex-
perimental spectra obtained using a back-side treated
Skipper-CCD. F and εeh were both determined for en-
ergies as low as 677eV, along with an estimation of the
effective size of the PCC-region in the sensor. In addi-
tion, a first hint of skewness is observed as it is expected
at such low energies [2].

II. EXPERIMENTAL

A back-illuminated fully-depleted Skipper-CCD de-
signed by the Microsystems Laboratory at LBNL and
fabricated by Teledyne DALSA Semiconductor was used
for X-Ray spectrometry. The detector is divided into four
443 pixels × 2063 pixels quadrants. A special treatment
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for photon collection was performed on the back side of
this sensor [19], which is covered by three thin layers: ∼20
nm Indium Tin Oxide (ITO), ∼38 nm ZrO2, and ∼100
nm SiO2. The detector was operated in high-vacuum
conditions at 123 K using a Low-Threshold-Acquisition
board [22].

Figure 1 depicts the experimental setup. A copper box
was placed in front of the detector in thermal contact
with the cold plate where it is fixed. A 241Am radioac-
tive source was situated inside the vessel just below the
copper box, on which a hole was drilled to let α parti-
cles hit a piece of Teflon (which contains F) or Al, placed
inside the box. This way, fluorescence X-rays were pro-
duced by hitting these materials. To mitigate γ photons
emitted by the 241Am source reaching the detector after
Compton scattering, the entire inner surface was covered
with Kapton tape (low-Z material).

Dewar 
sensor's side 

Dewar
source's side

Cold copper
piece

Sensor

Radioactive
source

Aluminum
or teflon

FIG. 1. Experimental setup. A copper box covers the back-
side of the detector from which it receives X-Rays photons
produced by the hitting of alpha particles on surfaces with
high content of Al or F.

A. Measurement

Readout amplifiers measure the voltage produced by
the charge in each pixel into Analog to Digital Units
(ADUs). A self-calibration of the relationship between
ADU to electron was performed in each quadrant follow-
ing the same strategy described in [6]. The data from
each quadrant can be safely combined into a single spec-
trum with the aid of this absolute calibration.

In order to limit the number of interactions of X-rays
in the images, the acquisition was reduced to 50 rows per
quadrant, each of them containing 500 pixels (7 prescan,
443 active area, and 50 overscan). The readout noise
for all measurements, which was 0.2 e−, was achieved by
taking an average of 300 samples per pixel. We computed

and subtracted a baseline for each row using empty pix-
els from the overscan zone. A quick cleaning procedure
that takes about a second flushes out all of the charges
the CCD has acquired throughout each exposure/readout
cycle [19].

In order to avoid photons reaching the detector during
readout, half of each quadrant close to the amplifiers was
covered with a thin Cu foil. After exposure, the charge
is moved fast below those foils, remaining shielded from
X-Rays until they are read.

B. Images processing

As the Skipper-CCD used for this work was back-
illuminated by the X-rays from the source, most of the
resulting interactions took place in the first ∼ 10µm of
the back-side of the CCD. The total number of electrons
generated by each X-ray event, distributed in several pix-
els, was reconstructed by running a clustering algorithm
in which all non-empty neighboring pixels are grouped
together. Thanks to the sub-electronic readout noise,
these measurements are robust to charge transfer ineffi-
ciencies that may spread the charge among neighboring
pixels since the probability of any electron from an event
being separated from the other electrons by one or more
empty pixels is essentially null for all practical purposes.

Based on the fact that the charge of the events is ex-
pected to be distributed following a 2D Gaussian distri-
bution due to charge diffusion [23], a geometrical quality
cut was applied to the variance of the cluster charge dis-
tribution. By doing this, we aim to restrict the analysis
to those events that are compatible with X-ray absorp-
tion while remaining flexible enough to include those that
suffer from partial charge collection.

C. Background correction

The number of one-electron events in the images was
much higher than expected. A possible explanation for
this is the production of fluorescence photons in the in-
frared energy range emitted by Kapton due to α particle
hits from the 241Am source. The presence of this back-
ground adds 1 and 2 electrons to the pixels across the
whole CCD, which creates three undesired effects: (a)
the addition of extra charge to pixels within clusters of
interest and/or, (b) the addition of charge to an empty
pixel at the borders of those clusters, increasing their to-
tal charge and size and/or, (c) the creation of a bridge
between clusters producing the agglomeration of two or
more of them into a larger one. Effects (a) and (b) pro-
duce a bias in the amount of real charge and size for a
given cluster, while (c) reduces statistics due to the event
selection criteria applied.

This can be seen in the leftmost image of Figure 2,
which shows a cluster of interest constituted of 5 pixels,
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Complete Clusterized threshold = 1

FIG. 2. Left: Five pixel cluster surrounded by one electron
events. Middle: After clusterization the events merged with
neighbouring cluster. Right: Result after ignoring pixels with
one electron.

clearly seen in white/yellow. However, after the clus-
terization process (middle image) is done, the resulting
cluster is much larger and it is merged with a neighbor-
ing cluster. This clusterization (from leftmost to middle
image) is done by defining an empty pixel as a pixel with
less than 0.5 electrons. Consequently, non-empty pixels
are those above 0.5 (being one-electron pixels between
0.5 and 1.5 and so on for higher occupancy levels).

In order to reduce the effect of one electron events
in our signal of interest, we ignore them by defining an
empty pixel as any pixel with less than 1.5 electrons in-
stead of 0.5. An example of this re-definition is shown
in the rightmost image of Figure 2 that shows the recon-
struction of the cluster of interest, clearly separated from
its neighboring clusters.

Using a non-empty pixel threshold of 1.5 electrons
solves the effects (b) and (c) previously described albeit
leaving (a) unattended and creating a new undesired ef-
fect (d): the deletion of genuine (i.e., electrons that are a
product of the diffusion of electrons from events of inter-
est to the surface rather than of unrelated backgrounds)
one-electron events in the border of clusters.

One-electron events from the background will con-
tribute one, two, or more pixels away from clusters of in-
terest with the same probability, while in the first neigh-
bors, both genuine and background one-electron will con-
tribute. Hence, a correction of effects (a) and (d) can be
done ad-hoc, event by event, by subtracting the expected
one-electron contribution due to background and adding
the one due to genuine electron. A count of pixels with
one electron event over empty pixels was performed in
the first and second-pixel borders of the clusters in order
to determine this correction. Those borders were deter-
mined using a pixel dilation algorithm over the clusters
which contained 2 or more electron events per pixel. Ex-
panding clusters one pixel in all directions and count-
ing occurrences of 1 electron events led to the expected
value of the sum of both contributions: genuine and back-
ground. On the other hand, expanding clusters one more
pixel (second border) and counting occurrences of 1 elec-
tron events, led to the expectation value of the back-
ground contribution only. Once we had both expectation
values, the genuine contribution was trivially obtained as
the difference.

III. SPECTRUM SHAPE MODEL

The depth z at which an X-ray interacts with the CCD
is a random variable that follows an exponential distribu-
tion, which probability distribution function is described
by

f(z) =
1

τX
exp
(
− z

τX

)
where the mean free path, τX , is determined by the ma-
terial and the energy of the X-rays.

On the other hand, following the technique described
in Ref. 18, the charge collection efficiency can be ob-
tained experimentally as a function of the sensor depth
by means of a model-independent method. The resulting
outcome of applying this approach to our F data is de-
picted in Figure 3. To model this dependency, we employ
the following function:

Eff(z) = 1− (1− ε0) exp
(
− z

τCEE

)
(1)

The parameter τCEE is introduced to characterize the ef-
fective size of the PCC region, while ε0 represents the ef-
ficiency at z = 0. This quantity could take values greater
than zero, especially owing to the back treatment of the
sensor. The fit using Eq. 1 reasonably described the ob-
served dependence with τX ∼ 250 nm as can also be seen
in Fig.3. To mitigate the potential influence of the Fano
effect, data points within a range less than 5σ away from
the peak were excluded from the fitting process (grey re-
gion). This exclusion was implemented to ensure that
the data analysis remains unaffected by the Fano effect,
as discussed in Ref. 18.

FIG. 3. Charge collection efficiency as a function of the sensor
depth. A fit using Ec. 1 is shown 5σ away from the peak
(grey region) to avoid including the Fano effect. The proposed
function described the fluorine data with τCCE ∼ 250 nm.

Using now the transformation rule for random vari-
ables:

fEff (ε) = fZ(Eff−1(ε))
dEff−1(ε)

dε
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we get

fEff (ε) =
β

1− ε0

( 1− ε
1− ε0

)β−1

where β corresponds to the ratio between the τ ’s defined
above, that is

β =
τCCE
τX

(2)

It is worth noting that for ε0=0 this corresponds to a
Beta distribution with α parameter equal to 1.

In the absence of the effect of the PCC, and for rela-
tively high energies, the charge distribution is expected
to be described by a Gaussian, N(q|µ, σ) where µ is the
mean and σ2 the variance. However, Montecarlo simu-
lations predict an increasing skewness as the energy de-
creases [2]. We use a skew-gaussian distribution to model
this effect, which is:

fQi(qi|µ = q) = 2N(qi|µ = q, σ)Φ(λqi)

with

Φ(λqi) =
1

2

(
1 + Erf

(λqi√
2

))
where Erf(x) is the error function and λ a parameter
that allows to modify the skewness γ(λ). The inclusion
of λ also modifies µ(λ) and σ(λ). For more details on
these relationships see [24].

Combining all the aforementioned information, we are
now able to calculate the joint probability.

fEff×Qi
(ε, qi) = 2N(qi|µ = q, σ)Φ(λqi)fEff (ε)

and following a variable change (qi = qf/ε), we integrate
to obtain the desired probability distribution function.

fQf
(qf ) =

∫ 1

0

2

ε
N
(qf
ε
|µ, σ

)
Φ
(
λ
qf
ε

)
fEff (ε)dε (3)

Finally, a uniform distribution is added to account for
background.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The recorded energy spectra for X-Rays from F and Al
fluorescence are presented in Figure 4 and 5, respectively.
In Figure 4 a prominent tail towards lower energies ap-
pears because of the mentioned effect of the PCC. A tail
is also present for Al in Figure 5 albeit weaker, as ex-
pected. A likelihood unbinned fit based on the probabil-
ity distribution function from Eq. 3 plus background was

performed in order to get the best set of parameters (λ̂,

β̂, µ̂, σ̂). The Skewness γ and τCCE were calculated from
them. The uniform background was fixed to reproduce

FIG. 4. F X-Rays spectrum fitted by the model from Eq. 3
plus a uniform background. Inset presents the region close to
the peak.

the flat rate of events observed in a 200-electron-wide in-
terval on the right of each peak. The same background
was considered over the full energy range analyzed. No
extra background was added considering that the proba-
bility of Compton scattering at such low energies is negli-
gible compared with photoelectric absorption. The prob-
ability distribution function for the best set of parameters
is plotted in red in Figures 4 and 5.

FIG. 5. Al X-Rays spectrum fitted by the model from Eq. 3
plus a uniform background. Inset presents the region close to
the peak.

No evidence of a low energy step, which would account
for a minimal efficiency ε0, is observed in the spectra.
Therefore, to simplify the analysis without sacrificing
generality, ε0 is fixed at zero. In Table I, we present
the results for all the quantities of interest with their
uncertainties. ε and F were calculated from the fitted
parameters and the energy of X-Ray photons.

a. Statistical uncertainties In order to compute the
statistical uncertainties, the Likelihood function was
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TABLE I. Mean number of photons µ, gaussian standard deviation σ, skewness γ and the effective size of the PCC-region
τCCE obtained from F X-rays and Al X-rays spectra.

X-Ray source µ σ Skewness τCCE [nm] F εe−h[eV ]

F 180.8(2) 6.8(1) 0.26(7) ∼230 0.137(6) 3.748(2)

Al 392.9(4) 10.2(2) 0.20(4) ∼450 0.150(8) 3.783(4)

marginalized for each fitted parameter. The 68% CL
intervals were determined as the range where each
marginalized LogLikelihood was greater than its max-
imum minus 0.5. The uncertainty on γ, ε, and F
were computed by means of a Monte Carlo propagation
throughout its mathematical relationship with the fitted
parameters [24].

b. Systematic uncertainties The resilience of the re-
sults against energy ranges of 5 to 15 sigmas away from
the mean of the peak was investigated. The latter was
chosen to be shown in Figures 4 and 5. As a result,
the small changes observed in parameters preserve them
inside the reported confidence intervals. It is also worth
mentioning that when ε and F are calculated considering
null skewness, the results still lie within the reported con-
fidence interval. Thus, although a hint of no null skew-
ness is observed in the data, its inclusion in the model
has a negligible impact on ε, F , and its uncertainties.
Systematic contributions from quality cuts were carefully
computed and found to be negligible when compared to
the statistical uncertainty, with the exception of ∆µ and
∆τ . In the case of µ, because of its very low statistical
uncertainty, the systematic contribution becomes signifi-
cant and was added in quadrature. Regarding τ , it turns
sensitive to the quality cuts on the cluster geometric vari-
ance, since they can get rid of events originating in the
PCC layer. In addition, the model assumes for the pho-
tons to have normal incidence, albeit this condition was
not satisfied during the experiment. As it can be seen
from Fig. 1, the angle of incidence of each photon de-
pends on both the point over the material surface where
the fluorescence originated and the point on the sensor
surface where the incident photon interacts. Thus, a dif-
ference in the position of the materials used as targets
for α particles to hit results in a different effective path
through the silicon. For all of this, just an estimated
value is reported in Table I. A detailed study of the lat-
ter effect will be reported in Ref. 25.

The impact of other possible effects such as misclassi-
fication during clusterization, charge transfer inefficien-
cies, hot columns, and charge loss in the skippering pro-
cess was safely discarded in previous investigations using
the same sensor[6].

F for both F and Al are compatible within uncertain-
ties, however, they turn incompatible with the previous
results at 5.9 keV, which is F=0.119(2) [6]. This result
seems to indicate that this quantity increases as the en-
ergy decreases even though further measurements at even

lower energies are necessary to confirm this hypothesis.

V. CONCLUSIONS

A statistical model to describe the shape of an X-ray
spectrum acquired by CCD was derived based on the
convolution of Fano noise and the effect of the PCC-
region. This model was used to fit the photopeak pro-
duced by fluorescence X-Ray spectra at 677eV and 1486
eV. As a result, the εeh and F were determined at such
low energies. The result is incompatible with previous
measurements performed in Si at 5.9 keV suggesting the
F increases as the energy decreases. Besides, a hint of
skewness in the distribution was also observed at 677
eV as expected by Monte Carlo simulations. Addition-
ally, using the same model we were able to estimate the
effective size of the PCC-region (τCCE) for a thick back-
illuminated Skipper-CCD provided with a back treat-
ment, in agreement with previous measurements, using
a different technique[18]. The technique here presented
allows estimating τCCE using the spectrum even close
to the photo peak, which is not possible with the previ-
ous technique, unraveling its relationship with the Fano
noise. These results also confirm that the region of partial
charge collection can be significantly reduced by means
of backside processing.

In summary, using a Skipper-CCD in conjunction with
a novel technique resilient to the effect of partial charge
collection, F and εeh were determined below 1 keV where
readout noise dominates whether other technologies are
employed.
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Many experiments operating at millikelvin temperatures with signal frequencies in the mi-
crowave regime are beginning to incorporate Josephson Parametric Amplifiers (JPA) as
their first amplification stage. While there are implementations for a wideband frequency
response with a minimal need for tuning, designs using resonant structures with small num-
bers of Josephson elements still achieve the best noise performance. In a typical measurement
scheme involving a JPA, one needs to control the resonance frequency, pump frequency and
pump power to achieve the desired amplification and noise properties. In this work, we pro-
pose a straightforward approach for operating JPAs with the help of a look-up table (LUT)
and online fine-tuning. Using the proposed approach, we demonstrate the operation of a
flux-driven JPA with 20 dB gain around 5.9 GHz, covering approximately 100 MHz with
20 kHz tuning steps. The proposed methodology was successfully used in the context of a
haloscope axion experiment.

KEYWORDS: josephson parametric amplifier, axion dark matter, noise temperature,

cryogenic microwave amplifier

1. Introduction

Quantum mechanics imposes a minimum uncertainty constraint in all measurement
systems. This property manifests itself in the context of microwave detection chains as
the quantum limit on added noise and given by TQ = hf

2kB
[1]. While there have been

demonstrations of techniques evading this limit [2] (e.g.. squeezing), they typically require
the phase of the expected signal to be known [3]. Therefore, such techniques are not directly
applicable to measurements of signals with a stochastic phase component. Experiments
looking for signatures from axion-like particles as components for the unknown matter in
our galaxy involve such measurements [4–7].

By convention, the noise characteristics of detection chains are quantified using their so-
called noise temperature Tn, which is defined using the measured power within a bandwidth
B given as P = G(Psrc+kBBTn), where G is the power gain of the whole chain, Psrc is the
source signal with its accompanying noise and kB is Boltzmann constant. Currently, the
lowest noise temperatures in the microwave regime are achieved using Josephson parametric
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amplifiers (JPA) as the first stage in the detection chain. Since the noise temperature of
a JPA depends on its input noise [8], such systems typically operate in the millikelvin
regime to reduce the thermal background. While there are many competing JPA designs,
this work focuses on a flux-driven JPA design [9] comprising a λ/4 resonator terminated
with a superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID). The DC component of
the magnetic flux through the SQUID loop controls the resonance frequency (fr) while
the AC component provides the inductance modulation necessary to achieve parametric
amplification. The design incorporates a second transmission line that inductively couples
to the SQUID loop. This path, referred to as the pump line, provides the AC component of
the magnetic flux. An external coil provides the static magnetic field in the experimental
fixture. In order to operate the JPA with the desired amplification and noise properties
one needs to tune the coil current (ib), pump frequency (fp), and pump power (Pp). This
work demonstrates a method for controlling these parameters to achieve the minimum
noise temperature for a particular gain requirement. The proposed method is implemented
in an experiment searching for a hypothetical particle, the axion, expected to comprise the
unknown matter content in the milky way galaxy.

2. Methodology

When the JPA is operated in the three-wave mixing mode, the relation fp = fs + fi
will be satisfied where fs is the signal frequency and the fi is the idler frequency [10].
Throughout this work, the output is always measured at the signal frequency. The JPA
gain is a function of frequency typically with a peak occuring at fsc = fp/2. Using GJ to
denote the peak gain value, the tuning is done by following the steps below :

(1) Tune ib such that fr is equal to the desired fsc.

(2) Set fp to 2fsc.

(3) Increase Pp until the desired gain is obtained.

(4) Repeat step 2 and 3 for small deviations from fr by changing ib.

(5) Pick a set of ib, fp, Pp that has the lowest Pp for the desired gain at fsc.

While the optimization protocol described above is straightforward, it requires fsc to
be known ahead of time. Since for many experiments fsc is decided during the experiment,
this is not very practical. In order to avoid spending time on optimization during the
experiment, we generate a look-up table (LUT) for JPA state parameters using fsc and GJ

as indexing pairs. Introducing the detuning variable as δ = fp/2− fr
1, we first do a set of

characterization measurements with the following steps :

(1) With the pump off, measure fr as a function of ib.

(2) Given the frequency range of interest [fmin, fmax], measure GJ at ib(fr = fmin) and
ib(fr = fmax) as a function of Pp and δ. From these measurements, define a rectangular
sweeping region for δ and Pp where GJ ≥ 0 dB.

(3) Perform a detailed GJ measurement by sweeping δ and Pp at a set of ib covering [fmin,
fmax]. This step yields the complete GJ dataset for (ib, fp, Pp) → (fsc, GJ).

In order to investigate the noise behavior with respect to ib, fp, Pp, and GJ we have
measured Tn as a function of fp and Pp for a small set of ib

2. These measurements reveal
that for a particular GJ , Tn is minimized when Pp is minimized (see Fig. 1). Using this as
a constraint we construct the LUT using the following algorithm :

1Experimentally, we vary δ only by tuning fp.
2We limit these measurements to a few ib because it is much more time consuming to measure Tn in

comparison to GJ .
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(1) Upsample the GJ dataset in δ, Pp and ib using linear interpolation.

(2) Using fsc = fp/2, group data points in intervals with lengths fstep in the range [fmin,
fmax].

(3) For each frequency interval, group measurements by their gains with the bin edges
given by the set SG = {G1, G2, . . . , GN}.

(4) Construct the LUT by picking the {ib, fp, Pp} with the smallest Pp for each gain group
within each frequency interval.

(5) If the table is not densely populated enough, repeat from step 1 with higher upsampling
factors.

The end product of this process is a LUT providing a mapping of the form (fsc, GJ ) →
(ib, fp, Pp)

3. With access to this table, an index look-up operation is sufficient to find the
noise-optimal operation point for a desired GJ . The benefit to this approach, as opposed
to selecting the desired working point from the full GJ dataset during experiment is the
reduced computational complexity.

Fig. 1. Measurements performed on a test bench setup. (a) GJ as a function of δ and Pp. The
overlaid lines correspond to contours calculated from the same data with the upper sections avoided
for clarity. (b) Tn as a function of δ and Pp. The gain contours shown in (a) are overlaid for
comparison. It can be seen that noise temperatures along a particular equigain curve are minimal
at the lowest Pp.

3. Application

The described procedure is implemented as part of an axion haloscope in the Center
for Axion and Precision Physics Research (CAPP). The haloscope consists of a microwave
cavity, an 8T superconducting magnet surrounding it, and a receiver chain to transfer the
signal into the spectrum analyzer. The experiment is housed in a Bluefors LD400 dilution
refrigerator with the cavity and the JPA installed at the mixing-chamber (MC) plate. The
MC temperature was kept at 40mK during all of the experiments.

The GJ is estimated by measuring s21 at a single frequency f = fsc + 1kHz using a
vector network analyzer (see Fig. 3). First, a baseline measurement (soff) is performed after
tuning fr away from the frequency region of interest4. Then the JPA is tuned to the desired

3One should make the distinction that the indexes in LUT merely label the intervals.
4ib is adjusted so that Φ = −0.48Φ0. This ensures fr is far from the frequency of interest which typically

have Φ > −0.4.
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Table I. A small section from a LUT constructed with the method described in this work. The
colored rows correspond to points contributed from measurements shown in Fig. 2.

working point, and a subsequent s-parameter measurement (soff) is performed. From these
two measurements, the power gain5 is estimated via GJ = 10 log10 |son/soff |

2. Following the
procedure described in the previous section, the swept data set for GJ is obtained for fr
in the range 5.8–5.96GHz. The LUT is generated using this data set with fstep = 10 kHz
and SG = {18, 20, 22, 25}6 . The JPA tuning is then performed as part of the haloscope
experiment following the steps below at each iteration: :

(1) Tune the cavity to target frequency fcav.
(2) Let fsc to be fcav.
(3) Search the LUT for an entry corresponding to the chosen fsc and GJ = 20 dB. If there

is an entry, use the corresponding (ib, fp, Pp) to set the working point. If there is no
entry, abort the procedure.

(4) The impedance seen by the JPA will be slightly different depending on the cryogenic
switch position. Since the LUT is generated with the switch pointing at the noise
source, the GJ measured at this step will usually be off by about 1–2 dB. To compen-
sate, fine-tune Pp until GJ is (20.0 ± 0.4) dB. This will also correct for the small drifts
in the pump signal power.

(5) Measure the noise temperature.
(6) Integrate axion-sensitive spectra.

In addition to in-situ measurements, noise temperatures of selected points from the LUT
were also measured with the cryogenic switch pointing at the noise source (see Fig. 4).

5One should keep in mind that this is actually an estimation for the total gain change rather than the

gain of the JPA itself.
6For the duration of the measurements necessary for LUT construction, the cryogenic switch was kept

pointing towards the noise source.
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Fig. 2. GJ as a function of δ = fp/2− fr and Pp performed at three example ib corresponding to
fr = 5.862 41GHz (a), fr = 5.862 47GHz (b) and fr = 5.862 53GHz (c). In a typical dataset there
are a total of 341 such measurements. The circles correspond to the points chosen by the algorithm
for inclusion in the LUT.

Fig. 3. Simplified diagram for an axion haloscope. The colors are used to highlight several ex-
perimentally relevant signal paths. The JPA characterization measurements are performed with the
room temperature switch pointing at the path shown in orange.

4. Conclusion

For a JPA based detection chain, the Tn and GJ depend on the control parameters in
a non-trivial manner. While it is possible to minimize Tn at a given GJ by adjusting the
JPA control parameters during the experiment, this is time-consuming and tedious when
the number of working points required is large. In this work, we proposed a look-up table
based method for optimizing the noise temperature of a JPA at a given gain and operating
frequency. In order to generate a viable LUT, a straightforward characterization protocol
for gain measurements was used. The construction of the LUT relies on the knowledge that
the Tn is minimized with Pp which was confirmed by separate measurements. The proposed
approach was applied successfully in the context of an axion haloscope experiment around
5.9GHz. The LUT generation protocol was fully automated with a typical measurement
time of about 12 hours for 120MHz of coverage. The produced LUT is then viable for
the whole duration of a cooldown which typically lasted more than a month. During the
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axion experiment, the JPA center frequency was tuned from 5.83 to 5.94GHz using 20 kHz
steps while maintaining minimal noise temperature. The tuning times were nominally less
than 2 s with the limiting factor being the time cost of measurements during online gain
correction. Moreover, it was observed that LUTs constructed on separate cooldowns of the
cryostat yielded nearly identical results in noise temperature. Currently, this method is
employed in all experiments involving a JPA in CAPP.
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Fig. 4. Tn versus operating frequency (fsc) for the detection chain in the axion experiment.
Blue data points correspond to combined results of in-situ measurements during data taking runs
spanning 6 months. The orange data set was measured within a day while the cryogenic switch is
pointing at a 50Ω resistor at 40mK (noise source). The major source of difference between the two
measurements is related to the non-ideal behavior of circulators leading to complex interactions
between the cavity and the JPA. The noise temperature being higher than the quantum limit of
140mK is attributed to the accumulated loss and reflection effects of the components before the
JPA with the approximate contribution of 20 to 26mK from the later amplification stages.
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Searching for the open flavor tetraquark T++
cs̄0

(2900) in the process B+ → K+D+D−
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Inspired by recent observations of Tcs̄0(2900)0 in the D+s π
− invariant mass distribution of B0 → D̄0D+s π

−

decay and Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the D+s π
+ invariant mass distribution of B+ → D−D+s π

+ decay, we investigate the

Tcs̄0(2900)++ contribution to the B+ → K+D+D− decay in a molecular scenario, where we consider Tcs̄0(2900)++

as a D∗+K∗+ molecular state. Our estimations indicate that the fit fraction of Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the B+ → K+D+D−

is about 12.5%, and its signal is visible in the D+K+ invariant mass distribution. With the involvement of

Tcs̄0(2900)++, the fit fractions of χc0(3915) and χc2(3930) may be much different with the ones obtained by the

present amplitude analysis [Phys. Rev. D 102, 112003 (2020)], which may shed light on the long standing

puzzle of χc0(3915) as the conventional charmonium.

I. INTRODUCTION

The B meson decay process is the most productive and

important platform of searching for the QCD exotic states.

Two typical types of exotic candidates could be observed in

this process. One is the charmonium-like state observed in

the invariant mass distributions of a charmonium plus one or

more light meson, such as the first observed charmonium-like

state, X(3872), which was first observed in the π+π−J/ψ in-

variant mass distribution of the process B± → K±π+π−J/ψ
by the Belle Collaboration in the year of 2003 [1], and then

confirmed by the BaBar [2–11], CDF [12–15], D0 [16],

CMS [17–22], and LHCb [23–36] in the B decay process,

as well as the BESIII [37–40] Collaboration in the electron-

positron annihilation process. Besides the charmonium-like

states, another type of exotic candidates observed in the B de-

cay processes is the open-charm states with strangeness ob-

served in the invariant mass spectra of a charmed meson and a

(anti-)kaon meson or Dsπ, such as D∗
s0

(2317) and Ds1(2460),

which were first observed by BaBar [41] and CLEO [42] Col-

laborations, respectively.

In the year of 2020, the LHCb Collaboration performed the

amplitude analysis of the process B+ → D−D+K+ [43, 44],

and two new structures with spin-0 (named X0(2900)) and

spin-1 (named X1(2900)), were reported in the D−K+ invari-

ant mass distribution. The masses and widths of these two

states are measured to be [43, 44]

mX0(2900) = (2866 ± 7 ± 2) MeV ,

ΓX0(2900) = (57 ± 12 ± 4) MeV ,

mX1(2900) = (2904 ± 5 ± 1) MeV ,

ΓX1(2900) = (110 ± 11 ± 4) MeV , (1)

respectively.

It is interesting to notice that both X0(2900) and X1(2900)

are fully open-flavor states and their minimal quark compo-

nents are c̄s̄ud , which indicates that X0(2900) and X1(2900)

†Corresponding author
∗Electronic address: wangen@zzu.edu.cn
‡Electronic address: chendy@seu.edu.cn

could be good candidates of tetraquark states [45–52]. In

addition, the observed masses of X0(2900) and X1(2900) are

close to the threshold of D∗K̄∗, then the D∗K̄∗ molecular in-

terpretations have been proposed [53–62].

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration reported two new

tetraquark states Tcs̄0(2900)0 and Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the D+s π
−

and D+s π
+ mass distributions of the B0 → D̄0D+s π

− and B+ →
D−D+s π

+, respectively [63, 64]. The masses and widths of the

Tcs̄0(2900)0 and Tcs̄0(2900)++ are measured to be [63, 64]

mTcs̄0(2900)0 = (2892 ± 14 ± 15) MeV ,

ΓTcs̄0(2900)0 = (119 ± 26 ± 12) MeV ,

mTcs̄0(2900)++ = (2921 ± 17 ± 19) MeV ,

ΓTcs̄0(2900)++ = (137 ± 32 ± 14) MeV . (2)

The resonance parameters of these two states are consistent

with each other, which indicates that they are two of isospin

triplet. When taking the isospin relationship into considera-

tion, the mass and width of Tcs̄0(2900) are fitted to be [63, 64],

mTcs̄0(2900) = (2908 ± 11 ± 20) MeV ,

ΓTcs̄0(2900) = (136 ± 23 ± 11) MeV . (3)

In addition, the amplitude analysis indicates the quantum

numbers of Tcs̄0 are JP = 0+.

From the observed processes, one can find the minimal

quark components of Tcs̄0(2900)0 and Tcs̄0(2900)++ are cs̄ūd

and cs̄d̄u, respectively, which indicates that both Tcs̄0(2900)0

and Tcs̄0(2900)++ are also fully open flavor tetraquark states,

and in addition, Tcs̄0(2900)++ is the first observed doubly

charged tetraquark state. These particular properties have

stimulated theorists’ great interests. In the framework of

the QCD sum rules, the authors in Ref. [65–69] assigned

Tcs̄0(2900) as the scalar cs̄qq̄ tetraquark state. In addition,

the observed mass of Tcs̄0(2900) is close to the threshold of

D∗K∗. Together with D∗
s0

(2317) close to the DK threshold

and Ds1(2460) close to the D∗K threshold, the observation of

Tcs̄0(2900) enrich the exotic candidate near the threshold of

a charmed meson and a strange meson. Similar to the case

of D∗
s0

(2317) and Ds1(2460), Tcs̄0(2900) has also been pro-

posed to be D∗K∗ molecular state with isospin I = 1. By

means of the QCD two-point sum rule method, the mass and

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.09436v1
mailto:wangen@zzu.edu.cn
mailto:chendy@seu.edu.cn
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decay width could be reproduced in the D∗K∗ molecular sce-

nario [70]. In the one-boson-exchange model, the authors in

Ref. [71] found that the masses of D∗
s0

(2317), Ds1(2460) and

Tcs̄0(2900) could be reproduced. In an effective Lagrangian

approach, the decay properties of Tcs̄0(2900) were also inves-

tigated in Ref. [72]. Besides the resonance interpretations, the

Tcs̄0(2900) was interpreted as the threshold effect from the in-

teraction of the D∗K∗ and D∗sρ channels [73] or the triangle

singularity [74].

On the experimental side, searching for more decay modes

of Tcs̄0(2900) can help us to reveal its internal structure. In the

B+ → D−D+K+ process where the tetraquark states X0(2900)

and X1(2900) were observed, the LHCb Collaboration also

present the D+K+ invariant mass distribution [43, 44]. From

the measured data, one find that the D+K+ invariant mass dis-

tribution can not be well described in the vicinity of 2.9 GeV1,

which indicates that there could be some contributions from

additional resonances. To further analyse the resonance con-

tributions to B+ → D−D+K+ process, we find,

• Besides the resonance parameters of Tcs̄0(2900), the

LHCb Collaboration also reported the fit fraction of

Tcs̄0(2900)++ component in the B+ → D−D+s π
+, which

is (1.96 ± 0.87 ± 0.88)% [63, 64]. In other words,

the cascaded decay process, B+ → D−Tcs̄0(2900)++ →
D−D+s π

+ are sizable.

• In the D∗K∗ molecular scenario, the decay properties of

the Tcs̄0(2900)0 were investigated in Ref. [72]. Our es-

timations indicate that the Tcs̄0(2900)0 dominantly de-

cays into D0K0, and accordingly Tcs̄0(2900)++ should

dominantly decay into D+K+ on account of the isospin

symmetry.

Based on the above experimental measurements and theoret-

ical estimations, one can anticipate that the tetraquark state

Tcs̄0(2900)++ should have non-negligible contribution to the

process B+ → D−(K+D+).

In addition, the involvement of Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the process

B+ → K+D+D− may also shed light on another long stand-

ing puzzle for χc0(3930) as conventional charmonium [75–

78]. The measurements from the BaBar Collaboration indi-

cated that the branching fraction of B+ → K+χc0(3930) →
K+J/ψω is (3.0+0.7+0.5

−0.6−0.3
) × 10−5 [79], while the branching frac-

tion of B+ → K+χc0(3930) → K+D+D− is reported to be

(8.1±3.3)×10−6 [44]. Thus, one can conclude that the branch-

ing fraction for χc0(3930)→ J/ψω is several times larger than

the one of χc0(3930)→ D+D−, which is inconsistent with the

expectations of the conventional charmonium assignment of

χc0(3930).

If carefully checking the D+K+ invariant mass distribution

of B+ → K+D+D− in Ref. [44], one can find that the charmo-

nium χc2(3930) has significant contribution to the structure

near 2.9 GeV in the D+K+ invariant mass distribution. While

both the χc0(3930) and χc2(3930) are responsible for the peak

1 More detail can be found in Fig.10-(c) of Ref. [44]

in the vicinity of 3.93 GeV in the D+D− mass spectrum of

B+ → K+D+D−, then, the involvement of Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the

B+ → K+D+D− may lead to a rather different fit fractions

of χc0(3930) and χc2(3930) with the present one. Thus, in

the present work, we investigate the possible contribution of

Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the process B+ → D−D+K+ in the framework

of the molecular scenario, where Tcs̄0(2900)++ is considered

as a D∗+K∗+ molecular state.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction,

we will show the formalism used in Sec. II. Our calculated

results and related discussions will be presented in Sec. III,

and Sec. IV will devote to a short summary.

b̄

u u

s̄

c̄ cd d̄

B
+

K
∗+

D
−

D
∗+

W
+

FIG. 1: Diagrammatic decay at the quark level for the B+ →
D−D∗+K∗+ reaction.

II. FORMALISM

In the molecular scenario, the Tcs̄0(2900)++ is considered as

a molecular composed of D∗+K∗+, which is,

∣

∣

∣Tcs̄0(2900)++〉 =
∣

∣

∣D∗+K∗+〉 . (4)

Thus, the primary reaction that could produce Tcs̄0(2900)++ is

B+ → D−D∗+K∗+. As shown in Fig. 1, this reaction proceeds

via the W+ internal emission, where the b̄ quark transits into

c̄ quark by emitting a W+ boson, while the W+ boson couples

to the cs̄ quarks pair. The s̄ quark and the u quark from the

initial B+ meson form a K∗+ meson, while the rest cc̄ and dd̄

created from vacuum hadronize into D− and D∗+ mesons. In

the hadron level, one can construct the S wave component of

the transition amplitude by matching the angular momentum

of B+ meson [80, 81], which is,

−it1 = −iC1ǫ(D∗+) · ǫ(K∗+), (5)

where the ǫ(D∗+) and ǫ(K∗+) are the polarization vectors of

the D∗+ and K∗+, respectively. C1 is an unknown coupling

constant, which will be discussed later. Then the D∗+ and K∗+

couple to the molecular Tcs̄0(2900)++ with I(JP) = 1(0+) as

presented in Fig. 2-(a). As indicated in Ref. [82], the spin of

the D∗+K∗+ system could be projected into different angular
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B
+

D
−

D
∗+

K
∗+

Tcs̄0(2900)
++

(a)

B
+

D
−

D
+

K
+

D
∗+

K
∗+

Tcs̄0(2900)
++

(b)

FIG. 2: A sketch diagram of the rescatting of D∗+K∗+ to give the resonance Tcs̄0(2900)++ (diagram (a)), and further decay of Tcs̄0(2900)++ to

D+K+ (diagram (b)).

momentum, for example, the vertex for RJ → D∗+K∗+ with

J = 0, 1, 2 could be constructed as,

V(0) =
1

3
ǫl(D

∗+)ǫl(K
∗+)δi j,

V(1) =
1

2

[

ǫi(D
∗+)ǫ j(K

∗+) − ǫ j(D
∗+)ǫi(K

∗+)
]

,

V(2) =
1

2

[

ǫi(D
∗+)ǫ j(K

∗+) + ǫ j(D
∗+)ǫi(K

∗+)
]

−1

3
ǫl(D

∗+)ǫl(K
∗+)δi j. (6)

The experimental analysis indicated that the angular momen-

tum of Tcs̄0(2900) is 0. Thus, one can obtain the transition

amplitude of B+ → D−Tcs̄0(2900)++ corresponding to Fig. 2-

(a), which is,

−it2a = −iC1ǫα(D∗+)ǫβ(K
∗+)δαβGD∗K∗ (Minv(D+K+))

×1

3
ǫ∗l (D∗+)ǫ∗l (K∗+)δi jgT++

cs̄0
D∗K∗

= −iC1δi jGD∗K∗ (Minv(D+K+))gT++
cs̄0

D∗K∗ , (7)

where
∑

pol

ǫi(R)ǫ∗
j
(R) = δi j, R = D∗+ or K∗+, and the sum over

the same indices of the Kronecker delta function is equal to

3, i.e.,
∑

i j

|δi j|2 = 3. GD∗K∗ (MTcs̄0
) is the loop function of the

two-meson D∗ and K∗, which will be discussed later.

Similarly, one can obtain the transition amplitude of B+ →
D−Tcs̄0(2900)++ → D−D+K+ corresponding to Fig. 2-(b),

which is,

−it2b = −iC1δi jGD∗K∗
(

Minv(D+K+)
)

×
gT++

cs̄0
D∗K∗gT++

cs̄0
DK

M2
inv

(D+K+) − m2
T++

cs̄0

+ imT++
cs̄0
ΓT++

cs̄0

, (8)

and then the square of the transition amplitude is,

∑

|t2b|2 = 3C2
1

∣

∣

∣

∣
GD∗K∗

(

Minv(D+K+)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

×

∣

∣

∣

∣

gT++
cs̄0
,D∗K∗

∣

∣

∣

∣

2∣
∣

∣

∣

gT++
cs̄0
,DK

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

[

M2
inv

(D+K+) − m2
T++

cs̄0

]2

+ m2
T++

cs̄0

Γ2
T++

cs̄0

, (9)

with M2
inv

(D+K+) = (PD+ + PK+ )
2, and two-meson loop func-

tion is given by,

G = i

∫

d4q

(2π)4

1

q2 − m2
1
+ iǫ

1

(q − P)2 − m2
2
+ iǫ

, (10)

with m1 and m2 the masses of the two mesons involved in the

loop. q is the four-momentum of the meson in the centre of

mass frame, and P is the total four-momentum of the meson-

meson system. In the present work, we use the dimensional

regularization method as indicated in Refs. [83–85], and in

this scheme, the two-meson loop function G can be expressed

as,

G =
1

16π2













α + log
m2

1

µ2
+

m2
2
− m2

1
+ s

2s
log

m2
2

m2
1

+
|~q |
√

s













log
s − m2

2
+ m2

1
+ 2|~q |

√
s

−s + m2
2
− m2

1
+ 2|~q |

√
s

+ log
s + m2

2
− m2

1
+ 2|~q |

√
s

−s − m2
2
+ m2

1
+ 2|~q |

√
s

























, (11)

where s = P2 = M2
inv

(D+K+), and ~q is the three-momentum

of the meson in the centre of mass frame, which reads,

|~q | =
√

[

s − (m1 + m2)2
] [

s − (m1 − m2)2
]

2
√

s
, (12)

here we take µ = 1500 MeV and α = −1.474, which are the

same as those in the study of the D∗K̄∗ interaction [80, 81].

Besides the two-meson loop function, two coupling con-

stants gT++
cs̄0
,D∗K∗ and gT++

cs̄0
,DK are unknown. As for gT++

cs̄0
,D∗K∗ , it

refers to the coupling between Tcs̄0(2900)++ and its compo-

nents D∗+K∗+, which could be related to the binding energy

by [86–88],

g2
T++

cs̄0
,D∗K∗ = 16π(mD∗ + mK∗ )

2λ̃2

√

2∆E

µ
, (13)

where λ̃ = 1 gives the probability to find the molecular com-

ponent in the physical states, ∆E = mD∗ +mK∗ −mT++
cs̄0

denotes
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the binding energy, and µ = mD∗mK∗/(mD∗ + mK∗ ) is the re-

duced mass.

As for gT++
cs̄0
,DK , we tried to obtain its value by the

corresponding partial width of Tcs̄0(2900)++ → D+K+,

with an effective Lagrangian approach, the partial width of

Tcs̄0(2900)++ → D+K+ could be obtained as,

ΓT++
cs̄0
=

1

8π

1

m2
T++

cs̄0

|gT++
cs̄0
,DK |2|~qK+ |, (14)

with

|~qK+ | =
λ1/2(m2

T++
cs̄0

,m2
D+
,m2

K+
)

2mT++
cs̄0

, (15)

to be the momentum of K+ in the Tcs̄0(2900)++ rest frame, and

λ(x, y, z) = x2+y2+ z2−2xy−2yz−2xz is the Källen function.

In Ref. [72], our estimations indicated that the Tcs̄0(2900)++

dominantly decay into DK, and the partial width of DK chan-

nel was estimated to be (52.6 ∼ 101.7) MeV in the consid-

ered parameter range. In the present work, we take the partial

width of Tcs̄0(2900)++ → D+K+ to be 80 MeV to estimate the

coupling constant gT++
cs̄0

DK .

With the above preparation, one can obtain the D+K+ in-

variant mass distribution, which is,

dΓ

dMinv(D+K+)
=

1

(2π)3

1

4m2
B+

pD− p̃K+

∑

|t2b|2, (16)

with

pD− =
λ1/2
(

m2
B+
,m2

D− , M2
inv

(D+K+)
)

2mB+
,

p̃K+ =
λ1/2
(

M2
inv

(D+K+),m2
D+
,m2

K+

)

2Minv(D+K+)
. (17)

In addition, we would like to compare the above mass

distribution with the one of the background for the reaction

B+ → D−D+K+. By analogy to Eq. (5), we can obtain the

transition matrix for B+ → D−D+K+, which is

−it3 = −iC3. (18)

where C3 is the coupling constant, which will be discussed in

the following section. With the above transition matrix, we

can give the background distribution for the B+ → D−D+K+

reaction, which is

dΓbac

dMinv(D+K+)
= C2

3

1

(2π)3

1

4m2
B+

pD− p̃K+ . (19)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To calculate the D∗+K∗+ invariant mass distribution of

B+ → K+D+D− as presented in Eq. (16), the coupling con-

stant C1 is needed. However, the experimental measurement

of B+ → K∗+D∗+D− is not available to date. Similar to

♠❉✰❑✰ ✭●❡❱✮

❈
❛
♥
❞
✐❞
❛
t
�
s

FIG. 3: The D+K+ invariant mass distribution for the B+ → D−D+K+

reaction.

B+ → K+D+D−, the process B+ → K∗+D∗+D− should also oc-

cur via W+ internal emission process. One can obtain the dia-

grammatic decay at the quark level for the B+ → K+D+D− by

replacing K∗+ and D∗+ in Fig. 1 with K+ and D+, which indi-

cates some similarities between the processes B+ → K+D+D−

and B+ → K∗+D∗+D−. However, there are also some differ-

ences between these two processes. As indicated in the am-

plitude analysis of B+ → K+D+D− in Ref. [44], the typical

resonance contributions to this process are B+ → K+(cc̄) →
K+D+D−, where the charmonia include ψ(3770), χc0(3930),

χc2(3930), ψ(4040), ψ(4160), and ψ(4415). These charmo-

nia contributions should be suppressed due to phase space. In

addition to the charmonia contributions, the LHCb Collabora-

tion also observed the signals of X0(2900) and X1(2900) in the

D−K+ invariant mass spectra, these contributions also vanish

in the B+ → K∗+D∗+D− process.

Besides the resonance contributions, the amplitude analysis

also indicates sizable nonresonant contribution, which should

be the same for both B+ → K+D+D− and B+ → K∗+D∗+D−,

thus, in the present work, we first estimate the background

distribution of B+ → K+D+D− with the branching fraction

of the nonresonant contribution from LHCb analyze, which is

(5.3 ± 1.8) × 10−5 [89]. From Eq. (19), the coupling constant

C3 could be determined. Considering the similarity between

B+ → K+D+D− and B+ → K∗+D∗+D−, we take C1 = C3

to roughly estimate the D+K+ invariant mass distribution re-

sulted from Tcs̄0(2900)++.

With the above formalism, we have calculated the D+K+

invariant mass distribution by assuming the values of C1 and

C3 are the same, as presented in Fig. 3. To further com-

pare with the experimental measurements, we normalized the

background contribution estimated by Eq. (19) to the LHCb

experimental nonresonant contribution in Fig. 3, where the

magenta-dash-dotted and blue-dotted curves are the nonres-

onant contribution determined by the LHCb amplitude analy-

sis and our estimated background, respectively. The red-solid

curve is the resonant contribution form Tcs̄0(2900)++, which is

obtained with the resonance parameters of mT++
cs̄0
= 2885 MeV

and ΓT++
cs̄0
= 136 MeV. While the blue band corresponds to the

uncertainties of the Tcs̄0(2900)++ width. From Fig. 3, one can
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find that the D+K+ invariant mass distribution around 2.9 GeV

can not be well described by LHCb fit [44], which indicates

that there should be an additional resonance. Our results

show that the Tcs̄0(2900)++ plays an important role in this re-

gion, thus we suggest that contribution from the Tcs̄0(2900)++

should be considered in the future amplitudes analysis.

Furthermore, we can integrate the invariant mass

Minv(D+K+) over the whole invariant mass range for the

signal and background, and their ratio is given by,

∫

dΓ
dMinv(D+K+)
∫

dΓbac

dMinv(D+K+)

≃ 0.52. (20)

With the nonresonant fit fraction obtained by the ampli-

tude analyze, we can roughly estimate the fit fraction of

Tcs̄0(2900)++ to be about 12.5%, which is greater than the

ones of χc0(3930) and χc2(3930). Thus, the involvement

of Tcs̄0(2900)++ will certainly influence the fit fractions of

χc0(3930) and χc2(3930).

IV. SUMMARY

Recently, the LHCb Collaboration reported their amplitude

analysis of the decays B0 → D̄0D+s π
− and B+ → D−D+s π

+,

where two tetraquark states Tcs̄0(2900)0 and Tcs̄0(2900)++

were reported in the Dsπ invariant mass distributions. The

resonance parameters of these two resonances indicate that

they are two of the isospin triplet. Similar to Tcs̄0(2900), the

LHCb Collaboration reported another two tetraquark candi-

dates X0,1(2900) in the D−K+ invariant mass distribution in

the B+ → D−D+K+ reaction in the year of 2020 [43, 44]. In

the D+K+ invariant mass distribution of the B+ → D−D+K+

reaction, we find that the experimental data of the D+K+ in-

varinat mass distribution around 2.9 GeV can not be well

described, which indicates that there should be an addi-

tional resonance. Inspired by the recent observation of the

Tcs̄0(2900) [63, 64] and the decay properties of Tcs̄0(2900), we

find that Tcs̄0(2900)++ is likely to contribute to the D+K+ in-

variant mass distribution. Thus, in the present work we study

the role of Tcs̄0(2900)++ in the D+K+ invariant mass distribu-

tion of the process B+ → D−D+K+.

In the present work, we estimate Tcs̄0(2900)++ contribu-

tion to the process B+ → D−D+K+ in a molecular scenario,

where we have considered Tcs̄0(2900)++ as a D∗+K∗+ molec-

ular state. However, due to the lack of the experimental in-

formation of B+ → D−D∗+K∗+, we have made an assumption

that the coupling constant for B+ → D−D∗+K∗+ is the same

as the one for nonresonant contribution in B+ → D−D+K+.

Based on this assumption, our estimation indicates that the

contribution from Tcs̄0(2900)++ is significant in the process

B+ → D−D+K+, and the Tcs̄0(2900)++ signal in the D+K+ in-

variant mass distribution is visible. In addition, the fit fraction

of B+ → D−Tcs̄0(2900)++ → K+D+D− is roughly estimated

to be 12.5%, which could be tested by further experimental

analysis by the LHCb Collaboration.

Before the end of this work, it is worth to mention that the

branching fractions of B0 → D−D0K+ and B0 → D−D+K0

decays are (1.07 ± 0.07 ± 0.09) × 10−3 and (0.75 ± 0.12 ±
0.12) × 10−3, respectively [89]. In the D0K+ invariant mass

distributions of these process, there should be the signal of

Tcs̄0(2900)+, which may be accessible for the LHCb Collabo-

ration.
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The GlueX experiment at Jefferson Lab studies photoproduction of mesons using linearly polarized 8.5GeV
photons impinging on a hydrogen target which is contained within a detector with near-complete coverage for
charged and neutral particles. We present measurements of spin-density matrix elements for the photoproduction
of the vector meson ρ(770). The statistical precision achieved exceeds that of previous experiments for polarized
photoproduction in this energy range by orders of magnitude. We confirm a high degree of s-channel helicity
conservation at small squared four-momentum transfer t and are able to extract the t-dependence of natural
and unnatural-parity exchange contributions to the production process in detail. We confirm the dominance of
natural-parity exchange over the full t range. We also find that helicity amplitudes in which the helicity of the
incident photon and the photoproduced ρ(770) differ by two units are negligible for −t < 0.5GeV2/c2.

I. INTRODUCTION

The photoproduction of ρ(770) mesons off the proton is
one of the photoproduction processes in which the spin state
of the incident photon is conserved in the produced vector
meson. The reaction can be described by the vector-meson-
dominance model [1] where the incident photon fluctuates
into a vector meson (e.g. ρ(770)) which then interacts with
the target nucleon. At beam energies well above 10GeV, the
process is expected to proceed through diffractive scattering
with s-channel helicity conservation [2–4] (SCHC). In order
to describe this process, both the differential cross section for
ρ(770) photoproduction and the spin-density matrix elements
(SDMEs) need to be measured. The SDMEs provide a mea-
sure of the transfer of the photon spin state to that of the vector
meson. A detailed description of the SDMEs, and their con-
nection to photoproduction, can be found in Ref. [5]. More
recently, Tabakin and colleagues have revisited the topic of
vector-meson SDMEs in several different frameworks [6–8].
With a beam of linearly polarized photons, nine real elements
of the complex-valued spin-density matrix can be measured,
and, in the case of SCHC, all but two of these should be zero
when measured in the helicity system (see Sec. V A).

The first measurements of SDMEs in the photoproduction
of ρ(770) mesons with linearly polarized photons in the 1.4 to
3.3 GeV energy range came from DESY [9]. Their measure-
ments of the beam asymmetry suggested nearly pure diffrac-
tive photoproduction over the entire energy range. A later
measurement from Cornell using 3.5GeV linearly polarized
photons also reported on the beam asymmetry, but saw some
deviation from diffractive behavior [10]. Several measure-
ments from SLAC with linearly polarized photons of energy
2.8 and 4.7GeV [11, 12] and later including 9.3GeV pho-
tons [13] reported detailed SDMEs as well as agreement with
SCHC and dominance of natural-parity exchange (NPE) in the
production process (see Appendix A for a discussion of SCHC
and NPE). Subsequent experiments at CERN with unpolar-
ized 20 to 70GeV photons measured the three unpolarized
SDMEs [14]. Finally, measurements with the Hybrid Bub-
ble Chamber facility at SLAC measured the ρ(770) SDMEs
with 20GeV linearly polarized photons [15]. While of lim-
ited statistical precision, all previous measurements are con-
sistent with a dominance of natural-parity exchange and show

∗ Corresponding author: aaustreg@jlab.org

that SCHC is valid at least over a limited range in momentum
transfer t (see Appendix A).

The Joint Physics Analysis Center (JPAC) has recently de-
veloped a model based on Regge theory amplitudes to de-
scribe the photoproduction of light vector mesons [16]. JPAC
fitted this model to the SLAC results and other cross section
measurements, and produced theoretical predictions for the
spin-density matrix elements at 8.5GeV. According to the
prediction, the dominant contributions to the photoproduction
of the ρ(770) meson at this beam energy stem from Pomeron
and f2(1270) exchanges. The analytical form of this model
uses an expansion in

√
−t/cm0 where m0 is the mass of the

vector meson. Since it only takes into account the leading
terms of this expansion, we limit the comparison with our data
to −t < m2

0c2 ≈ 0.5GeV2/c2 even though our results cover a
larger range in t.

Sections II, III and IV describe the experimental setup and
data collection, the selection of ρ(770) production events
from the data and the determination of the detector’s accep-
tance. Section V sets out the details of the analysis: it shows
how the spin-density matrix elements are obtained from the
angular distribution of the ρ(770)’s decay products, and de-
scribes the fit method and the measurements’ uncertainties.
Section VI presents and discusses the results. In Appendix A
we discuss s-channel helicity conservation and its implica-
tions for spin-density matrix elements of vector-meson states
produced by natural-parity exchange. The measurements pre-
sented in this article supersede preliminary GlueX results [17].

II. THE GLUEX EXPERIMENT

The GlueX experiment [18] at the Thomas Jefferson Na-
tional Accelerator Facility is part of a global effort to study
the spectrum of hadrons. A primary electron beam with an
energy of up to 12GeV is used to produce a secondary pho-
ton beam which impinges on a liquid-hydrogen target. The
scattered electrons tag the energy of the beam photons. A
high beam intensity provides a sufficiently large reaction rate
to study rare processes. The GlueX detector has been specif-
ically designed to map the light-quark meson spectrum up to
masses of approximately 3GeV/c2 with full acceptance for all
decay modes. A 2 T superconducting solenoid houses the tar-
get, a start counter [19], central [20] and forward drift cham-
bers [21], and a barrel calorimeter [22]. A forward calorimeter
completes the forward photon acceptance and a time-of-flight
counter provides particle identification capability.

mailto:aaustreg@jlab.org
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The key feature of GlueX is its capability to use a polarized
photon beam. Linear polarization of the photons is achieved
by coherent bremsstrahlung of the primary electron beam on a
thin diamond radiator. With a collimator reducing the contri-
bution from the incoherent bremsstrahlung spectrum, a degree
of linear polarization of up to 35% is achieved in the coherent
peak at 8.8GeV. In order to cancel apparatus effects, data are
collected with the polarization plane in four different orien-
tations, rotated about the beam direction in steps of 45◦. The
degree of polarization is measured using the triplet production
effect [23]. As the primary electron beam helicity is flipped
pseudo-randomly multiple times per second, the circularly po-
larized component of the photon beam is averaged out.

The photon beam polarization imposes constraints on the
properties of the production process. It may be used as a fil-
ter to enhance particular resonances or as an additional in-
put to multidimensional amplitude analyses. To this end,
the photoproduction mechanism must be understood in great
detail. Only very limited data from previous experiments
are available at these energies. GlueX has already mea-
sured beam-asymmetry observables for the production of
several pseudoscalar mesons: γ p → π0 p [24], γ p → η p
and γ p → η ′(958)p [25], γ p → K+Σ0 [26], and γ p →
π−∆++(1232) [27]. In addition to the beam-asymmetry mea-
surements, we have also reported SDMEs for the photopro-
duction of the Λ(1520) [28]. As an extension of this program,
the following analysis studies the production process for the
ρ(770) vector meson.

The first phase of the GlueX experiment, consisting of three
run periods, recorded a total integrated luminosity in the co-
herent peak of about 125pb−1. Only the data from the first of
those run periods (about 17% of the full data set) are used to
produce the results discussed here.

III. DESCRIPTION OF DATA SET

We study the reaction γ p → ρ(770)p, where the ρ(770)
meson decays predominantly into the π+π− final state [29].
We select exclusive events by completely reconstructing the
final state π+π−p with all particle trajectories originating
from the same vertex. A seven-constraint kinematic fit is
performed on each event. This fit enforces energy and mo-
mentum conservation for the reaction γ p→ π+π−p as well
as a common vertex for all particles, thus removing back-
grounds originating from misidentified charged tracks and
non-exclusive events. The final event selection is applied for
all figures in this section. Figure 1 shows the squared missing
mass from the assumed reaction γ p→ π+π−Xmiss p calculated
using the values of momentum and energy of the final-state
particles before they are constrained by the kinematic fit. The
observed peak very close to zero implies that there are no mas-
sive missing particles.

The π+π−p final state measured by the GlueX detector is
matched to the initial state photon via its energy and timing.
Due to the large incoming photon flux and limited resolution,
accidental coincidences can fulfill the matching requirement
and contaminate the event sample. The primary electron beam

is produced with a 250 MHz time structure, which translates
into photon beam bunches that are 4ns apart. We estimate the
accidental background by intentionally selecting events from
neighboring beam bunches. In this analysis, we select four
beam bunches on each side of the prompt signal peak as side
band regions and weight those events by− 1

8 to achieve similar
statistical precision for signal and background. About 20% of
the events are statistically subtracted from the signal sample
with this method.

Due to the requirement for a successfully reconstructed
proton track, the distribution of the squared four-momentum
transfer t shows a depletion at zero (see Fig. 2). Since the ac-
ceptance is very low in this region, we discard all events with
−t below 0.1GeV2/c2. Above −t = 1GeV2/c2, the slope of
the distribution has changed visibly, which indicates a devia-
tion from a simple t-channel process. To avoid effects from
potential target excitation, we limit the analysis to the region
below this value of −t.

We separate the ρ(770) meson signal from the continu-
ous π+π− spectrum by selecting the invariant mass of the
di-pion system to be between 0.60 and 0.88GeV/c2. This
selection suppresses non-π+π− background to an almost neg-
ligible amount, but is not able to distinguish the ρ(770) res-
onance from contributions from non-resonant ππ production.
It is well known that the interference between the ρ(770) res-
onance and the underlying non-resonant background can shift
the apparent mass of the vector meson [30]. We observe the
ρ(770) peak in the π+π− mass distribution (see Fig. 3) about
18MeV/c2 below the PDG average for the mass of the photo-
produced neutral ρ(770), which is 769.2±0.9MeV/c2 [29].

A simulation of possible background channels indicates
that the contribution of final states other than exclusive π+π−

production is negligible, at less than 1 in 1000. This study
also shows that the decay ω(782)→ π+π− constitutes an ir-
reducible background component. As the decay is suppressed
by G-parity, it only amounts to approximately 0.4% of the data
sample. This agrees with the estimation from known cross
sections and branching fractions [29] and has no measurable
impact on the presented results.

In total, we obtain data samples with nearly 9×106 ρ(770)
candidate events for each of the four orientations of the beam-
photon polarization. We extract the spin-density matrix ele-
ments in 18 bins of−t between 0.1 and 1.0GeV2/c2. In order
to approximately balance the number of events in each bin,
we use a logarithmic function for the bin boundaries.

IV. SIMULATION OF DETECTOR ACCEPTANCE

To extract the spin-density matrix elements of the ρ(770)
from the measured angular distribution of its decay products,
we must correct for acceptance effects. The acceptance of the
GlueX detector has been simulated based on a Geant4 [31]
detector model, with a subsequent smearing step to reproduce
the resolution effects of the individual detector subsystems.
Detailed comparisons between the simulation and measure-
ments have been reported elsewhere [18].

We simulate a signal sample that reproduces the produc-
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FIG. 1. The squared missing mass distribution from the reaction
γ p→ π+π−Xmiss p calculated using the values of momentum and
energy of the final-state particles before they are constrained by the
kinematic fit.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2
)2c/2Squared 4-Momentum Transfer -t (GeV

1

10

210

310

410

510

610

2 c/2
E

ve
nt

s 
/ 0

.0
1 

G
eV

Reconstructed Data

MC Simulation

FIG. 2. The distribution of the squared four-momentum transfer −t.
The dashed vertical lines indicate the range analyzed.

tion kinematics of the measured process, but has an isotropic
distribution in the decay angles. To describe the process
γ p→ π+π−p, we assume an exponential distribution of the
squared four-momentum transfer, i.e. proportional to ebt with
the slope parameter b = 6(GeV/c)−2. This simplified model
does not reproduce the experimentally observed t-distribution
exactly (see Fig. 2), but serves as a good approximation when
binning finely in t. We model the shape of the π+π− invariant
mass distribution in the range between 0.60 and 0.88GeV/c2

using a relativistic P-wave Breit-Wigner [32] function with an
orbital angular momentum barrier factor F that is parameter-
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FIG. 3. The invariant mass distribution of the produced π+π− sys-
tem. The small difference between data and simulation is due to non-
resonant background under the ρ(770), which is not present in the
simulation. For further analysis, the simulated events are re-weighted
in order to match the mass distribution of the measured data exactly.

ized according to Ref. [33]:

BW (m) =

√
m0Γ0

m2−m2
0− im0Γ(m,L)

(1)

with Γ(m,L) = Γ0
q
m

m0

q0

[
F(q,L)
F(q0,L)

]2

. (2)

Here, q signifies the breakup momentum of the pions and
q0 is the breakup momentum at the nominal resonance
mass m0. The reconstructed mass distribution from the
Monte Carlo simulation approximates the experimentally
measured one with the parameters m0 = 757MeV/c2 and
Γ0 = 146MeV/c2 (see Fig. 3). In a second step, the simulated
sample is re-weighted in order to match the mass distribution
of the measured data exactly.

V. ANALYSIS METHOD

We use an unbinned extended-maximum-likelihood fit to
extract the spin-density matrix elements from the measured
distribution. This method is widely used in amplitude analysis
and has the advantage that neither the data nor the acceptance
corrections have to be divided into regions of angular phase
space.

A. Spin-Density Matrix Elements

We characterize the photoproduction of vector mesons by
an amplitude T , which connects the spin-density matrix ρ(γ)
for the initial photon beam to the spin-density matrix ρ(V ) of
the produced vector meson. Following Schilling et al. [5], we
write

ρ(V ) = T ρ(γ)T ∗ . (3)
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We can incorporate the photon polarization into the descrip-
tion of the vector-meson density matrix. The spin-density ma-
trix for the photon can be written as

ρ(γ) =
1
2

I +
1
2

Pγ · σ , (4)

where I is the identity matrix, σ are the Pauli matrices and the
vector Pγ is given as

Pγ = Pγ (−cos2Φ,−sin2Φ,0) , (5)

where Pγ is the degree of linear polarization (between 0 and
1) and Φ is the angle between the polarization vector of the
photon and the production plane of the vector meson. In the
case of circularly polarized photons,

Pγ = Pγ

(
0,0,λγ

)
, (6)

where Pγ is again the degree of polarization, and λγ = ±1
corresponds to the helicity of the photon. If we now consider
the three components of the photon polarization (components
1 and 2 for linear polarization and component 3 for circular
polarization), we can write the vector-meson density matrix
as the sum

ρ(V ) = ρ
0 +

3

∑
α=1

Pα
γ ρ

α , (7)

where the ρα parameterize the dependence of the total density
matrix on the photon polarization. Since we use a linearly
polarized photon beam, we will ignore the contribution from
circularly polarized photons in the remaining text by setting
ρ3 = 0.

The spin-density matrix elements ρk
i j in Eq. (7) describe the

angular dependence of the cross section. The number density
n of produced events in the experiment is proportional to the
normalized angular distribution W , i.e.:

n(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) ∝ W (ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) . (8)

Here, W is a function of the two decay angles ϑ and ϕ , de-
fined in the helicity system of the vector meson (see Fig. 4),
and Φ, the direction of the photon polarization with respect to
the hadronic production plane as determined in the center-of-
mass frame of the reaction. Together with the independently
measured degree of polarization Pγ , the angular distribution
for vector-meson production with a linearly polarized photon
beam can be written as follows:

W (cosϑ ,ϕ,Φ) = W 0(cosϑ ,ϕ)−Pγ cos(2Φ)W 1(cosϑ ,ϕ)

−Pγ sin(2Φ)W 2(cosϑ ,ϕ) . (9)

For the case of the vector meson decaying to two spinless
particles, such as ρ(770) → π+π−, the decay distributions

W i(cosϑ ,ϕ) in Eq. (9) are given by

W 0(cosϑ ,ϕ) =
3

4π

(
1
2
(1−ρ

0
00)+

1
2
(3ρ

0
00−1)cos2

ϑ (10)

−
√

2Reρ
0
10 sin2ϑ cosϕ−ρ

0
1−1 sin2

ϑ cos2ϕ

)
W 1(cosϑ ,ϕ) =

3
4π

(
ρ

1
11 sin2

ϑ +ρ
1
00 cos2

ϑ (11)

−
√

2Reρ
1
10 sin2ϑ cosϕ−ρ

1
1−1 sin2

ϑ cos2ϕ

)
W 2(cosϑ ,ϕ) =

3
4π

(√
2Imρ

2
10 sin2ϑ sinϕ (12)

+ Imρ
2
1−1 sin2

ϑ sin2ϕ
)
.

B. Unbinned Extended Maximum Likelihood Fit

The agreement between the measured event distribution and
the acceptance-weighted model given in Eqs. (8) to (13) is
optimized by varying the spin-density matrix elements ρ i

jk and
an external normalization factor K as fit parameters. For this
purpose, the extended likelihood function is maximized by a
numerical algorithm. For the construction of this likelihood
function, the probability for an event i characterized by ϑi,
ϕi and Φi to be observed by the experiment with acceptance
η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) is defined by

Pi =
n(ϑi,ϕi,Φi)η(ϑi,ϕi,Φi)∫

dcosϑdϕdΦn(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)
. (13)

The total number of observed events N in an experiment of
fixed duration follows the Poisson distribution with an expec-
tation value N̄. The extended likelihood function

L =
e−N̄N̄N

N!

N

∏
i=1

Pi (14)

takes this variation into account. The expectation value N̄ is
identical to the integral in the denominator of Eq. (13):

N̄ =
∫

dcosϑdϕdΦn(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) . (15)

Hence, the likelihood function simplifies to

L =
e−N̄

N!

N

∏
i=1

n(ϑi,ϕi,Φi)η(ϑi,ϕi,Φi) . (16)

As large sums are computationally easier to handle than
large products, we maximize the logarithm of the likelihood
function

lnL =
N

∑
i=1

lnn(ϑi,ϕi,Φi)+
N

∑
i=1

lnη(ϑi,ϕi,Φi)− lnN!︸ ︷︷ ︸
const

−
∫

dcosϑdϕdΦn(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) (17)

in order to find the model parameters that match best the ob-
served angular distribution n(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ). The constant terms
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FIG. 4. Definition of the angles used to describe vector-meson photoproduction. The hadronic production plane and the ρ(770) decay plane
are shown in red and blue, respectively. The photon polarization vector Pγ is indicated in green. Diagram a) is in the center-of-mass frame of
the reaction with the z axis along the direction of the ρ(770) meson; b) is boosted into the rest frame of the ρ(770) meson, i.e. the helicity
system.

Σ lnη and lnN! do not depend on the fit parameters and can
therefore be omitted from the fit. The recorded data sample
only appears in the first sum, where events from neighboring
beam bunches enter with negative weights to subtract back-
ground from accidental beam coincidences. The so-called
normalization integral that contains the experimental accep-
tance is evaluated using the large phase-space Monte Carlo
sample introduced in section IV. This allows us to separate
the normalization factor from the SDME fit parameters:∫

dcosϑdϕdΦn(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) =

K
∫

dcosϑdϕdΦW (ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)η(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

. (18)

The normalization integral I is approximated by summing
over all generated phase-space events Nacc

MC that pass the recon-
struction and selection criteria after the detector simulation:

I≈ 8π2

NMC

Nacc
MC

∑
j=1

W (ϑ j,ϕ j,Φ j) , (19)

where NMC is the total number of generated Monte-Carlo
events. The factor 8π2 is the integration volume.

The extended likelihood function is maximized by choos-
ing the SDMEs as well as the normalization coefficient K
such that n(ϑ ,ϕ,Φ) matches the measured data best. This
formalism has been implemented using the AmpTools soft-
ware framework [34]. In contrast to conventional mass-
independent amplitude analyses, the normalization integral
depends on the fitted parameters, i.e. the SDMEs, and has
to be recalculated at every iteration of the fit, with significant

computational cost. For this reason, it was essential to use
graphical processing units for the numerical evaluation of the
large sums in Eqs. (17) and (19), which can contain up to 106

summands in this analysis.

C. Fit Evaluation

For converged fits, we can evaluate the quality of the model
with the expectation value N̄ in Eq. (15). Using the numerical
approximation of the normalization integral in Eq. (19):

N̄ ≈ 8π2

NMC

Nacc
MC

∑
j=1

K ·W (ϑ j,ϕ j,Φ j) , (20)

we see that an individual MC event with the phase-space co-
ordinates (ϑi,ϕi,Φi) contributes with a weight:

wi =
8π2

NMC
K ·W (ϑi,ϕi,Φi) (21)

to the data sample. Events rejected by the reconstruction and
kinematic selection have zero weight. The acceptance of the
apparatus is therefore taken into account by construction. By
applying these weights to the phase-space MC events, we ob-
tain weighted MC samples that we can use to compare any
kinematic distribution of the fitted model with the data. If the
distributions of the angles that the model depends upon agree
within statistical uncertainties, this would be a confirmation
that the SDME model is sufficient to describe the data. The
distributions in other kinematic variables can be used to assess
how realistically the simulation reproduces detector effects.
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FIG. 5. Evaluation of the fit by comparison of measured distributions (black) to phase-space simulation weighted with fit results (shaded
green). The smaller contribution from the subtracted accidental background is shown in red. Panel a) shows the comparison for the cosine
of the helicity angle ϑ and b) compares the distribution of the helicity angle ϕ . Panel c) compares the azimuthal angle Φ of the polarization
vector with respect to the production plane in the center-of-mass frame and d) shows the distribution of the difference between Φ and ϕ .

Figure 5 shows such a comparison for the combined fit
of four orientations in one example bin at around −t ≈
0.2GeV2/c2. The distributions in the angles cosϑ , ϕ , Φ and
Φ−ϕ are very well reproduced. A small asymmetry between
ϕ = 0 and ϕ = ±π indicates the possible interference with a
ππ S-wave component, which is not included in the SDME
model.

D. Discussion of Uncertainties

We evaluate the statistical uncertainties with the Bootstrap-
ping technique [35], where a number of pseudo-experiments
are performed by sampling from the signal and background
events with replacement. The replacement method randomly
draws a sample the size of the original sample where every
event is drawn from the full sample. Thus, a given drawn set
will include some events multiple times and omit others. We
draw 200 such samples and perform fits in the same way as
for the real samples, keeping the starting values fixed at the
nominal result. The distributions for the 9 spin-density ma-
trix elements from the 200 fits can be well approximated by
Gaussian functions, and their standard deviations serve as a
measure of the statistical uncertainties.

A study of many possible sources for systematic uncertain-

ties indicates that the only significant contributions arise from
the beam polarization measurement, an apparent dependence
on the photon beam flux and the selection of the signal sample.
In particular, it is evident that the fitting procedure does not in-
troduce any bias into the measured SDMEs and that there is
no significant dependence of the SDMEs on the beam energy
within the range studied.

The largest contribution to the systematic uncertainty orig-
inates from the external measurement of the beam-photon
polarization. The 1.5% systematic uncertainty inherent in
the design and the operation of the triplet polarimeter instru-
ment [23] is combined with the statistical uncertainty of the
number of detected triplet events to give a total uncertainty of
2.1%. This overall normalization uncertainty is fully corre-
lated for all bins in t. It is added in quadrature to the final un-
certainties for the SDMEs ρ1

i j and ρ2
i j, shown in Fig. 6, whose

extraction is dependent on the polarization.
The second largest source of systematic uncertainties stems

from an apparent rate dependence of the detector efficiency.
The injection of randomly triggered hits into the simulation
successfully models the rate effect on the track reconstruction,
but the Monte Carlo simulation does not include any detector-
specific rate-dependent efficiencies. Since the primary elec-
tron current was increased from 100 nA to 150 nA for the sec-
ond part of the data sample, we perform the analysis sepa-
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rately for both parts and compare the results to estimate the
systematic effect. It dominates the systematic uncertainties
for the unpolarized SDMEs, especially for ρ0

1−1.
Significant systematic uncertainties are also caused by the

selection of the signal sample, but they may have different
magnitudes for each SDME and in each bin in t. To evaluate
this, the requirements on the measured missing mass, the con-
vergence criterion of the kinematic fit and the suppression of
possible background from excited baryons were varied such
that the total event sample is not changed by more than 10%.
The standard deviation for each type of variation is used as a
measure of its systematic effect. The quadratic sum of these
deviations is quoted as total systematic uncertainty for each
data point. All other event selection criteria do not add signif-
icant systematic uncertainties to the results.

VI. RESULTS

A. Spin-Density Matrix Elements

The analysis is performed in 18 independent bins in −t be-
tween 0.1 and 1.0GeV2/c2. The SDMEs obtained are shown
in Fig. 6, together with the earlier results from SLAC [13], the
predictions from s-channel helicity conservation with natural
parity exchange, and from the JPAC model [16]. We report
the measured SDMEs at the mean value for each t bin and
display the standard deviation of the distribution in t within
the bin by horizontal error bars. The vertical error bars corre-
spond to the statistical and systematic uncertainties added in
quadrature. The numerical values for the data shown in Fig. 6
are listed in Appendix B and can be found in Ref. [36].

In the limit of small −t, our results are consistent with
the SCHC + NPE model (see Appendix A). Deviations from
this description are predicted by Regge theory [16], which
our measurements follow qualitatively up to the point where
the prediction loses its validity at around −t ≈ 0.5GeV2/c2.
We are able to extract the SDMEs with high precision up to
−t = 1GeV2/c2.

B. Parity-Exchange Components

The spin-density matrix can be separated into the com-
ponents ρ

N,U
ik arising from natural (P = (−1)J) or unnatural

(P =−(−1)J) parity exchanges in the t channel, respectively.
The interference term between both production mechanisms
vanishes in the limit of high energy [5]. We use the results
from Fig. 6 to calculate the linear combinations

ρ
N,U
ik =

1
2
[
ρ

0
ik∓ (−1)i

ρ
1
−ik
]
. (22)

Fig. 7 illustrates the clean separation. All unnatural compo-
nents are significantly smaller than their natural counterparts.
The deviation from the pure SCHC + NPE model is driven by
natural-parity exchange processes, which supports an earlier
observation [13].

To leading order, the asymmetry between natural- and
unnatural-exchange cross sections can be reduced to one sin-
gle observable, the parity asymmetry Pσ [5], which is defined
as

Pσ =
σN−σU

σN +σU = 2ρ
1
1−1−ρ

1
00. (23)

In Fig. 8, we compare our measured Pσ values with pre-
vious measurements and the Regge model. For −t below
0.2GeV2/c2, the results are consistent with unity, which again
indicates pure natural-parity exchange. The deviation grows
towards larger values of −t and is predicted by Regge theory.

C. Relations between SDMEs

The spin-density matrix for vector mesons can be written in
the center-of-mass frame helicity representation [5] as

ρ(V )λV λ ′V
=

1
N ∑

λN′λγ λN λ ′γ

TλV λN′ ,λγ λN ρ(γ)λγ λ ′γ T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λ

′
γ λN

,(24)

where the λx represent the helicity of the incoming (N) and
outgoing (N′) nucleon, the photon (γ) and the vector meson
(V ), and T is the production amplitude. The term N is a
normalization factor given as

N =
1
2 ∑

λV λN′λγ λN

∣∣∣TλV λN′ ,λγ λN

∣∣∣2 , (25)

which for a given center-of-mass momentum k of the incom-
ing photon is related to the unpolarized differential cross sec-
tion as

dσ

dΩ
=

1
2

(
2π

k

)2

N . (26)

The ρα from Eq. (7) are related to the amplitudes T by

ρ
0
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
1

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

TλV λN′ ,λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

(27)

ρ
1
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
1

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

TλV λN′ ,−λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

(28)

ρ
2
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
i

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

λγ TλV λN′ ,−λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

.(29)

Thus, the SDMEs are formed from helicity amplitudes that
connect the vector-meson helicity λV to the photon helicity λγ .
In the helicity system, s-channel helicity conservation implies
that the two helicities are equal λV = λγ (see Appendix A).
When SCHC is true, then of the nine measured SDMEs, only
ρ1

1−1 and Imρ2
1−1 are nonzero, and ρ1

1−1 = −Imρ2
1−1. If, in

addition to SCHC, the production mechanism is described by
the exchange of a particle with natural parity in the t-channel,
then ρ1

1−1 =
1
2 . If a particle with unnatural parity is exchanged,

then ρ1
1−1 =−

1
2 . As seen in Fig. 6, SCHC + NPE is only valid

near −t = 0.



9

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

0
00

ρ

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

0

10
ρRe

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

GlueX

)et al.SLAC (Ballam 

SCHC + NPE

JPAC Model

0
1-1

ρ

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

1
11

ρ

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

1
00

ρ

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

1
10

ρRe

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.35

0.40

0.45

0.50

0.55

1
1-1

ρ

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.10−

0.05−

0.00

0.05

0.10

2
10

ρIm

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
)2c/2-t (GeV

0.55−

0.50−

0.45−

0.40−

0.35−

2

1-1
ρIm

FIG. 6. Spin-density matrix elements for the photoproduction of ρ(770) in the helicity system. Our results are shown in red, the error bars
display the statistical and systematic uncertainties added in quadrature. The systematic uncertainties for the polarized SDMEs ρ1

i j and ρ2
i j

contain an overall relative polarization uncertainty of 2.1% which is fully correlated for all values of t. The earlier results from SLAC[13] are
shown in green. The horizontal black lines show the values for s-channel helicity conservation with natural parity exchange (SCHC + NPE),
while the blue dashed curves show Regge theory predictions from JPAC with shaded, one-standard-deviation uncertainty bands [16].

Going beyond the case where λV = λγ , there could also be
amplitudes in which the helicity changes by one or even two
units. While the former are very likely to occur, we would
expect that the latter are suppressed. If we assume that the
amplitudes with λV = λγ ±2 are zero, additional relations

between SDMEs should hold, i.e. Eqs. (30), (31) and (32).

Imρ
2
1−1 =−ρ

1
1−1 (30)

Imρ
2
10 =−Reρ

1
10 (31)

Reρ
0
10 =±Reρ

1
10 (32)
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FIG. 7. The spin-density matrix elements for ρ(770) photoproduc-
tion for natural- (left) and unnatural-parity exchange (right). See
comments in Fig. 6 caption for details.
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FIG. 8. Parity asymmetry Pσ for ρ(770) photoproduction. See com-
ments in Fig. 6 caption for details.

To prove Eq. (30), we expand Eqs. (28) and (29) as follows:

ρ
1
1−1 =

1
2N ∑

λN λN′

T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

+ T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 (33)

ρ
2
1−1 =

i
2N ∑

λN λN′

(−1) T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

+ (+1) T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 . (34)

If we define the first sum in both equations as A, and the sec-
ond as B, then we have

ρ
1
1−1 = A+B (35)

ρ
2
1−1 =−iA+ iB . (36)

Looking more closely at the A and B amplitudes, A only in-
cludes terms where the photon helicity and the vector-meson
helicity are the same, i.e. λγ = λV , while B only contains
terms where the photon helicity and the vector-meson helicity
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differ by 2, which we assume to vanish. Taking B = 0 we have

ρ
1
1−1 = A (37)

ρ
2
1−1 =−iA , (38)

which yields Eq. (30). Figure 9 shows ρ1
1−1 + Imρ2

1−1 as a
function of −t, for both the GlueX data and the older SLAC
data [13]. The sum is consistent with zero for −t values up to
about 0.5GeV2/c2 and becomes slightly positive above that.
The JPAC model [16] agrees with this prediction over its range
of validity. This suggests that amplitudes with λV = λγ ± 2
may start to become relevant for values of −t larger than
0.5GeV2/c2.
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FIG. 9. The sum of ρ1
1−1 and Imρ2

1−1 for ρ(770) photoproduction
as a function of −t. See comments in Fig. 6 caption for details.

To derive Eq. (31), we perform a similar expansion to the
one above:

ρ
1
10 =

1
2N ∑

λN λN′

T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗0λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

+ T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗0λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 (39)

ρ
2
10 =

i
2N ∑

λN λN′

(−1) T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗0λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

+ (+1) T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗0λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 . (40)

If we define the first sum in both equations as C, and the sec-
ond as D, then we have

ρ
1
10 =C+D (41)

ρ
2
10 =−iC+ iD . (42)

C is an interference term between an amplitude where the pho-
ton helicity and the vector-meson helicity are the same, i.e.
λγ = λV , and an amplitude where these helicities differ by 1.
Amplitude D is an interference term between an amplitude
where the photon helicity and the vector-meson helicity dif-
fer by 1 and an amplitude where they differ by 2. Setting the
amplitudes that have ∆λ = 2 to zero gives D = 0, and conse-
quently yields Eq. (31). Figure 10 shows the sum of Reρ1

10
and Imρ2

10 as a function of −t, both for the GlueX data and
for the older SLAC data [13]. Comparisons are also made to
the JPAC model [16]. For the GlueX data, the relationship in
Eq. (31) appears to be valid for −t below 0.3GeV2/c2, where
the JPAC model also confirms the relationship. For the GlueX
data above −t of 0.5GeV2/c2, the sum becomes slightly neg-
ative and agrees with the previous observation that amplitudes
with λV = λγ ±2 may be nonzero for larger values of −t.
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FIG. 10. The sum of Reρ0
10 and Imρ2

10 for ρ(770) photoproduction
as a function of −t. See comments in Fig. 6 caption for details.

To explain Eq. (32), we write Eq. (27) as

ρ
0
10 =

1
2N ∑

λN λN′

T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗0λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

+ T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗0λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 . (43)
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The first term in Eq. (43) describes the interference between
an amplitude with ∆λ = 1 and one with ∆λ = 2, the latter
of which we take to be zero. The second term differs from
the first term in Eq. (39) through the difference between the
amplitudes T ∗0λN′ ;−1λN

and T ∗0λN′ ;+1λN
. These amplitudes con-

nect photons of helicity λγ =∓1 to a vector meson of helicity
λV = 0 and only differ by Clebsch-Gordan coefficients that
have the same magnitude. For a production mechanism de-
scribed by a single diagram, the two amplitudes should be
equal in magnitude but could have opposite signs. Taking
D = 0 and assuming there is a single diagram, then we can
write

ρ
0
10 =±C . (44)

Together with Eq. (40), this yields Eq. (32). Figure 11 shows
the sum of Reρ0

10 and Reρ1
10 as a function of −t both for the

GlueX data and for the older SLAC data [13]. Comparisons
are also made to the JPAC model [16]. The GlueX data are
consistent with the sum being zero over the full range of −t.
This suggests that the λV = λγ ±2 amplitudes are not impor-
tant in this case, and that the production mechanism is dom-
inated by a single diagram, or a series of diagrams that all
contribute with the same sign. The JPAC model also agrees
with this prediction.
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FIG. 11. The sum of Reρ0
10 and Reρ1

10 for ρ(770) photoproduction
as a function of −t. See comments in Fig. 6 caption for details.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We report measurements of the spin-density matrix ele-
ments of the π+π− system in the mass range of the vector
meson ρ(770) (0.60 to 0.88GeV/c2) photoproduced off the
proton with the GlueX experiment at Jefferson Lab. Using a

linearly polarized photon beam with energy between 8.2 and
8.8GeV and polarization close to 35%, we reach a statisti-
cal precision which surpasses previous measurements by or-
ders of magnitude. The uncertainties on the measurement are
dominated by systematic uncertainties, which are studied in
detail. Using the full GlueX data set would increase the size
of the signal sample five-fold, but would likely not improve
the precision of the results further.

Our results agree well with a prediction by the JPAC col-
laboration, which was previously fitted to far inferior data.
This comparison demonstrates impressively that the descrip-
tion of the production mechanism via a combination of dif-
ferent Regge exchanges is valid at this energy. In particular,
the photoproduction of the ρ(770) meson is sensitive to the
interplay between Pomeron and f2(1270) exchanges.

The decomposition of the spin-density matrix elements
shows that natural-parity exchanges dominate the produc-
tion process and that the contribution from unnatural-parity
exchanges is small for the analyzed range in squared four-
momentum transfer 0.1 < −t < 1.0GeV2/c2. This obser-
vation is consistent with the prediction from Regge theory,
and the measurements will be used to improve the theoreti-
cal description of the reaction. Based on assumptions about
the production process, we predict several relations between
the SDMEs and show that these relations are fulfilled by our
measurements. In particular, the results strongly suggest that
ρ(770) photoproduction at these energies is dominated by a
single production mechanism and that contributions from pro-
cesses where the helicities of the vector meson and the photon
differ by two units are negligible.

We describe the π+π− system with the spin-density matrix
elements for a pure ρ(770) meson, but the precision of the
data allows us to observe deviations from this model which
are likely caused by the interference with an underlying S-
wave production of the di-pion system. A dependence of the
SDMEs within the studied mass range supports this claim. In
the future, we plan to study this mass dependence by sepa-
rating the spin contributions into their individual amplitudes.
The formalism outlined in [37] will serve as the basis for this
investigation.
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Appendix A: Discussion of s-Channel Helicity Conservation

In the photoproduction of vector mesons such as the
ρ(770), ω(782) and φ(1020), the spin of the produced meson
is related to the spin of the initial photon through a helicity
amplitude T . The spin states are typically represented as den-
sity matrices ρ(V ) and ρ(γ) where the relation between the
two (following Schilling et al. [5]) is given by Eq. (3). This
relation can be expressed in the center-of-mass frame helicity
representation [38] as in Eq. (24), which we repeat here:

ρλV λ ′V
(V ) =

1
N ∑

λN′λγ λN λ ′γ

TλV λN′ ,λγ λN ρλγ λ ′γ T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λ

′
γ λN

.(A1)

This expression relates an initial photon with helicity λγ =±1
to a final-state vector meson with helicity λV = 0 or λV =±1.
The normalization factor N is given by Eq. (25), and N
and N′ represent the initial and final-state nucleons. For the
SDMEs of interest, we can write Eq. (A1) as a sum over the
photon and initial and final-state nucleons as in Eqs. (27), (28)
and (29) (which are reproduced here as Eqs. (A2), (A3)
and (A4) for convenience) where the TλV λN′ ,λγ λN are the he-
licity amplitudes. The ρ0

i j elements are related to unpolarized
photons while ρ1

i j and ρ2
i j are correspond to linear polariza-

tion:

ρ
0
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
1

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

TλV λN′ ,λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

(A2)

ρ
1
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
1

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

TλV λN′ ,−λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

(A3)

ρ
2
λV λ ′V

(V ) =
i

2N ∑
λN′λγ λN

λγ TλV λN′ ,−λγ λN T ∗
λ ′V λN′ ,λγ λN

.(A4)

For s-channel helicity conservation, the only nonzero am-
plitudes have λV = λγ . All amplitudes involving a change of
helicity, i.e. λV 6= λγ , are zero. Thus, the only SDMEs which
have nonzero 1 values are ρ0

11, ρ1
1−1 and ρ2

1−1. Generally, one
does not independently report ρ0

11 as it is related to ρ0
00 through

the fact that the trace of ρ0 is 1, i.e. 2ρ0
11 + ρ0

00 = 1 where

1 The SDME element ρ0
−1−1 is also nonzero, but it is equal to ρ0

11 so we do
not list it as an independent element.

ρ0
00 = 0 under SCHC.

ρ
0
11 =

1
2N ∑

λN λN′

T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗+1λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

(A5)

+ T+1λN′ ;+1λN T ∗+1λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 (A6)

ρ
1
1−1 =

1
2N ∑

λN λN′

T+1λ ′N ;+1λN
T ∗−1λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸

λγ=−1

(A7)

+ T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 (A8)

ρ
2
1−1 =

i
2N ∑

λN λN′

−T+1λN′ ;1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;−1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=−1

(A9)

+ T+1λN′ ;−1λN T ∗−1λN′ ;+1λN︸ ︷︷ ︸
λγ=+1

 (A10)

These equations can be simplified to

ρ
0
11 =

1
2N

[
T+−T ∗+−+T++T ∗++

]
(A11)

ρ
1
1−1 =

1
2N

[
T++T ∗−−+T+−T ∗−+

]
(A12)

ρ
2
1−1 =

i
2N

[
−T++T ∗−−+T−+T ∗−+

]
(A13)

where the sum over λNλ ′N is assumed, and where we simplify
the notation of the transition amplitudes by putting λV as the
first subscript and λγ as the second.

Now, noting that only the T++ and T−− are nonzero, we
have

ρ
0
11 =

1
2N

T++T ∗++ (A14)

ρ
1
1−1 =

1
2N

T++T ∗−− (A15)

ρ
2
1−1 =

−i
2N

T++T ∗−− . (A16)

From this, we immediately see that SCHC implies that ρ1
1−1 =

−Imρ2
1−1. We also know that only ρ0 has a nonzero trace, i.e.

1 = ρ
0
11 +ρ

0
00 +ρ

0
−1−1 . (A17)

However, we have established that ρ0
00 = 0 and symmetry

gives that ρ0
−1−1 = ρ0

11. Thus, we have ρ0
11 = 1

2 . Similarly,
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ρ0
−1−1 =

1
2 . Expanding ρ0

−1−1 as in Eqs. (A5) and (A11), we
find

ρ
0
−1−1 =

1
2N

T−−T ∗−− , (A18)

hence, we have

T++T ∗++ = T−−T ∗−− . (A19)

From this we have that

1
2N

T++T ∗++ =
1
2
, (A20)

or the amplitude T++ can be expressed in complex polar form
as

1√
2N

T++ =
1√
2

eiφ+ , (A21)

where φ+ is some phase associated with the amplitude. Sim-
ilarly the amplitude T−− can be expressed in complex polar
form as

1√
2N

T−− =
1√
2

eiφ− , (A22)

where φ− is the phase associated with T−−. Combining

Eqs. (A21) and (A22), SCHC predicts

ρ
0
11 =

1
2

(A23)

ρ
1
1−1 =

1
2

cos(φ+−φ−) (A24)

Imρ
2
1−1 =−

1
2

cos(φ+−φ−) . (A25)

Thus, the magnitudes and signs of ρ1
1−1 and Imρ2

1−1 depend
on the phase difference ∆φ = φ+− φ−. In Section VI B we
discussed the parity asymmetry Pσ as given in Eq. (23). For
pure natural parity exchange, Pσ = 1, while for pure unnatural
parity exchange, Pσ = −1. In the case of pure natural parity
exchange, we have ∆φ = 0 so ρ1

1−1 = 1
2 and Imρ2

1−1 = − 1
2 .

In the case of pure unnatural parity exchange, ∆φ = π so
ρ1

1−1 = −
1
2 and Imρ2

1−1 =
1
2 . Throughout this article, we re-

fer to s-channel helicity conservation plus natural parity ex-
change, “SCHC + NPE”, this assumption implies the case of
∆φ = 0 and implies the following predictions for the nonzero
SDMEs

ρ
0
11 =+

1
2

(A26)

ρ
1
1−1 =+

1
2

(A27)

Imρ
2
1−1 =−

1
2
. (A28)

Appendix B: Numerical Results

All numerical results for the SDMEs and their statistical
and systematic uncertainties are listed in Table I. The system-
atic uncertainties for the polarized SDMEs ρ1

i j and ρ2
i j contain

an overall relative normalization uncertainty of 2.1% which is
fully correlated for all values of t. Numerical data can also be
downloaded from HEPData [36].
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−tmin −tmax −t −tRMS ρ0
00 Reρ0

10 ρ0
1−1 ρ1

11 ρ1
00 Reρ1

10 ρ1
1−1 Imρ2

10 Imρ2
1−1

0.100 0.114 0.107 0.004 0.0056 0.0314 -0.0276 -0.0185 -0.0050 -0.0282 0.4837 0.0258 -0.4851
± 0.0003 ±0.0005 ±0.0007 ±0.0020 ±0.0010 ±0.0020 ±0.0024 ±0.0014 ±0.0023
± 0.0045 ±0.0071 ±0.0117 ±0.0020 ±0.0028 ±0.0014 ±0.0103 ±0.0011 ±0.0103

0.114 0.129 0.121 0.004 0.0062 0.0346 -0.0381 -0.0236 -0.0050 -0.0282 0.4853 0.0258 -0.4856
± 0.0003 ±0.0004 ±0.0006 ±0.0018 ±0.0012 ±0.0017 ±0.0025 ±0.0013 ±0.0022
± 0.0043 ±0.0037 ±0.0040 ±0.0037 ±0.0051 ±0.0016 ±0.0114 ±0.0020 ±0.0103

0.129 0.147 0.138 0.005 0.0073 0.0377 -0.0463 -0.0269 -0.0065 -0.0282 0.4809 0.0300 -0.4845
± 0.0003 ±0.0004 ±0.0006 ±0.0017 ±0.0010 ±0.0017 ±0.0022 ±0.0011 ±0.0021
± 0.0046 ±0.0030 ±0.0054 ±0.0018 ±0.0057 ±0.0015 ±0.0114 ±0.0021 ±0.0103

0.147 0.167 0.157 0.006 0.0076 0.0400 -0.0557 -0.0330 -0.0067 -0.0324 0.4793 0.0327 -0.4830
± 0.0002 ±0.0004 ±0.0005 ±0.0017 ±0.0010 ±0.0016 ±0.0023 ±0.0012 ±0.0020
± 0.0022 ±0.0029 ±0.0035 ±0.0023 ±0.0063 ±0.0039 ±0.0104 ±0.0012 ±0.0102

0.167 0.190 0.178 0.007 0.0085 0.0410 -0.0553 -0.0313 -0.0084 -0.0311 0.4742 0.0330 -0.4774
± 0.0003 ±0.0003 ±0.0006 ±0.0016 ±0.0010 ±0.0017 ±0.0020 ±0.0011 ±0.0022
± 0.0031 ±0.0019 ±0.0049 ±0.0029 ±0.0060 ±0.0034 ±0.0105 ±0.0019 ±0.0101

0.190 0.215 0.203 0.007 0.0101 0.0433 -0.0621 -0.0382 -0.0085 -0.0394 0.4780 0.0311 -0.4723
± 0.0003 ±0.0004 ±0.0005 ±0.0016 ±0.0012 ±0.0013 ±0.0021 ±0.0011 ±0.0021
± 0.0031 ±0.0024 ±0.0040 ±0.0059 ±0.0057 ±0.0013 ±0.0114 ±0.0033 ±0.0100

0.215 0.245 0.230 0.008 0.0106 0.0448 -0.0650 -0.0384 -0.0107 -0.0413 0.4735 0.0340 -0.4728
± 0.0003 ±0.0003 ±0.0006 ±0.0017 ±0.0011 ±0.0015 ±0.0022 ±0.0011 ±0.0018
± 0.0012 ±0.0030 ±0.0057 ±0.0018 ±0.0024 ±0.0018 ±0.0108 ±0.0012 ±0.0100

0.245 0.278 0.262 0.010 0.0128 0.0468 -0.0689 -0.0452 -0.0104 -0.0418 0.4717 0.0385 -0.4670
± 0.0003 ±0.0004 ±0.0006 ±0.0017 ±0.0013 ±0.0016 ±0.0025 ±0.0013 ±0.0021
± 0.0032 ±0.0028 ±0.0043 ±0.0043 ±0.0042 ±0.0030 ±0.0100 ±0.0010 ±0.0098

0.278 0.316 0.297 0.011 0.0141 0.0487 -0.0744 -0.0469 -0.0095 -0.0418 0.4645 0.0384 -0.4626
± 0.0004 ±0.0004 ±0.0006 ±0.0019 ±0.0014 ±0.0015 ±0.0023 ±0.0011 ±0.0022
± 0.0045 ±0.0031 ±0.0050 ±0.0031 ±0.0040 ±0.0030 ±0.0100 ±0.0022 ±0.0098

0.316 0.360 0.338 0.012 0.0181 0.0517 -0.0801 -0.0511 -0.0171 -0.0489 0.4616 0.0401 -0.4623
± 0.0004 ±0.0004 ±0.0006 ±0.0019 ±0.0015 ±0.0016 ±0.0029 ±0.0013 ±0.0021
± 0.0026 ±0.0024 ±0.0072 ±0.0030 ±0.0053 ±0.0022 ±0.0104 ±0.0019 ±0.0097

0.360 0.409 0.384 0.014 0.0229 0.0542 -0.0838 -0.0552 -0.0208 -0.0477 0.4572 0.0400 -0.4593
± 0.0004 ±0.0004 ±0.0008 ±0.0022 ±0.0017 ±0.0017 ±0.0031 ±0.0014 ±0.0027
± 0.0015 ±0.0031 ±0.0059 ±0.0045 ±0.0034 ±0.0020 ±0.0124 ±0.0015 ±0.0096

0.409 0.464 0.436 0.016 0.0291 0.0543 -0.0873 -0.0646 -0.0249 -0.0532 0.4554 0.0383 -0.4480
± 0.0005 ±0.0005 ±0.0008 ±0.0026 ±0.0020 ±0.0020 ±0.0036 ±0.0017 ±0.0024
± 0.0018 ±0.0027 ±0.0070 ±0.0035 ±0.0036 ±0.0041 ±0.0111 ±0.0013 ±0.0094

0.464 0.527 0.496 0.018 0.0375 0.0561 -0.0894 -0.0607 -0.0295 -0.0550 0.4532 0.0377 -0.4384
± 0.0006 ±0.0005 ±0.0008 ±0.0029 ±0.0029 ±0.0020 ±0.0042 ±0.0019 ±0.0033
± 0.0024 ±0.0027 ±0.0048 ±0.0020 ±0.0047 ±0.0021 ±0.0124 ±0.0014 ±0.0092

0.527 0.599 0.564 0.021 0.0499 0.0526 -0.0846 -0.0522 -0.0417 -0.0599 0.4561 0.0337 -0.4365
± 0.0007 ±0.0006 ±0.0011 ±0.0031 ±0.0035 ±0.0027 ±0.0043 ±0.0021 ±0.0038
± 0.0028 ±0.0033 ±0.0073 ±0.0016 ±0.0092 ±0.0026 ±0.0124 ±0.0019 ±0.0092

0.599 0.681 0.640 0.024 0.0653 0.0438 -0.0679 -0.0447 -0.0456 -0.0452 0.4475 0.0288 -0.4203
± 0.0009 ±0.0008 ±0.0013 ±0.0034 ±0.0043 ±0.0032 ±0.0048 ±0.0025 ±0.0043
± 0.0038 ±0.0026 ±0.0082 ±0.0049 ±0.0048 ±0.0032 ±0.0104 ±0.0035 ±0.0092

0.681 0.774 0.728 0.027 0.0825 0.0300 -0.0462 -0.0318 -0.0473 -0.0380 0.4354 0.0188 -0.4110
± 0.0012 ±0.0009 ±0.0015 ±0.0046 ±0.0048 ±0.0029 ±0.0074 ±0.0034 ±0.0052
± 0.0079 ±0.0028 ±0.0070 ±0.0051 ±0.0081 ±0.0053 ±0.0101 ±0.0029 ±0.0088

0.774 0.880 0.827 0.030 0.0976 0.0113 -0.0169 -0.0052 -0.0540 -0.0211 0.4152 -0.0115 -0.3926
± 0.0017 ±0.0010 ±0.0020 ±0.0048 ±0.0059 ±0.0041 ±0.0069 ±0.0042 ±0.0064
± 0.0055 ±0.0029 ±0.0045 ±0.0038 ±0.0067 ±0.0072 ±0.0107 ±0.0022 ±0.0084

0.880 1.000 0.940 0.034 0.1098 -0.0117 0.0159 0.0302 -0.0339 0.0156 0.4247 -0.0286 -0.3887
± 0.0024 ±0.0012 ±0.0019 ±0.0062 ±0.0078 ±0.0045 ±0.0098 ±0.0049 ±0.0078
± 0.0066 ±0.0029 ±0.0051 ±0.0026 ±0.0103 ±0.0052 ±0.0133 ±0.0015 ±0.0083

TABLE I. Spin-density matrix elements for the photoproduction of
ρ(770) in the helicity system. The first uncertainty is statistical, the
second systematic. The systematic uncertainties for the polarized
SDMEs ρ1

i j and ρ2
i j contain an overall relative normalization uncer-

tainty of 2.1% which is fully correlated for all values of t.
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In addition to vector (𝑉 ) type new particles extensively discussed previously, both CP-even (𝑆)
and CP-odd (𝑃 ) spin-0 Dark Matter (DM) mediators can couple to muons and be produced in the
bremsstrahlung reaction 𝜇− +𝑁 → 𝜇− +𝑁 + 𝑆(𝑃 ). Their possible subsequent invisible decay into
a pair of Dirac DM particles, 𝑆(𝑃 ) → 𝜒𝜒, can be detected in fixed target experiments through
missing energy signature. In this paper, we focus on the case of experiments using high-energy
muon beams. For this reason, we derive the differential cross-sections involved using the phase
space Weiszäcker-Williams approximation and compare them to the exact-tree-level calculations.
The formalism derived can be applied in various experiments that could observe muon-spin-0 DM
interactions. This can happen in present and future proton beam-dump experiments such as NA62,
SHIP, HIKE, and SHADOWS; in muon fixed target experiments as NA64𝜇, MUoNE and M3; in
neutrino experiments using powerful proton beams such as DUNE. In particular, we focus on the
NA64𝜇 experiment case, which uses a 160 GeV muon beam at the CERN Super Proton Synchrotron
accelerator. We compute the derived cross-sections, the resulting signal yields and we discuss the
experiment projected sensitivity to probe the relic DM parameter space and the (𝑔 − 2)𝜇 anomaly
favoured region considering 1012 and 1013 muons on target.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) cannot explain the origin of
dark matter (DM), although it makes up almost ≃ 85%
of the Universe’s matter [1]. The indirect evidence of DM
are associated with the rotational velocities of galaxies,
the cosmic structure of a large scale, the anisotropy of the
cosmic microwave background, and gravity lensing [2–4].
Nevertheless, the composition of DM continues to be one
of the most challenging puzzles for particle physics.

Theoretically, well-motivated scenarios to explain the
origin of Dark Matter as a thermal freeze-out relic in-
volve the presence of feebly interacting light scalars from
dark sectors (DS) [5, 6]. This framework addresses the
origin of DM using a similar mechanism to the weakly in-
teracting massive particles and could imply the existence
of sub-GeV spin-0 DM mediators with feebly interaction
strength [7].

In addition, the observed low energy experimental
anomalies such as the recently confirmed tension of 4.2𝜎
[8] in the measurement of the muon’s anomalous mag-
netic moment [9]

∆𝑎𝜇 ≡ 𝑎exp𝜇 − 𝑎th𝜇 = (251 ± 59) · 10−11, (1)

has also motivated the existence of physics beyond the
Standard Model and could be explained in DS frame-

* e-mail:henri.hugo.sieber@cern.ch; Corresponding author

work [10]. We note that recent calculations [11–16] of
the hadronic vacuum polarisation contribution to (𝑔−2)𝜇
shifts the anomaly to the level of ∆𝑎𝜇 = (183±59)·10−11,
that corresponds to a significance of 3.1𝜎 [17]. In the
present paper, we consider the result (1) as a hint of new
physics. In particular, a possible solution to that discrep-
ancy involves the introduction of a new weak coupling
between the standard matter and a light scalar DM medi-
ator [5, 18, 19]. Other possibility to address the anomaly
considers the case of a light vector mediator (see more de-
tails in [20, 21]). This study focuses on the computation
of the production cross sections of scalar (𝑆) and pseudo-
scalar (𝑃 ) mediators after a high energy muon scatters
off in a target (see e. g. Fig. 1). Our study is particularly
relevant to experiments involving high energy muon in-
teractions with a fixed target such as muon experiments
NA64𝜇 at CERN [21, 22] or the proposal 𝑀3 at Fermi-
lab [18]. Nevertheless, it can also be relevant for i) cur-
rent and planned proton beam-dump experiments such as
NA62 [23], SHIP [24], HIKE [25], SHADOWS [26], the
ILC beam dump [27, 28], ii) muon beam-dump [29], iii)
the MUonE experiment [30] and iv) DUNE [31] aiming
also to perform complementary searches to such hidden
particles. In this manuscript, we take as an example the
NA64𝜇 experiment at CERN devoted to probe weakly
coupled dark sectors with muons.

In the NA64𝜇 experiment, a 160 GeV muon beam is
directed to an electromagnetic calorimeter functioning as
an active target, where the spin-0 DM mediators are pro-
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duced. The resulting particles carry away a portion of
the primary muon beam energy. The measurement of
the primary muon missing momentum is the key feature
of the experimental technique.

In this paper, the production cross-section of spin-0
particles on the reaction 𝜇𝑁 → 𝜇𝑁𝑆(𝑃 ) are derived.
In particular, we show that the widely used Weizsäcker-
Williams (WW) approach for the spin-0 production re-
produces the exact tree level (ETL) cross sections with an
accuracy at the level of . 𝒪(5%). Furthermore, a novel
analytical formula for computing the differential cross-
sections in the WW approximation has been obtained
in order to perform more accurate and less computation-
ally demanding MC simulations of a dark boson emission.
The results have been implemented in the Geant4-based
Dark Matter simulation package DMG4 [32–34]. Addi-
tionally, we analyse the differential cross sections with
respect to the recoil angles of the muon and spin-0 DM
mediators relevant to obtain accurate and realistic signal
yields in fixed target experiments.

This paper is organised as follows: In section II, we
discuss the typical scenarios for spin-0 DM mediators. In
section III, we calculate at ETL the total cross-section
for spin-0 mediator production. In section IV, we dis-
cuss the differential cross-sections for the angle and en-
ergy fraction of the outgoing particles in the WW ap-
proach. In section V, we derive novel analytical differen-
tial cross-sections for the emitted spin-0 mediator in WW
approach. In section VI we compare WW and ETL cross
sections. Finally, in section VII, we evaluate the pro-
jected sensitivities for NA64𝜇 experiment in leptophilic
scenarios. We summarise our results and conclusions in
section VIII.

II. A SIMPLIFIED MUON-PHILIC MODEL

In this paper, we focus on lepton-specific spin-0 medi-
ators that do not need to couple to neutrinos and assume
muon-specific couplings of (pseudo-) scalar boson. The
simplified muon-philic spin-0 boson Lagrangians can be
written for scalar, 𝑆, and pseudo-scalar, 𝑃 , respectively
as follows

ℒ ⊃ ℒ𝑆𝑀 +
1

2
(𝜕𝜇𝑆)2 − 1

2
𝑚2

𝑆𝑆
2 + 𝑔𝑆𝑆𝜇𝜇, (2)

ℒ ⊃ ℒ𝑆𝑀 +
1

2
(𝜕𝜇𝑃 )2 − 1

2
𝑚2

𝑃𝑃
2 + 𝑖𝑔𝑃𝑃𝜇𝛾5𝜇, (3)

where ℒ𝑆𝑀 is the SM Lagrangian, 𝑔𝑆(𝑃 ) is the coupling
strength to muons and 𝑚𝑆(𝑃 ) the mass of the media-
tor. The extension to the Dark Sector can be introduced
through the benchmark couplings to Dirac DM fermions

ℒ ⊃ 𝜒(𝑖𝛾𝜇𝜕𝜇 −𝑚𝜒)𝜒+ 𝑔𝜒𝑆𝑆 𝜒𝜒, (4)
ℒ ⊃ 𝜒(𝑖𝛾𝜇𝜕𝜇 −𝑚𝜒)𝜒+ 𝑖𝑔𝜒𝑃𝑃 𝜒𝛾5𝜒, (5)

where 𝑚𝜒 is a mass of DM particle, 𝑔𝜒𝑆 and 𝑔𝜒𝑃 are the
typical DM couplings to scalar and pseudo-scalar medi-

ators respectively. Moreover, we assume that the invis-
ible decay of 𝑆(𝑃 ) → 𝜒𝜒 will be the dominant channel.
This means that we focus only on the benchmark regime
𝑚𝑆(𝑃 ) & 2𝑚𝜒 and 𝑔𝜒𝑆(𝑃 ) ≫ 𝑔𝑆(𝑃 ) in the present study.

We also note that scalar couplings (2) can be origi-
nated from flavour specific Lagrangian of higher dimen-
sions in Higgs extended sectors [35] that can be probed
by accelerator-based experiments [5, 18, 19]. For pseudo-
scalar benchmark couplings (3) we address the reader
to Ref. [36], where muon-specific ALPs signatures were
studied in detail in the light of atmospheric probes of
ALPs using Cerenkov detectors near the Earth’s surface.

The one-loop leading order contributions from scalars
to the (𝑔 − 2)𝜇 are obtained through the Yukawa-like
interaction and are given by [37–39]

∆𝑎𝑆 =
𝑔2𝑆
8𝜋2

∫︁ 1

0

𝑑𝑥
𝑚2

𝜇(1 − 𝑥)(1 − 𝑥2)

𝑚2
𝜇(1 − 𝑥)2 +𝑚2

𝑆𝑥
, (6)

where we defined 𝑔𝑆 = 𝑒𝜖𝑆 , with 𝑒 =
√

4𝜋𝛼 the electric
charge and 𝛼 ≃ 1/137 the fine-structure constant. In the
case where 𝑚𝑆/𝑚𝜇 → 0, 𝑔𝑆 = (3.63 ± 0.43) × 10−4.

On the other side, the one-loop contribution of the
muon-philic pseudo- scalar boson to ∆𝑎𝜇 is negative, so
the CP-odd spin-0 mediator can not accommodate the
explanation of the (𝑔 − 2)𝜇 anomaly [36]. For complete-
ness, we refer the reader to [20] for a discussion of the
contribution of the vector-boson. In addition, for re-
cent progress on probing leptophilic dark sector see also
Refs. [24, 40, 41].

Figure 1. Diagrams describing spin-0 DM mediator produc-
tion via bremsstrahlung 𝜇𝑁 → 𝜇𝑁𝑆(𝑃 ), followed by invisible
decay 𝑆(𝑃 ) → 𝜒𝜒.

III. THE EXACT TREE-LEVEL CALCULATION

In the following, we discuss the computations of the
exact-tree-level production cross-sections for both, a light
scalar and pseudo-scalar muon-philic boson. We follow
the notations of [42, 43]. We refer to the kinematic vari-
ables of the process 𝜇−(𝑝) +𝑁(𝑃𝑖) → 𝜇−(𝑝′) +𝑁(𝑃𝑓 ) +
𝐻(𝑘) from our previous work [20]. Here we denote via
𝐻 = (𝑆, 𝑃 ) the general muon-specific CP-even and CP-
odd spin-0 boson. Let us recall the definition of the
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double-differential cross-section [42]

𝑑𝜎

𝑑𝑥 𝑑cos 𝜃𝐻

⃒⃒⃒
𝐸𝑇𝐿

=
𝜖2𝐻𝛼

3|k|𝐸𝜇

|p||k−p|

𝑡max∫︁
𝑡min

𝑑𝑡

𝑡2
𝐺𝑒𝑙

2 (𝑡)

2𝜋∫︁
0

𝑑𝜑𝑞
2𝜋

|𝒜𝐻
2→3|2

8𝑀2
, (7)

where 𝑡min and 𝑡max the minimum and maximum mo-
menta transfer and 𝐺𝑒𝑙

2 (𝑡) the squared elastic form factor
as defined in [20, 42, 44], 𝜑𝑞 is the axial angle of the three
momentum transfer to the nucleus 𝑞 = 𝑃 𝑖 − 𝑃 𝑓 defined
in the polar frame in Ref. [42]. The amplitude squared
associated to the production of a (pseudo-) scalar boson
is calculated using the FeynCalc package [45] embedded
in the Wolfram- language-based Mathematica package
[46]. With similar kinematics as defined for the vector
𝑉−boson, we obtain in the case 𝐻 = 𝑆

|𝒜𝑆
2→3|2 =

1

�̃�2𝑠2
{︀

4(4𝑚2
𝜇 −𝑚2

𝑆)(𝒫 · 𝑝′)2𝑠2 (8)

−4[𝑡(𝒫 · 𝑝)2−2(4𝑚2
𝜇−𝑚2

𝑆+𝑡)(𝒫·𝑝)(𝒫·𝑝′)+𝑡(𝒫·𝑝′)2]𝑠�̃�

+4(4𝑚2
𝜇−𝑚2

𝑆)(𝒫·𝑝)2�̃�2+𝒫2[𝑠+�̃�]2[(𝑚2
𝑆−4𝑚2

𝜇)𝑡+𝑠�̃�]
}︀
,

as well as for the pseudo-scalar particle, 𝐻 = 𝑃 ,

|𝒜𝑃
2→3|2 =

1

�̃�2𝑠2
{︀

8(−𝑚2
𝑃 + 𝑡)(𝒫 · 𝑝)(𝒫 · 𝑝′)𝑠�̃� (9)

− 4(𝒫 · 𝑝)2�̃�(𝑡𝑠+𝑚2
𝑃 �̃�)

− 4(𝒫 · 𝑝′)2𝑠(𝑡�̃�+𝑚2
𝑃 𝑠) + 𝒫2(𝑠+ �̃�)2(𝑚2

𝑃 𝑡+ 𝑠�̃�)
}︀
,

for which the relevant Mandelstam variables and dot
products read

𝑠 = (𝑝′ + 𝑘)2 −𝑚2
𝜇 = 2(𝑝′ · 𝑘) +𝑚2

𝐻 ,

�̃� = (𝑝− 𝑘)2 −𝑚2
𝜇 = 2(𝑝 · 𝑘) +𝑚2

𝐻 ,
(10)

𝒫2 =4𝑀2+𝑡(𝑝′+𝑘)2 , (𝒫·𝑝) = 2𝑀𝐸𝜇−(𝑠+𝑡)/2 , (11)
𝒫 · 𝑝′ = 2𝑀(𝐸𝜇 − 𝐸𝐻) + (�̃�− 𝑡)/2 , (12)

with 𝒫𝜇 = (𝑃𝑖 + 𝑃𝑓 )𝜇, 𝑃𝑖 = (𝑀, 0) being the nucleus
four-momentum in the laboratory frame, 𝑃𝑓 = (𝑃 0

𝑓 ,P𝑓 )
is its outgoing momentum. The resulting squared matrix
elements Eqs. (8) and (9) coincide with those given in
Refs. [42] and [44], implying replacement of the electron
with muon, i.e. 𝑚𝑒 → 𝑚𝜇.

IV. THE WW APPROXIMATIONS FOR THE
(PSEUDO-)SCALAR EMISSION

CROSS-SECTIONS

In this section, we use the Weizsäcker-Williams (WW)
approximation to compute the double-differential pro-
duction cross-sections for 𝐻, assuming that the energy
of the incoming muon is much larger than both 𝑚𝜇 and
𝑚𝐻 . In this approach, the flux of virtual photons from
the moving charged particles can be treated as a plane
wave and approximated by real photons.

We follow the same procedure as the one described in
[20]. In particular, for the choice of (𝑥, 𝜃𝐻) and (𝑦, 𝜓𝜇)
variables, the WW-approximated quantities read respec-
tively

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→3

𝑑𝑥𝑑 cos 𝜃𝐻

⃒⃒⃒
𝑊𝑊

≃ 𝛼𝜒

𝜋(1−𝑥)𝐸
2
𝜇𝑥𝛽𝐻

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→2

𝑑(𝑝𝑘)

⃒⃒⃒
𝑡=𝑡min

, (13)

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→3

𝑑𝑦𝑑 cos𝜓𝜇

⃒⃒⃒
𝑊𝑊

≃ 𝛼𝜒

𝜋(1−𝑦)𝐸
2
𝜇𝑦𝛽𝜇′

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→2

𝑑(𝑝𝑘)

⃒⃒⃒
𝑡=𝑡min

, (14)

where 𝛽𝐻 = (1 − 𝑚2
𝐻/(𝑥𝐸𝜇)2)1/2 and 𝑥 = 𝐸𝐻/𝐸𝜇 are

the typical velocity of the produced hidden boson and its
energy fraction respectively, 𝛽𝜇 = (1 − 𝑚2

𝜇/(𝑦𝐸𝜇)2)1/2

and 𝑦 = 𝐸𝜇′/𝐸𝜇 are the typical velocity of the recoil
muon and its energy fraction respectively, 𝜓𝜇 and 𝜃𝐻
are the recoil angles of outgoing muon and the 𝐻-boson
respectively. The expression of the photon flux 𝜒 is given
by (31) in Sec. V below. The cross-section of the process
𝜇𝛾 → 𝜇𝐻 has the following form

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→2

𝑑(𝑝𝑘)
= 𝜖2𝐻𝛼

2 2𝜋

𝑠2
⃒⃒
𝒜𝐻

2→2

⃒⃒2
, (15)

where the squared amplitudes read

⃒⃒
𝒜𝑆

2→2

⃒⃒2
=2(𝑚2

𝑆−4𝑚2
𝜇)

[︃(︂
𝑠+�̃�

𝑠�̃�

)︂2

𝑚2
𝜇−

𝑡2
𝑠�̃�

]︃
− (𝑠+�̃�)2

𝑠�̃�
, (16)

⃒⃒
𝒜𝑃

2→2

⃒⃒2
= 2𝑚2

𝑃

[︃(︂
𝑠+ �̃�

𝑠�̃�

)︂2

𝑚2
𝜇−

𝑡2
𝑠�̃�

]︃
− (𝑠+ �̃�)2

𝑠�̃�
. (17)

We note that for the (𝑥, 𝜃𝐻) - plane one has the following
expressions for the Mandelstam variables

𝑠 ≃ 𝑈/(1−𝑥), 𝑈 = 𝐸2
𝜇𝜃

2
𝐻𝑥+𝑚2

𝐻(1−𝑥)/𝑥+𝑚2
𝜇𝑥, (18)

�̃� ≃ −𝑈, 𝑡2 = −𝑥𝑈/(1 − 𝑥) +𝑚2
𝐻 . (19)

On the other hand, for the (𝑦, 𝜓𝜇) - plane the Mandel-
stam variables read

𝑠 ≃ 𝑡/(1 − 𝑦), �̃� ≃ −𝑦𝑡/(1 − 𝑦), 𝑡 ≃ 𝑚2
𝐻 − 𝑡2, (20)

𝑡2 ≃ −[𝐸2
𝜇𝜓

2
𝜇𝑦 +𝑚2

𝜇(1 − 𝑦)/𝑦 +𝑚2
𝜇𝑦] +𝑚2

𝜇. (21)

Let us also remark on the typical energy fractions of the
outgoing muon and 𝐻 boson in the process 𝜇𝑁 → 𝜇𝑁𝐻
for certain benchmark kinematics. The lowest possible
energy of the produced 𝐻-boson implies that 𝑥min ≃
𝑚𝐻/𝐸𝜇 . 𝑥, i. e. in this case the spin-0 particle is
produced with zero three-momentum, |k| = 0. This
means also that almost all energy of the initial muon
is transferred to the outgoing muon, which leads to the
typical bound 𝑦 . 𝑦max ≃ 1 − 𝑚𝐻/𝐸𝜇. On the other
hand, if the initial muon transfers its maximal energy
to spin-0 boson, then we get 𝑦 & 𝑦min ≃ 𝑚𝜇/𝐸𝜇 and
𝑥 . 𝑥max ≃ 1 −𝑚𝜇/𝐸𝜇.
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V. ANALYTICAL INTEGRATION OF THE WW
APPROXIMATION OVER THE ANGLE 𝜃𝐻

In the WW approach, the lower bound of the flux inte-
gral 𝑡min depends on both the fractional energy 𝑥 and the
emitted angle 𝜃𝐻 of the boson mediator. Although WW
provides more accurate results than its improved ap-
proach (IWW), the integration of the double-differential
cross-section is still computationally expensive, to sam-
ple a sufficiently large number of MC events [32]. In
this work, we perform an explicit integration over 𝜃𝐻 to
obtain an analytical expression for 𝑑𝜎𝐻

2→3/𝑑𝑥. We em-
phasize that this result can also be expanded to the light
𝑉 vector boson case.

The formula for the differential cross-section can be
rewritten in the following form

𝑑𝜎𝐻
2→3

𝑑𝑥

⃒⃒⃒
𝑊𝑊

=𝜖2𝐻𝛼
3

√︃
𝑥2−𝑚2

𝐻

𝐸2
𝜇

1−𝑥
𝑥

𝑢max∫︁
𝑢min

𝑑𝑢

⃒⃒
𝒜𝐻

2→2

⃒⃒2
𝜒

𝑢2
, (22)

where the limits of integration over the Mandelstam vari-
able are:

𝑢max = −𝑚2
𝐻(1 − 𝑥)/𝑥−𝑚2

𝜇𝑥, (23)

𝑢min = −𝑥𝐸2
𝜇(𝜃max

𝐻 )2 −𝑚2
𝐻(1 − 𝑥)/𝑥−𝑚2

𝜇𝑥, (24)

where 𝜃max
𝐻 is the typical maximal angle between the ini-

tial muon and the emission momentum of the 𝐻 boson.
Numerical analysis show (see e. g. Sec. VI below) that
for the ultra-relativistic muons expected at NA64𝜇 one
can set 𝜃max

𝐻 ≃ 0.1. It is worth noticing that in Eq. (22)
we imply 𝑑 cos 𝜃𝐻 ≃ 𝑑𝑢/(2𝑥𝐸2

𝜇) in order to introduce a
new variable of the integration 𝑢 instead of cos 𝜃𝐻 . The
transition amplitude squared then reads⃒⃒

𝒜𝐻
2→2

⃒⃒2
(𝑥, 𝑢) = 𝐶𝐻

1 + 𝐶𝐻
2

1

𝑢
+ 𝐶𝐻

3

1

𝑢2
, (25)

where the coefficients 𝐶𝐻
𝑖 are

𝐶𝑆
1 = 𝐶𝑃

1 =
𝑥2

1 − 𝑥
, 𝐶𝑆

2 = 2
(︀
𝑚2

𝑆 − 4𝑚2
𝜇

)︀
𝑥, (26)

𝐶𝑃
2 = 2𝑚2

𝑃𝑥, 𝐶
𝑃
3 = 2𝑚2

𝑃

(︀
𝑚2

𝑃 (1 − 𝑥) +𝑚2
𝜇𝑥

2
)︀
, (27)

𝐶𝑆
3 = 2

(︀
𝑚2

𝑆 − 4𝑚2
𝜇

)︀ (︀
𝑚2

𝑆(1 − 𝑥) +𝑚2
𝜇𝑥

2
)︀
. (28)

For completeness, we also derive the coefficients for the
vector boson emission. In particular, for the case of 𝐻 =
𝑉 these quantities read explicitly in the following form

𝐶𝑉
1 = 2

(2 − 2𝑥+ 𝑥2)

1 − 𝑥
, 𝐶𝑉

2 = 4
(︀
𝑚2

𝑉 + 2𝑚2
𝜇

)︀
𝑥, (29)

𝐶𝑉
3 = 4

(︀
𝑚2

𝑉 + 2𝑚2
𝜇

)︀ (︀
𝑚2

𝑉 (1 − 𝑥) +𝑚2
𝜇𝑥

2
)︀
. (30)

The flux of virtual photons 𝜒 in the Weizsacker-Williams
approximation can be expressed via the typical elastic
atomic form-factor in the following form

𝜒 = 𝑍2

𝑡max∫︁
𝑡min

𝑡− 𝑡min

𝑡2

(︂
𝑡

𝑡𝑎 + 𝑡

)︂2(︂
𝑡𝑑

𝑡𝑑 + 𝑡

)︂2

𝑑𝑡 = 𝐶𝜒
1

+ 𝐶𝜒
2 𝑢

2+𝐶𝜒
3 ln

(︂
𝑢2𝑔2+𝑡𝑑
𝑢2𝑔2+𝑡𝑎

)︂
+𝐶𝜒

4 𝑢
2 ln

(︂
𝑢2𝑔2+𝑡𝑑
𝑢2𝑔2+𝑡𝑎

)︂
, (31)

where 𝑍 = 82 is the atomic number of the lead target
of NA64𝜇,

√
𝑡𝑎 = 1/𝑅𝑎 is a momentum transfer asso-

ciated with nucleus Coulomb field screening due to the
atomic electrons, with 𝑅𝑎 being a typical magnitude of
the atomic radius 𝑅𝑎 = 111𝑍−1/3/𝑚𝑒,

√
𝑡𝑑 = 1/𝑅𝑛 is

the typical momentum associated with nuclear radius
𝑅𝑛, such that 𝑅𝑛 ≃ 1/

√
𝑑 and 𝑑 = 0.164𝐴−2/3GeV2,

𝐴 = 207 is the atomic mass number of the lead tar-
get, 𝑡min = 𝑔2𝑢2 is minimal transfer momentum, here
we denote 𝑔 = 1/(2𝐸𝜇(1 − 𝑥)) for simplicity. Typically
the maximal transfer momentum 𝑡max is chosen to be
𝑡max = 𝑚2

𝜇 +𝑚2
𝐻 in [42, 44], however, the numerical cal-

culations reveal that 𝑡max can be set as large as 𝑡max & 𝑡𝑑
in order to achieve a better accuracy for WW approach.
The coefficients 𝐶𝜒

1 , 𝐶
𝜒
2 , 𝐶

𝜒
𝑎 and 𝐶𝜒

4 in (31) are collected
in Appendix VIII.

By substituting Eqs. (31) and (25) into the differential
cross section (22) one can obtain the following expression:

(︂
𝑑𝜎

𝑑𝑥

)︂
𝑊𝑊

=𝜖2𝐻𝛼
3

√︃
𝑥2−𝑚2

𝐻

𝐸2
𝜇

1−𝑥
𝑥

𝑢max∫︁
𝑢min

{︂
𝐶𝐻

1 𝐶
𝜒
2 +

𝐶𝐻
2 𝐶

𝜒
2

𝑢

+
𝐶𝐻

1 𝐶
𝜒
1 + 𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
2

𝑢2
+
𝐶𝐻

2 𝐶
𝜒
1

𝑢3
+
𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
1

𝑢4
+

+

[︂
𝐶𝐻

1 𝐶
𝜒
4 +

𝐶𝐻
2 𝐶

𝜒
4

𝑢
+
𝐶𝐻

1 𝐶
𝜒
3 + 𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
4

𝑢2
+

𝐶𝐻
2 𝐶

𝜒
3

𝑢3
+
𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
3

𝑢4

]︂
ln

(︂
𝑢2𝑔2 + 𝑡𝑑
𝑢2𝑔2 + 𝑡𝑎

)︂}︂
𝑑𝑢. (32)

The differential cross section with respect to 𝑥, can be
represented as the the sum of six typical terms(︂

𝑑𝜎

𝑑𝑥

)︂
𝑊𝑊

=𝜖2𝐻𝛼
3

√︃
𝑥2−𝑚2

𝐻

𝐸2
𝜇

1−𝑥
𝑥

6∑︁
𝑖=1

∆𝐼𝐻𝑖 (𝑥, 𝑢), (33)

where ∆𝐼𝐻𝑖 (𝑥, 𝑢) = 𝐼𝐻𝑖 (𝑥, 𝑢max)−𝐼𝐻𝑖 (𝑥, 𝑢min). The func-
tions 𝐼𝐻𝑖 (𝑥, 𝑢) are described in Appendix VIII. Alter-
natively, one can also exploit the state-of-the-art Mad-
Graph [47] or CalcHEP [48] packages with appropriate
atomic form-factor implementation [19, 41, 49–53]. That
analysis, however, is beyond the scope of the present pa-
per.
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Figure 2. Top: double-differential cross-section at ETL in the (𝑥, 𝜃𝑆) space. The expression of Eq. (7) is integrated using both
the angular parametrisation from [54] and MC integration [55]. Bottom: double-differential cross-section in the WW approach
for the (𝑥, 𝜃𝑆) variables (see Eq. (13) with an amplitude squared as defined in Eq. (16)). The mass range spans from 10 MeV
to 1 GeV. The mixing strength is 𝜖𝑆 = 10−4.

10−4

10−3

10−2

ETL

mP = 10 MeV mP = 100 MeV mP = 500 MeV mP = 1000 MeV

0.01 0.50 0.95
10−4

10−3

10−2

WW

0.01 0.50 0.95 0.01 0.50 0.95 0.01 0.50 0.95

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

×10−5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

×10−5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

×10−6

0

1

2

3

4

5

×10−7

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

×10−5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

×10−5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

×10−6

0

1

2

3

4

5

×10−7

θ
[r

ad
]

x

Figure 3. The same as in Fig. 2 but for pseudo-scalar field 𝑃 .

VI. NUMERICAL INTEGRATION OF THE
CROSS-SECTIONS

The comparison between the expression for
𝑑𝜎/𝑑𝑥𝑑 cos 𝜃𝐻 at ETL and in the WW approximation
is shown for both scalar and pseudo-scalar mediators in
Figs. 2 and 3. The 𝐻 mass spans from 10 MeV to 1
GeV. Following the nominal beam energy of the NA64𝜇
experiment, the initial state muon energy is set to
𝐸𝜇 = 160 GeV. The integration over (𝑡, 𝜑𝑞) in Eq. (7) is

performed using the parametrisation of [54] to integrate
out 𝜑𝑞. The integral over 𝑡 is computed numerically
through Monte Carlo integration [55]. Only the region
of phase space (𝑥, 𝜃𝐻) where the double-differential
cross-section contributes more is shown. Both the
complete calculation (ETL) and the WW results have
the double differential cross-section peak at the same
order of magnitude. Additionally, from both Fig. 2 and
3 it can be seen that 𝜃𝐻 is constant around ∼ 5 × 10−4

as expected from the typical emission angle ∼ 𝑚𝜇/𝐸𝜇,
which is independent of 𝑚𝐻 . To perform the comparison
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between the ETL and WW approximated results, Eq.
(7) is integrated over 𝜃 and compared to the expression
in Eq. (33). The results in the case 𝐻 = 𝑆 and 𝐻 = 𝑃
are shown respectively in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. In both cases

the integrated differential cross-section relative error
with respect to the exact calculation is below . 𝒪(5%)
for the full mass range.
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Figure 4. Top: single-differential scalar mediator cross-sections as a function of 𝑥 in the ETL (red dashed line) and WW
approximation (green dashed line) regime for different mass values. The exact approach (ETL) results are obtained numerically
through integration by quadrature of the results of Fig. 2. Bottom: relative error, (𝒪𝑊𝑊 −𝒪𝐸𝑇𝐿)/𝒪𝐸𝑇𝐿, between the WW
and ETL expressions defined respectively in Eqs. (7) and (33). The mixing strength is 𝜖𝑆 = 10−4.
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Figure 5. The same as in Fig. 4 but for pseudo-scalar mediator 𝑃 .

However, on the boundaries of the fractional energy
domain, 𝑥 → 𝑥min ≪ 1 and 𝑥 → 𝑥max ≃ 1, the rela-
tive error can be as large as & 𝒪(5%). After the nu-
merical integration of the differential cross-section, this
effect is negligible. Therefore, the yields of the produced

spin-0 bosons can be calculated accurately in WW ap-
proach [20].

For completeness, the single differential cross-sections
with respect to the outgoing muon fractional energy, 𝑦,
and emission angle, 𝜓, are integrated according to Eq.
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(14). The results are illustrated in Figs. 6 and 7. Sim-
ilarly as in the result for the integration over 𝑥, the in-

tegrated differential cross-section relative error is of the
order . 𝒪(5%).
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Figure 6. Single-differential scalar mediator cross-sections in WW approximation regime for different mass values (from the
top to the bottom line the masses are 10, 100, 500 and 1000 MeV). The mixing strength is 𝜖𝑆 = 10−4. Left: single-differential
cross-section as a function of the outgoing muon fractional energy. Right: single-differential cross-section as a function of the
outgoing muon angle.
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Figure 7. The same as in Fig. 6 but for pseudo-scalar mediator 𝑃 .

VII. PROJECTED SENSITIVITIES TO THE
MIXING STRENGTH

The typical estimate of the sensitivity of a given ex-
periment can be computed following the yield formula
[43]

𝑁𝐻 = 𝑁MOT
𝜌𝒩𝐴

𝐴

∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝐻(𝐸𝑖)∆𝐿𝑖, (34)

where 𝜌 and 𝐴 are respectively the target density and its
atomic weight, 𝐸𝑖 the energy of the muon at the 𝑖−th
step-length ∆𝐿𝑖 in the target and 𝑁MOT the number
of muons on target. We recall that NA64𝜇 target is a
lead-scintillator sandwich electromagnetic calorimeter of

40 radiation lengths (40𝑋0) [21]. However, for a realis-
tic sensitivity study of one’s experiment to New Physics
models, including particles propagation through the de-
tectors, the differential cross-sections for the production
of light muon-philic mediators are implemented using the
interface provided by the fully GEANT4 [56] compatible
DMG4 package. In Fig. 8 the production yields for both
cases 𝐻 = 𝑆 and 𝐻 = 𝑃 as obtained through a realistic
GEANT4 simulation of the NA64𝜇 detectors are shown.
The number of signal events 𝑁𝐻 are given in the sce-
nario where 𝜖𝐻 = 10−4. For completeness, the yield for
the vector case (𝐻 = 𝑉 ), for which the similar calcula-
tions and implementation were performed previously, is
plotted.
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Figure 8. Number of light mediators, 𝑁𝐻 , per muons on
target (MOT) as obtained through a full GEANT4 simulation
of the NA64𝜇 target using the DMG4 package (𝜖𝐻 = 10−4 is
considered in this case). For completeness, in addition to the
scalar (𝑆) and pseudo-scalar (𝑃 ) mediators is also shown the
vector (𝑉 ) case.

The sensitivity of the experiment in the case where
𝐻 = 𝑆 and 𝐻 = 𝑃 is shown in Fig. 9 in the in-

visible scenario, 𝑆 → invis., in the target parameter
space (𝑚𝐻 , 𝑔𝐻). Eq. (33) is considered, i.e. the WW
regime. The limits are calculated at 90% C. L., requiring
𝑁𝐻 & 2.3, and assuming 100% efficiency and no back-
ground. In the chosen mass range, both sensitivities for
the case 𝐻 = 𝑆 and 𝐻 = 𝑃 yield similar reach as Eqs.
(16) and (17) only differ by the typical factors 𝑚2

𝑆 −4𝑚2
𝜇

and 𝑚2
𝑃 .

NA64𝜇 projected sensitivity for 1013 MOT can com-
pletely probe the New Physics contribution to the (𝑔−2)𝜇
anomaly for a muon-philic scalar mediator for masses be-
low 3 GeV. The DM relic predictions have been obtained
in [5]. The ¨kink¨ present in the DM relic curves arises
as at 𝑚𝑆 = 2𝑚𝜇 a new annihilation channel to muons
is kinematically accessible. For a similar mass range and
MOT, the target parameter space for thermal relic DM
with a scalar mediator is fully accessible in the scenario
where 𝑔𝜒𝑆 = 1 and 𝑚𝑆 = 3𝑚𝜒. Because of the similar be-
haviour of the cross- sections at masses above the muon
mass (𝑚𝑆 & 𝑚𝜇), the previous statement is also valid
in the case of a pseudo-scalar mediator, 𝐻 = 𝑃 . In the
near-resonant scenario for which 𝑚𝑆 ≃ 2.1𝑚𝜒, only the
portion of parameter space with 𝑚𝐻 . 𝒪(𝑚𝜇) is acces-
sible. Note that for completeness projected sensitivities
from both 𝑀3 phases I and II are shown for 1010 MOT
and 1013 MOT respectively given the phase-space values
provided in [18].
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Figure 9. Projected sensitivity in the (𝑚𝐻 , 𝑔𝜇) phase space obtained through numerical integration of Eq. (33) through [55] for
1012 (plain magenta line) and 1013 (dashed magenta line) MOT. The limits are calculated at 90% C.L. Left: scalar (𝑆) case.
Are also shown the (𝑔 − 2)𝜇 ± 2𝜎 band following Eq. (6) and the thermal freeze-out target as computed in [5] for the scenario
𝑔𝜒 = 1 both with 𝑚𝑆 = 3𝑚𝜒 and 𝑚𝑆 ≃ 2.1𝑚𝜒. The 𝑀3 experiment phases 1 and 2 (plain and dashed blue lines) are shown
for completeness [18]. Right: pseudo-scalar (𝑃 ) case.

VIII. SUMMARY

In this work, we have derived, based on the work of
[20, 42, 44], the differential cross-sections for spin-0 DM

mediator production in fixed target experiments through
muon bremsstrahlung. We have shown that the com-
monly used Weiszäcker-Williams approximation repro-
duces well the exact-tree-level calculations cross-section
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with an accuracy at the level of . 𝒪(5%) in the high-
energy beam regime. We have also calculated the 𝑆(𝑃 )
differential cross-section as a function of new variables,
namely the scattered muon fractional energy and recoil
angle, of potential importance for Monte Carlo simula-
tions and in the estimate of realistic signal yields in miss-
ing momentum experiments. Additionally, we developed
an analytical expression of the differential cross section of
spin-0 mediators in WW approximation to reduce com-
putational time due to numerical integration. We high-
light that the results derived can be relevant for different
experiments such as proton beam-dump as NA62, SHAD-
OWS, SHIP and HIKE, muon fixed target experiments
such as NA64𝜇, MUoNE and M3, and future neutrino
experiments as DUNE. In this work, we have considered
as benchmark the NA64𝜇 experiment. Finally, our cal-
culations were used to derive the projected sensitivities
of the experiment to probe leptophilic scenarios. Our
results demonstrate the potential of muon fixed target
experiments to explore a broad coupling and mass region
parameter space of spin-0 DM mediators, including the
DM relic and the (𝑔 − 2)𝜇 anomaly favoured parameter
space.
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APPENDIX A

In this section, we collect the coefficients needed for
the analytical differential cross-section calculation

𝐶𝜒
1 =

𝑍2𝑡2𝑑
(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑)3

(︂
𝑡𝑑(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑)

𝑡𝑑 + 𝑡max
+
𝑡𝑎(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑)

𝑡𝑎 + 𝑡max
−

−2(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑) + (𝑡𝑎 + 𝑡𝑑) ln

(︂
𝑡𝑑 + 𝑡max

𝑡𝑎 + 𝑡max

)︂)︂
,

𝐶𝜒
2 =

𝑍2𝑡2𝑑𝑔
2

(𝑡𝑎−𝑡𝑑)3

(︂
𝑡𝑎−𝑡𝑑
𝑡𝑑+𝑡max

+
𝑡𝑎−𝑡𝑑
𝑡𝑎+𝑡max

+2 ln

(︂
𝑡𝑑+𝑡max

𝑡𝑎+𝑡max

)︂)︂
,

𝐶𝜒
3 = −𝑍

2𝑡2𝑑(𝑡𝑎 + 𝑡𝑑)

(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑)3
, 𝐶𝜒

4 = − 2𝑍2𝑡2𝑑𝑔
2

(𝑡𝑎 − 𝑡𝑑)3
.

The coefficients for the resulting cross section (33) are

𝐼𝐻1 (𝑥, 𝑢) = 𝐶𝐻
1 𝐶

𝜒
2 𝑢+ 𝐶𝐻

2 𝐶
𝜒
2

ln (𝑢2)

2
−

− 𝐶𝐻
1 𝐶

𝜒
1 + 𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
2

𝑢
− 𝐶𝐻

2 𝐶
𝜒
1

2𝑢2
− 𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
1

3𝑢3
, (35)

𝐼𝐻2 (𝑥, 𝑢) =
𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
3

3
·

·
{︂
− 1

𝑢3
𝑓1(𝑥, 𝑢) − 2

𝑔2

𝑢

(︂
1

𝑡𝑑
− 1

𝑡𝑎

)︂
− 𝑓2(𝑥, 𝑢, 4)

}︂
, (36)

𝐼𝐻3 (𝑥, 𝑢) =
𝐶𝐻

2 𝐶
𝜒
3

2

{︂
𝑓3(𝑥, 𝑢) − 1

𝑢2
𝑓1(𝑥, 𝑢)

}︂
, (37)

𝐼𝐻4 (𝑥,𝑢)=
(︀
𝐶𝐻

1 𝐶
𝜒
3 +𝐶𝐻

3 𝐶
𝜒
4

)︀{︂
𝑓2(𝑥,𝑢,2)− 1

𝑢
𝑓1(𝑥,𝑢)

}︂
,

(38)

𝐼𝐻5 (𝑥, 𝑢) =
𝐶𝐻

2 𝐶
𝜒
4

2
·

·
{︂

ln

(︂
𝑡𝑑
𝑡𝑎

)︂
ln (𝑢2)−𝐿𝑖2

(︂
−𝑔

2𝑢2

𝑡𝑑

)︂
+𝐿𝑖2

(︂
−𝑔

2𝑢2

𝑡𝑎

)︂}︂
, (39)

𝐼𝐻6 (𝑥, 𝑢) = 𝐶𝐻
1 𝐶

𝜒
4 {𝑢𝑓1(𝑥, 𝑢) + 𝑓2(𝑥, 𝑢, 0)} , (40)

where 𝐿𝑖2(𝑥) is a polylogarithm and the auxiliary func-
tions are

𝑓1(𝑥, 𝑢) = ln

(︂
𝑢2 + 𝑏

𝑢2 + 𝑎

)︂
, 𝑏 =

𝑡𝑑
𝑔2
, 𝑎 =

𝑡𝑎
𝑔2
, (41)

𝑓2(𝑥, 𝑢, 𝑛) = 2

(︂
1

𝑏

)︂𝑛−1
2

arctan

(︂
𝑢√
𝑏

)︂
− 2

(︂
1

𝑎

)︂𝑛−1
2

arctan

(︂
𝑢√
𝑎

)︂
, (42)

𝑓3(𝑥, 𝑢) =
1

𝑏
ln

(︂
𝑢2/𝑔2

𝑢2 + 𝑏

)︂
− 1

𝑎
ln

(︂
𝑢2/𝑔2

𝑢2 + 𝑎

)︂
. (43)
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Direct detection experiments are still one of the most promising ways to unravel the nature of
dark matter. To fully understand how well these experiments constrain the dark matter interactions
with the Standard Model particles, all the uncertainties affecting the calculations must be known.
It is especially critical now because direct detection experiments recently moved from placing limits
only on the two elementary spin independent and spin dependent operators to the complete set
of possible operators coupling dark matter and nuclei in non-relativistic theory. In our work, we
estimate the effect of nuclear configuration-interaction uncertainties on the exclusion bounds for
one of the existing xenon-based experiments for all fifteen operators. We find that for operator
number 13 the ±1σ uncertainty on the coupling between the dark matter and nucleon can reach
more than 50% for dark matter masses between 10 and 1000 GeV. In addition, we discuss how
quantum computers can help to reduce this uncertainty.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of dark matter (DM) has remained one
of the biggest mysteries in physics. Over the past few
decades, experiments have attempted to measure DM
interactions with visible matter, both directly and in-
directly, to no avail. Direct detection experiments for
particle DM (see, e.g., Ref. [1] for a recent review),
among which the currently largest and leading ones are
XENONnT [2, 3] and PandaX-4T [4], are generally built
to search an area of parameter space consistent with a
particular class of DM models, such as the Weakly Inter-
acting Massive Particle (WIMP), see, e.g., Ref. [5] for a
recent review. These experiments frequently look at only
the leading order spin-independent and spin-dependent
interactions [6–9], which may be suppressed by an as-
yet-unknown mechanism that prevents any detection of
DM. Recently, there has been heightened interest to fo-
cus on a more general approach in the Galilean Effective
Field Theory (EFT) [10, 11] framework for setting con-
straints on DM-nuclei coupling and cross sections [12, 13]
for elastic scattering, as well as in Chiral Effective Field
Theory for inelastic scattering [14].

Besides detectors built for the main goal of DM detec-
tion, other low-energy, rare event search experiments can
also be used in DM direct searches. Neutrinoless double-
beta decay (0νββ) is currently an extremely rare interac-
tion of interest, and detectors such as CUORE designed

∗ dheimsoth@wisc.edu
† brandonlem@berkeley.edu
‡ asuliga@berkeley.edu
§ cjohnson@sdsu.edu
¶ baha@physics.wisc.edu
∗∗ snc@physics.wisc.edu

for 0νββ also look for DM scattering events off their tar-
get material [15]. CUORE uses TeO2 crystals as a tar-
get; tellurium, like xenon (which we focus our analysis on
in this paper), has isotopes that are currently modeled
through nuclear configuration-interaction approaches be-
cause of the large number of nucleons (∼ 120-140). Thus,
our calculations of WIMP-nucleon coupling uncertainties
will be applicable to a wide range of sensitive, low-energy
experiments.

In this paper, we show that a major source of uncer-
tainty in the calculation of Galilean EFT DM-nucleus
cross sections and the upper limits on DM couplings
is nuclear models. Nuclei are highly complex many-
particle quantum systems and thus practically impossible
to model or simulate to high accuracy without simpli-
fying approximations on modern hardware. A common
approach for heavier nuclei is the nuclear configuration-
interaction in a shell model basis, where a frozen core of
nucleons is surrounded by valence nucleons which occupy
energy and angular momentum states in close analogy
with atomic electrons [16]. (Ab initio calculations of nu-
clei have been developed over recent years [17], but only
very recently have these techniques started to be applied
to heavy, open-shell nuclides such as xenon isotopes [18].)
The target nuclear response to external probes such as
DM scattering is then encoded in reduced matrix ele-
ments and a density matrix which contains the transition
probabilities between different states of valence nucleon
configurations. Still, this is a many-body system and
thus challenging to calculate numerically.

In our work, we quantify the uncertainty in the up-
per limits of the Galilean EFT DM-nucleus couplings by
considering the uncertainty in configuration-interaction
calculations of the target response. Figure 1 illustrates
our process and provides a map of this paper. First,
we choose as initial inputs two different appropriate
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FIG. 1. A schematic describing the general process to calculate upper limits on DM-nucleon EFT coupling coefficients and their
uncertainties propagated from uncertainties in configuration-interaction calculations for a particular isotope. In our work, the
two configuration-interaction Hamiltonians are GCN and JJ55 (described in Sec. II B). Our Monte Carlo procedure to construct

Gaussian distributions for each one-body density matrix element (ρfiJ (a, b), see Eq. (5)) is described in detail in Sec. III. The
differential DM scattering rates (dN/dEr, with N the event rate and Er the recoil energy, see Eq. (6)) are calculated using the

dmscatter code which implements the intermediate calculational steps such as nuclear response function (W x,x′

X , see Eq. (3)),

differential cross sections (dσ/dEr, see Eq. (8)), DM halo model (f(v), see Eq. (7)), and DM response function Rx,x
′

k (see,
eg., App. C of Ref. [19], or Eq. 38 in Ref. [10]). Then the energy integrated rates dN/dt were calculated adding the realistic
XENON1T energy window, efficiency, and exposure to obtain the upper limits on the DM EFT coupling coefficients and their
uncertainties as decribed in Sec. V.

configuration-interaction Hamiltonians, from which one
generates the respective ground states and subsequently
the relevant target one-body density matrices. From
those computed density matrices we define a simple en-
semble of density matrices, use a Monte Carlo (MC) pro-
cedure to sample matrices randomly from that ensemble,
and characterize the resulting spread in the dependence
of scattering event rates on recoil energy. Finally, we
calculate the upper limits on the Galilean EFT WIMP-
nucleus couplings and their uncertainties coming from
differences between the two model Hamiltonians. As dis-
cussed in Section III, this is a simplified approach to un-
certainty quantification.

We find that the uncertainties in the upper limits of the
coupling coefficients vary significantly between the differ-
ent operators. The uncertainties for upper limits on cou-
plings to some of the operators can be substantial, up to
an order of magnitude for the ±1σ region. These results
suggest that nuclear uncertainties need to be taken into
account by experiments when placing upper limits on the
DM-nucleus coupling coefficients for some operators. In
addition, improvements in calculations of nuclear struc-
ture could significantly improve the accuracy of results
emerging from dark matter detection experiments.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
Sec. II presents the theoretical background used to cal-
culate differential event rates for the 15 different possible
interaction channels between DM and nuclei. In Sec. III
we present our methods to model the uncertainties com-
ing from configuration-interaction calculations of the DM

scattering rates. Sec. IV shows the results of the calcula-
tions for the ideal differential event rates and their uncer-
tainties for different interaction channels. Then, in Sec. V
we use our results together with knowledge of the prop-
erties of the XENONIT experiment to determine upper
limits on the WIMP-nucleon coupling together with the
propagated shell model uncertainties. In Sec. VI we com-
pare the uncertainties arising from limits to our knowl-
edge of the nuclear models to other sources of uncertainty.
We also discuss ways to improve the estimates of nu-
clear uncertainties as well as methods for reducing these
uncertainties, including the possible utility of quantum
computation in this context. In Sec. VII we conclude.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND:
NONRELATIVISTIC EFT OPERATORS
DESCRIBING POSSIBLE DM-NUCLEI

INTERACTIONS

This section outlines the theory behind the differential
WIMP-nucleus event rates. First, in Sec. II A we briefly
review the non-relativistic theory for DM-nuclei interac-
tions, listing the derived operators for DM-nuclei elastic
scattering. Next, in Sec. II B we show how the nuclear
response functions are built from the nuclear density ma-
trix elements, while in Sec. II C we present expressions
for the differential cross-sections as a function of energy
when the relevant nuclear response functions are known
precisely.
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A. Nonrelativistic Operators

The EFT calculations developed in Refs. [10, 11],
which assume Galilean invariance, lead to fifteen oper-
ators that are at most second-order in the exchanged
momentum operators and are built as products of the
following quantities:

i~q, ~v⊥ ≡ ~v +
~q

2µN
, ~Sχ, ~SN ,

where µN =
mχmN
mχ+mN

is the dark matter-nucleon reduced

mass with mχ (mN ) being the WIMP (nucleon) mass,
~Sχ is the WIMP spin and ~SN is the nucleon spin, ~q is the
exchanged momentum, ~v is the relative incoming velocity,
and ~v⊥ · ~q = 0 by momentum conservation.

These EFT operators are [10, 11]:

O1 = 1χ1N , (1a)

O2 = (v⊥)2 , (1b)

O3 = i~SN ·
(

~q

mN
× ~v⊥

)
, (1c)

O4 = ~SN · ~Sχ , (1d)

O5 = i~Sχ ·
(

~q

mN
× ~v⊥

)
, (1e)

O6 =

(
~Sχ ·

~q

mN

)(
~SN ·

~q

mN

)
, (1f)

O7 = ~SN · ~v⊥ , (1g)

O8 = ~Sχ · ~v⊥ , (1h)

O9 = i~Sχ ·
(
~SN ×

~q

mN

)
, (1i)

O10 = i~SN ·
~q

mN
, (1j)

O11 = i~Sχ ·
~q

mN
, (1k)

O12 = ~Sχ ·
(
~SN × ~v⊥

)
, (1l)

O13 = i
(
~Sχ · ~v⊥

)(
~SN ·

~q

mN

)
, (1m)

O14 = i

(
~Sχ ·

~q

mN

)(
~SN · ~v⊥

)
, (1n)

O15 = −
(
~Sχ ·

~q

mN

)[(
~SN × ~v⊥

)
· ~q

mN

]
, (1o)

where N = n,p for neutrons and protons, respec-
tively. The total interaction Hamiltonian including the
responses from all the operators is given by

H =
∑
x=n,p

15∑
i=1

cxiOxi , (2)

where the EFT coupling coefficients cxi , with i = 1, .., 15
being the operator index and x the nucleon type, are a

priori unknown. In Sec. V we show how their values can
be constrained by experimental non-detection of WIMPs
with the data from the existing DM direct detectors.

B. Target response functions

The probability of a DM-nucleus interaction, i.e., the
cross section, can be factorized into the dark matter re-

sponse functions Rx,x
′

k and the target response functions

W x,x′

k , where the index k = 1, .., 8 denotes the allowed
combinations of electro-weak-theory operators.

The DM response functions, which group the opera-
tors derived from Galilean EFT theory (Eq. (1)) for the
corresponding nuclear response functions, can be found
in App. C of Ref. [19], or Eq. 38 in Ref. [10].

The target response functions are built from eight one-
body electroweak multipole operators XJT ,

W x,x′

X =
∑
JT

〈Ψf ||Xx
JT ||Ψi〉〈Ψi||Xx′

JT ||Ψf 〉 , (3)

where Ψi is the initial target wave function and Ψf is the
final target wave function, and JT is the angular momen-
tum rank of the operator. The matrix elements of these
operators, which can be constructed from Bessel spheri-
cal harmonics and vector harmonics [20], are calculated
by summing over single particle orbitals from a one-body
density matrix ρ:

〈Ψf ||Xx
JT ||Ψi〉 =

∑
a,b

〈a||Xx
JT ||b〉ρ

fi
J (a, b) , (4)

where a and b are the indices of the single-particle or-
bitals, and 〈a||Xx

JT
||b〉 are the reduced matrix elements

of the operator Xx
JT

, as obtained from the Wigner-Eckart
theorem [21].

The target one-body density matrices are

ρfiJT (a, b) =
1√

2JT + 1
〈Ψf ||[ĉ†a ⊗ c̃b]JT ||Ψi〉 , (5)

where ĉ†a and c̃b are the fermion creation and destruction
operators [21]. The wave functions and the subsequent
density matrices used in this work were computed [19]
using in configuration-interaction in a shell model basis
via a high-performance code [22, 23].

Since we assume the WIMP mass to be at least on
the order of 10-1000 GeV and the WIMPs to be non-
relativistic, relatively little energy (O(100 keV)) is trans-
ferred to the nucleus. As such, we expect that the nucleus
stays in the ground state throughout the interaction, i.e.,
|Ψi〉 = |Ψf 〉. Thus, we are only interested in ground
state-to-ground state transitions.

In our work, we use eigenstates and the resulting den-
sity matrices computed in a fixed Hilbert space using
two sets of nuclear Hamiltonian matrix elements. The
Hilbert space has a fixed core of 100Sn and a valence
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space comprised of the 0g7/2-2s1/2-1d3/2-1d5/2-0h11/2 or-
bitals. The two Hamiltonians are labeled as GCN [24, 25]
and JJ55 [26]. The GCN shell model interaction was fit
to experimental nuclear energies of nuclides in this mass
region, starting from a G-matrix [27] constructed using
the charge-dependent Bonn nucleon-nucleon (NN) poten-
tial version C, also known as the CD-Bonn potential [28].
The JJ55 interaction is also obtained starting from a CD-
Bonn G-matrix but was fitted to different experimental
data from this mass region. Thus, the differences in the
calculated target states represent the challenges in accu-
rately modeling the nuclear many-body system.

C. Dark matter-nucleus event rates

The differential event rate dN/dEr (N is the number
of events and Er is the recoil energy) is the convolution
of the differential cross section dσ/dEr for the WIMP-
nucleus interaction and a DM halo model, integrated over
DM velocity v:

dN

dEr
= ε(Er)NTnχ

∫
dσ

dEr
f̃(~v)|~v| d3~v . (6)

In the above equation, ε(Er) is the detector efficiency,
NT is the number of target nuclei in the detector, nχ is

the local DM number density, and f̃(~v), the DM velocity
distribution in the rest frame of the detector, is obtained
by boosting from the DM velocity distribution as seen
in the rest frame of the Sun (the galactic-frame distri-
bution). For this galactic-frame distribution, we use the
simple halo model given by [29, 30]

f(~v) =
Θ(vesc − |~v|)
π3/2v30Nesc

e−~v
2/v20 , (7)

where Θ(v) is the Heaviside step function, v0 = 220 km/s,
Nesc is a normalization factor, and the DM velocity cutoff
vesc = 550 km/s, roughly the galactic escape velocity.

The differential cross section, dσ/dEr in Eq. (6), for
a DM-nucleus interaction for a particular isotope can be
calculated as follows [19]

dσ

dEr
=

2mT

4πv2
T (v, q) , (8)

where mT is the mass of the target nucleus (i.e., mT =
AmN where A is the mass number of the nucleus and
mN = 0.938 GeV/c2 is the nucleon mass) and q =√

2mTEr is the momentum transfer. The scattering tran-
sition probability [10, 11, 19] is given by

T (v, q) =
4π

2jT + 1

∑
x=p,n

∑
x′=p,n

8∑
i=1

Rx,x
′

i W x,x′

i , (9)

where jT is the spin of the target nucleus and the sums
are factored out into two parts, as mentioned in Sec. II B.
The first part contains the particle physics, i.e., the

WIMP response function Rx,x
′

i , and the second part con-
tains the nuclear physics, i.e., the target response func-

tions W x,x′

X given in Eq. (3).

III. METHODS: MODELING UNCERTAINTIES
IN DARK MATTER - TARGET EVENT RATES

In this section, we introduce our strategy for calcu-
lating the impact of uncertainty from the nuclear shell
models on the DM–nucleus event rates.

To carry out uncertainty quantification (UQ) of DM
detection is a daunting problem. A full UQ effort might
involve hundreds or thousands of Monte Carlo (MC)
samples of the input Hamiltonian matrix elements [31–
33], the first box of Figure 1. The large configuration-
interaction dimensions of the target isotopes, up to tens
of billions, require thousands of hours of supercom-
puter time for each Hamiltonian sampled, an impractical
methodology. Instead we choose to sample a model of the
one-body density matrices, a procedure which may not
fully reflect the uncertainties of the underlying Hamilto-
nian. Future work might use emulators, an increasingly
popular approach in UQ [34], to speed up the sampling
of the Hamiltonian, but emulators have yet to be fully
applied to configuration-interaction calculations.

To estimate the impact of the uncertainties coming
from configuration-interaction calculations on the upper
limits of the WIMP-nucleon coupling, we use a simple
MC procedure. As inputs to our MC simulations, we
use two previously calculated nuclear structure data files
containing reduced one-body density matrices calculated
in the configuration-interaction shell model [19, 22, 23]
for two different configuration-interaction Hamiltonians,
GCN [24, 25], and JJ55 [26], which are described in more
detail in Sec. II B. This is represented in the flowchart in
Fig. 1 by the box “Shell-model code.”

To provide an approximate model of an ensemble of
calculations, we calculate the mean and standard devia-

tion of each density matrix element ρfiJT (a, b) between the
two interactions, i.e., for all combinations of initial and
final orbitals a and b. With these averages and standard
deviations, we construct a Gaussian distribution for each
of the density matrix elements. Then, we randomly draw
a value for each element from the defined distributions
(This is in lieu of a MC sampling over an ensemble of
Hamiltonians, which would be more fundamental but, as
stated above, is not currently computationally tractable.)
There is one caveat: the ground state-to-ground state
density matrix elements for the JT = 0 transition for
both protons and neutrons are each constrained by a sum
rule in order to conserve particle number:∑

a

ρp,JT=0(a, a)
[ja]

[Ji]
= Zvalence , (10a)

∑
a

ρn,JT=0(a, a)
[ja]

[Ji]
= Nvalence , (10b)



5

where ja is the total angular momentum of the a-th va-
lence orbital, Ji is the total angular momentum of the
state Ψ in Eq. (5), in our case always the ground state;
Zvalence and Nvalence are the number of valence protons
and neutrons, respectively, and the bracket notation is
[x] ≡

√
2x+ 1. We normalize the randomly generated

JT = 0 density matrix element values such that the sum
rules in Eqs. (10a) and (10b) are satisfied. There are
no analogous sum rules for JT > 0, so it is possible to
have unphysical values for those density matrices. Since
our ensemble is defined by physical values, however, we
nonetheless assume our calculations are sufficient to pro-
vide a realistic estimate of uncertainties.

The procedure described above can be briefly summa-
rized with these three steps:

1. Construct a Gaussian distribution for each one-
body density matrix element ρfiJT (a, b) using ma-
trices generated with at least two different nuclear
shell models,

2. Draw randomized nuclear density matrix elements
from created Gaussian distributions,

3. Normalize the new elements to satisfy particle num-
ber conservation, i.e., Eqs. (10a) and (10b).

The “Monte Carlo” section of the flowchart in Fig. 1
depicts the MC process we have just described. We
use the generated random density matrix elements as in-
puts for the event rate calculations performed with the
dmscatter code [19]. We emphasize that this is a pre-
liminary foray into uncertainty quantification (UQ) of
the nuclear input into DM direct detection. Our results,
given below, provide motivation for future investigations.

IV. RESULTS FOR IDEAL EVENT RATE
SPECTRA

This section presents results for the ideal DM-nucleus
differential event rates for xenon isotopes and their un-
certainties calculated using the methods described in the
previous section.

Figure 2 shows the 1σ and 3σ uncertainties in event
rate spectra for WIMP scattering off 132Xe and 129Xe
in the proton channel for a selection of EFT operators,
assuming a WIMP mass of mχ = 150 GeV. Each of the
event rate spectra subplots was generated with N = 1000
input files containing randomized nuclear density ma-
trix elements produced from the Monte Carlo method
described in the previous section. Several of the EFT
operators yield significantly different event rates for the
two shell models used. These large spreads translate into
high uncertainties in the event rates.

Figure 2 emphasizes how the event rate spectra can
differ significantly in shape and magnitude for various
DM EFT operators. For example, the lower left and
lower middle panels show the event rate spectra for op-
erators O4 - Eq. (1d) and O6 - Eq. (1f) in 129Xe. The

former operator is the simple spin-dependent coupling
where low energy recoils are favored (as in the case of
coherent scattering), whereas the latter operator results
in a peak in the spectrum due to an additional power of
(~q/mN )2 present in the cross section.

As mentioned, for many of the EFT operators, (see,
e.g., the aforementioned O4, O6 in Fig. 2,) the two
configuration-interaction Hamiltonians GCN and JJ55
predict vastly different event rates, particularly in the
low recoil energy regime; we hypothesize such differences
are due to cancellations in Eq. (4). As such, the ex-
clusion limits on the WIMP-nucleon coupling for these
operators or the potential discovery fits will be sensitive
to the choice of a given shell model interaction.

The mass of the WIMP affects the ‘length’ of the event
rate spectra, i.e., where the event rate spectra tapers
off to zero. As the WIMP mass increases, the WIMP
carries more momentum and is thus able to cause colli-
sions at higher nuclear recoil energies. This has implica-
tions for the discovery potential for DM detectors, as a
‘longer’ event rate spectrum would allow for more poten-
tial events if the detector is capable of registering events
at higher nuclear recoil energies. On the other hand, a
low WIMP mass would correlate to a ‘short’ event rate
spectrum; if a detector is unable to probe scatterings at
low recoil energies, it is possible that the majority of the
WIMP-nuclei scatterings will go unseen, as the detector
will be searching a recoil energy range that is mostly un-
populated.

V. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR XENON1T

So far there has been no conclusive detection of particle
DM by a direct DM detection program. Therefore, only
upper limits on WIMP coupling strengths to Standard
Model particles have been set.

In this section, we describe how the process detailed in
Sec. III can be used to calculate the uncertainty coming
from nuclear shell models on the upper limits of WIMP
couplings to nucleons. For the remainder of this work,
we use the XENON1T experiment [7] as an example, al-
though the uncertainty quantification procedure we will
describe henceforth will work for any detector/element,
provided that more than one nuclear density matrix data
set is available.

XENON1T [7, 35] was a 3.2 ton dual-phase xenon time
projection chamber DM direct search experiment located
at the Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso in Italy. The
separate detection of the prompt scintillation in the liq-
uid phase of the detector (S1 signal) and delayed scin-
tillation in the gaseous phase of the detector (S2 signal)
enabled a powerful discrimination between the electronic
and nuclear recoils [14, 36]. As such, to good approx-
imation the only backgrounds for the DM-nuclei inter-
actions are those producing nuclear recoils only, which
are close to zero in the 1 ton yr effective exposure of
XENON1T [7, 14].
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FIG. 2. Spread in the differential event rates dN/dEr for WIMPs interacting through DM EFT operators O3, O12, and O15

with 132Xe (top three plots), and O3, O12, O15, O4, O6, and O13 with 129Xe (bottom six plots), assuming an effective exposure
of 1 ton yr, ideal efficiency ε(Er) = 1, WIMP mass mχ = 150 GeV, and DM EFT coupling to protons cpim

2
v = 0.25, where

mv = 246.2 GeV is the weak interaction mass scale. The plots demonstrate differences in the magnitude and shape of the
scattering rates of WIMPs with Xe nuclei. Each panel is arbitrarily normalized such that the maximum of the GCN event rate
(orange line) is 1/MeV, and the corresponding normalization factor C is provided in the top right of each plot. The actual
ideal event rate is C multiplied by the event rate shown.

To get the realistic upper limits on the DM EFT cou-
pling coefficients we use the 1 ton yr effective expo-
sure and detection efficiency ε(Er) given by the curve
in Ref. [14] used for the spin-independent analysis. We
restrict our analysis to the region of interest in the re-
coil energy of Er = [4.9, 54.4] keV. We calculate the total
number of events in 1 ton yr exposure of XENON1T de-
tector integrating the differential event rate Eq. (6) over
the recoil energy window of the detector with the speci-
fied efficiency.

With the number of events per effective exposure, one
can calculate the 90% confidence level (90% C.L.) upper
limits on the EFT couplings of the DM particle. The 90%
C.L. represents the smallest coupling, given a set of de-
tector characteristics, at which a statistically significant

number of WIMP-nuclei scatterings would be detected.
Carrying this calculation out for varying WIMP mass
mχ traces a curve in the cxi – mχ plane. The region of
phase space above this curve represents all (cxi ,mχ) com-
binations that through experimental non-detection have
been excluded as realistic scenarios, while the region be-
low represents combinations that have yet to be probed.

To calculate these exclusion curves (upper limits), we
assume that XENON1T is a zero background experiment,
based on the successful discrimination of background sig-
nals in the S1 vs. S2 phase space plane [7, 14]. To model
the detector composition, we use the abundance-weighted
average of differential event rates over the six most abun-
dant xenon isotopes (132Xe, 129Xe, 131Xe, 134Xe, 136Xe,
and 130Xe, in that order). The relative abundances of
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these isotopes by mass are respectively 26.9%, 26.4%,
21.2%, 10.4%, 8.86%, and 4.07%; when summed, these
six isotopes constitute slightly more than 97% of the mass
of the XENON1T detector. There is a different amount
of uncertainty that each isotope contributes, which is dis-
cussed further in Sec. VI.

The event rate dN/dt is linearly dependent on the dark

matter response functions Rx,x
′

X through the cross sec-
tion. Further, if we assume isospin is conserved x = x′

(i.e., we only look at p→p and n→n interactions as
is the case in the ground state-to-ground state interac-

tion), the Rx,x
′

X depend quadratically on the EFT coef-
ficients. If only a single EFT coefficient cxi is nonzero
then the total event rate for that coupling is a func-
tion of (cxi )2. Thus, to find the minimal coupling needed
to produce a zero background event rate dNmin/dt re-
quired for a statistically significant WIMP-nucleus scat-
tering detection, we only need to run the above event
rate procedure once for a test coupling cxi,0. Assuming
the number of WIMP-nucleon scattering events follows
the Poisson distribution, in order to achieve a 90% con-
fidence of detection we need an event rate of at least
dNmin/dt = 2.3 events ton−1 yr−1 in the zero background
case. The chosen test coupling cxi,0 yields an event rate of
dN0/dt, which we then use to scale the EFT coefficient to
find the minimal required coupling for detection, cxi,min:

cxi,min(mχ) =

√
dNmin/dt

dN0/dt
cxi,0 . (11)

By calculating the minimal couplings for WIMP masses
in the range 10 GeV ≤ mχ ≤ 1000 GeV, we create exclu-
sion curves for each EFT coefficient as a function of mχ

for repeated calculations with randomized nuclear den-
sity matrices. We ran Ntrial = 1000 MC trials for most
of EFT coefficients for each mχ

1. Thus, we can quantify
the uncertainty on the coupling limits that derive from
the uncertainties in the nuclear models from the spread
in the Ntrial exclusion curves.

The distributions of the exclusion curve values at each
mχ are in general not Gaussian despite the nuclear ma-
trix elements in the MC simulation being drawn from
normal distributions. To calculate the 1σ bands, we use
the Feldman-Cousins procedure described in Ref. [37].
We find the interval in coefficient values [a, b] such that
the integral of the histogram H(ci;mχ) of coefficient val-
ues ci at a given mχ satisfies∫ b

a
dciH(ci;mχ)∫∞

−∞ dciH(ci;mχ)
= 0.68 , (12)

and H(a;mχ) = H(b;mχ). Figure 6 in App. B shows an
example of such a 1σ band for cp13 at mχ = 12 GeV.

1 For O13, the distribution of exclusion curves was highly non-
Gaussian, and as such we increased Ntrials to 104 in order to
obtain a more accurate probability distribution.

Figure 3 shows the calculated examples of the upper
limits on the DM-nuclei coupling coefficients for protons
(upper panels) and neutrons (lower panels) as a function
of WIMP mass and their uncertainty for selected DM
EFT operators calculated for the XENON1T detector.
The remaining combinations that exhibit sensitivity to
the shell-model uncertainties are presented in App. A for
completeness.

The WIMP-nuclei upper coupling limit is noticeably
more sensitive to the density matrices when coupling
through operator O13 in Eq. (1m) than other EFT DM
operators for both protons and neutrons, corresponding
to potentially larger uncertainty. Notably, for most of
the neutron EFT operators, the exclusion curves gen-
erated using our MC process (see Sec. III) are normally
distributed. However, the distribution for O13 is not nor-
mally distributed and is skewed toward lower couplings.
Operators O9 and O14 for neutrons and O4, O6, O9, O10,
and O14 for protons also exhibit relatively greater sensi-
tivity for both proton and neutron couplings.

VI. DISCUSSION

Our results demonstrate that the need to implement
nuclear models that involve approximations can lead to
substantial uncertainties in the interpretation of the re-
sults of dark matter detection experiments.

Figure 4 shows the upper limits on the proton-WIMP
coupling coefficient values and their relative uncertain-
ties for 129Xe, 131Xe and 132Xe assuming mχ = 70 GeV,
and the total fiducial mass of XENON1T is comprised
of each isotope, respectively. We show here the results
only for the most abundant even-even isotope of xenon
because all four even-even isotopes had nearly identical
sensitivities and uncertainties for each EFT coefficient
and did not probe operators O4, O6, O7, O9, O10, O13,
or O14. Standard selection rules for parity and angular
momentum cause the matrix elements of these operators
to vanish for Ji = 0 ground states.

The two even-odd isotopes, 129Xe and 131Xe, have
Ji > 0 ground states and thus probed all operators while
producing more uncertain upper limits in most cases for
the operators present for even-even isotopes.

Uncertainties from nuclear modeling are obviously not
the only source of error in dark matter detection ex-
periments. As an example, Ref. [38] showed that non-
parametric uncertainties in the dark matter halo velocity
distribution could weaken exclusion limits in XENON1T
by as much as two orders of magnitude, although this as-
sumes mχ ≤ 60 GeV and anisotropy in the dark matter
halo. Above mχ = 60 GeV, uncertainties have a mild
effect on the limits. Therefore, there is a reasonable pa-
rameter space in which the nuclear uncertainties studied
in this paper could dominate the overall uncertainty of
the experiments.
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FIG. 3. The 90% C.L. upper limits on the EFT coupling coefficients (as detailed in Sec. V) for select nucleon and operator
combinations along with 1σ and 3σ uncertainty bands from nuclear uncertainties calculated using XENON1T experiment as a
model for a general DM direct detection experiment. The top three plots are exclusion plots for the EFT couplings to protons,
while the bottom three plots are exclusion plots for the EFT couplings to neutrons. We use a common vertical scale for all
of the plots to show which operators are more constrained than others. Note that the vertical scale obscures the non-zero
sensitivity of O14 Eq. (1n) to the variations in nuclear density matrices (bottom right plot).

A. Strategies for improving the calculations

The methods used to obtain the results presented here
could be improved both by the use of more sophisticated
but computationally intensive methods to estimate the
uncertainties and by developing methods that enable the
uncertainties themselves to be reduced.

Regarding our estimates of the uncertainties, it is
worth emphasizing that we have modeled the uncertainty
in the nuclear shell-model by creating variations in the
reduced one-body density matrix elements, as shown in
the center column of Fig. 1. A more precise uncertainty
analysis would begin by estimating the uncertainties in
the nuclear Hamiltonian matrix elements [32] (top-left
box of Fig. 1), and propagating this uncertainty [33]
through the same flowchart from there, ultimately to the
minimal EFT couplings again. The downside to this al-
ternate method is that the configuration-interaction cal-
culations used to reduce the many-body system to the
more tractable one-body density matrices (see left col-
umn of Fig. 1) are computationally intensive as well as
time-consuming. One potential alternative is the use of
emulators [34], but the application to such shell-model
calculations has yet to be performed.

Much of the challenge of modeling the nuclear response
to DM is the daunting dimensions, to 1010 or beyond, of
even a truncated Hilbert space. Improving the uncer-

tainty estimates and reducing the uncertainties of the
calculations themselves are both areas in which quantum
computing has the potential to excel. We note, how-
ever, the large number of nucleons in the relevant nuclei
and the computational depth of the necessary computa-
tions are such that achieving higher accuracies than clas-
sical methods would require substantial improvements in
quantum computing hardware and error correction. In
any case, the preliminary analysis that we have presented
here can highlight which isotope and EFT operator com-
binations exhibit nontrivial uncertainty and therefore are
attractive targets for further investigation.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Understanding the nature of dark matter is critical to
progress in physics, as it could shed light on some of
the most fundamental questions in cosmology and par-
ticle physics. While there has been significant progress
in direct dark matter detection experiments, so far only
gravitational interactions of dark matter have been ob-
served. Direct detection experiments aim to observe the
interactions of particle dark matter with ordinary mat-
ter, which could provide valuable information about its
properties, such as mass, type of the interaction, and
interaction strength. This information can help in de-
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number are not sensitive to operators O4, O6, O7, O9, O10, O13, and O14.

termining the underlying theory of dark matter, which
could have significant implications for our understanding
of the universe at large.

We have presented a preliminary uncertainty analy-
sis of the WIMP-nucleon coupling exclusion limits stem-
ming from uncertainties in nuclear shell model calcula-
tions. We have applied this ‘first-order’ analysis to study
the sensitivity of all operators in the effective field the-
ory, and identified the EFT operators (couplings) which
are particularly affected by current limitations of nuclear
shell model calculations. The analysis presented here
could also be easily applied to direct detection experi-
ments using different elements in the detector, such as
argon (DarkSide-50 [12]) or tellurium (CUORE [15]).

Our analysis reveals that the degree of uncertainty in
the upper limits of the coupling coefficients varies consid-
erably across the different Galilean dark matter Effective
Field Theory operators. Specifically, we observe that the
uncertainties for the upper limits on couplings to certain
operators can be substantial, with the ±1σ range span-

ning over an order of magnitude in the limit of low dark
matter masses below approximately 20 GeV for the op-
erator O13. These findings underscore the importance
of accounting for nuclear uncertainties when determining
the upper limits on dark matter-nucleus coupling coeffi-
cients in direct dark matter experiments. Moreover, the
advancements in the precision of nuclear structure cal-
culations have the potential to greatly enhance the ac-
curacy of results obtained from dark matter detection
experiments.
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Appendix A: The upper limits on the coupling
coefficients for all sensitive operators

In this appendix we include the calculated exclusion
plots for XENON1T, same as shown in Fig. 3, for the sen-
sitive operator and nucleon combinations not presented
in the main text. In total, there are 30 possible chan-

nels (15 EFT operators and two nucleons) for interaction;
however, we do not include the plots for operator and nu-
cleon combinations with next-to-no uncertainty in this
appendix. Some channels exhibit negligible uncertainty
in the event rate due to the nuclear density matrices.
Once we calculate the exclusion curves for these chan-
nels, with the procedure described in Sec. V, the already
small uncertainty becomes even more insignificant. In
contrast, O13 exhibits significant uncertainty (variation)
in the event rate, both in amplitude and features (shape,
local minima and maxima, etc.). With different shape
and amplitude in the event rate, the exclusion curves cal-
culated for O13 using the two odd-even isotopes of xenon
have equal, if not greater, uncertainty than the event rate
curves themselves.

Figure 5 shows the calculated examples of the up-
per limits on the DM-nuclei couplings for protons (up-
per panels) and neutrons (lower panels) as a function of
WIMP mass and their uncertainty for and EFT opera-
tors calculated for the XENON1T detector as described
in Sec. V.
Appendix B: Probability distributions for couplings

In this appendix we include an example plot illustrat-
ing the Feldman-Cousins [37] procedure for finding the
uncertainties especially useful for non-symmetric distri-
butions.

Figure 6 shows the distribution of the calculated 90%
C.L. upper limits on the coupling coefficient of operator
O13 for protons calculated for Ntrials = 104 MC gener-
ated one-body density matrix files with the procedure
described in Sec. III. The obtained distribution of the
coupling coefficients is highly non-normally distributed
although each of the one-body density matrix elements
distributions were constructed with Gaussians.
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Abstract: Machine learning-based jet classifiers are able to achieve impressive tagging
performance in a variety of applications in high energy and nuclear physics. However, it
remains unclear in many cases which aspects of jets give rise to this discriminating power,
and whether jet observables that are tractable in perturbative QCD such as those obeying
infrared-collinear (IRC) safety serve as sufficient inputs. In this article, we introduce a
new classifier, Jet Flow Networks (JFNs), in an effort to address the question of whether
IRC unsafe information provides additional discriminating power in jet classification. JFNs
are permutation-invariant neural networks (deep sets) that take as input the kinematic
information of reconstructed subjets. The subjet radius serves as a tunable hyperparameter,
enabling the sensitivity to soft emissions and nonperturbative effects to be gradually
increased as the subjet radius is decreased. We demonstrate the performance of JFNs
for quark vs. gluon and QCD vs. Z jet tagging. For small subjet radii, the performance
of JFNs is equivalent to the IRC-unsafe Particle Flow Networks (PFNs), demonstrating
that infrared-collinear unsafe information is not necessary to achieve strong discrimination
for both cases. As the subjet radius is increased, the performance of the JFNs remains
essentially unchanged until physical thresholds that we identify are crossed. For relatively
large subjet radii, we show that the JFNs may offer an increased model independence with a
modest tradeoff in performance compared to classifiers that use the full particle information
of the jet. These results shed new light onto how machines learn patterns in high-energy
physics data.
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1 Introduction

Jets are highly energetic and collimated groups of particles observed in the detectors of
high-energy scattering experiments such as the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1–3]. Jets
arise from the fragmentation of highly energetic quarks and gluons, which themselves can
arise from the decay of unstable particles such as the Higgs boson. Classifying the origins
of jets, such as quark vs. gluon initiated jets, QCD vs. boosted Z/W jets, and QCD vs.
boosted top jets [4–22] is crucial to disentangle the various processes occurring at collider
experiments and perform searches for physics beyond the Standard Model.

Jet classification algorithms have been developed based on multivariate combinations of
jet substructure observables as well as using machine learning methods. Machine learning
based jet classifiers significantly outperform traditional multivariate jet taggers that utilize
a limited number of observables, since they are able to leverage the full information in the
jet. However, machine learning based classifiers often have the drawback that they are not
calculable by analytical methods. Efforts to address this have been an active area of research,
such as enforcing Infrared-Collinear (IRC) safety [23] in the network architecture [24–28] or
by finding optimal ways to reduce the amount of information provided as input to neural
networks [29–33].

In order to increase the interpretability of machine learning based classifiers, a complete
IRC-safe basis of jet substructure observables was introduced in Refs. [10, 34, 35] based on
N -subjettiness observables [36, 37]. These observables capture the momentum and relative
angles of emissions inside the jet. The set of N -subjettiness observables is then used as
input to a machine learning algorithm for jet classification. While the complete basis of
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IRC-safe observables is large (3M − 4 for M particles in the jet), it was found that the
performance of classifiers saturates quickly with a relatively small number of observables.
Another set of observables, Energy Flow Polynomials (EFPs), was developed as a linear
and IRC-safe basis of jet substructure observables in Ref. [24].

Interestingly, it was found that while the performance of classifiers based on complete
sets of observables saturates, in most cases there remains a performance gap between
classifiers with IRC-safe inputs (Sudakov safe classifiers) and IRC-unsafe classifiers that
make use of the full information content of the particles inside the jet. Examples of such
IRC-unsafe classifiers include architectures based on deep sets [11], point clouds [12] and
transformers [38]. This performance gap has been observed for a variety of jet classification
tasks, including QCD vs. W/Z and H jets [33], and pp vs. AA jets [29]. For quark vs.
gluon tagging, it was found that the IRC-safe EFPs can match the performance of PFNs
when only momentum information of particles in the jet is considered [11]. Several efforts
have been made to quantify the gap, with the aim to gain new insights into fundamental
QCD dynamics. There are several possible explanations for the observed performance gap:

• IRC-unsafe classifiers may be able to make use of the very soft information content of
jets, which is difficult to access with IRC-safe observables.

• IRC-unsafe classifiers such as PFNs take as input the exact position information of the
particles inside the jet, whereas IRC-safe observables can only capture the information
of relative distances. It is possible that existing machine learning algorithms can make
more efficient use of position information.

• The specific form of the IRC-safe observables may not be optimal for classification
tasks and there may be other sets of observables that could perform better.

With this question in mind, we introduce in this work a new machine learning-based
jet classifier, Jet Flow Networks (JFNs)1, which take as input the energy and position
of reclustered subjets instead of individual particles. JFNs allow for soft and collinear
emissions to be clustered into subjets making the input IRC-safe and the resulting classifier
generally Sudakov safe [39, 40]. However, different than the N -subjettiness or the EFP
basis of observables, position information is used instead of having (indirectly) access only
to relative distances between emissions (or subjets) inside the jet. We note that we do not
consider quark flavor tagging in this work which requires nonperturbative information, see
e.g. Refs. [41–43]. JFNs are closely related to Particle Flow Networks (PFNs) [11] and
Energy Flow Networks (EFNs) [11], which will be elaborated on in section 3. In the limit
of a vanishing subjet radius where every subjet contains only a single hadron, JFNs are
identical to PFNs. The radius of the reclustered subjets in JFNs can be used to dial in
nonperturbative information allowing for a smooth transition to IRC-unsafe classifiers. As
such, JFNs complement the existing family of permutation-invariant networks in particle
physics. As for PFNs and EFNs, we will utilize machine learning algorithms for JFNs based
on a permutation invariant deep set architecture [11, 44–46].

1In analogy to Particle Flow Networks (PFNs) [11].
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In this paper, we will explicitly study classification tasks of quark vs. gluon jets and
jets from QCD vs. jets from boosted hadronic decays of Z bosons. The particular IRC
(un)safety of the likelihood ratios for these tasks has been studied previously. It is expected
that the likelihood ratio for quark vs. gluon jet discrimination is IRC safe [27], which has
been validated in previous machine learning studies [25, 26, 47]. The argument for IRC
safety is that the N -body phase space can be spanned by additive, IRC safe observables [48]
and so probability distributions for quarks and gluons will in general take the form of a
Sudakov factor near the infrared regions of phase space. The rate of suppression of emissions
is controlled by the corresponding color Casimirs, and, because gluons carry more color
than quarks, the likelihood ratio itself vanishes at all infrared boundaries. Therefore, all
fixed-order divergences are mapped to the same value of the likelihood ratio, namely 0, and
so the classifier is IRC safe. This explains why EFPs, which are an IRC-safe classifier, can
match the performance of the IRC-unsafe PFNs. By contrast, the likelihood ratio for QCD
jets vs. Z jets is expected to only be Sudakov safe, as optimal observables for general one-
vs. two-prong discrimination take the form of the ratio of IRC safe observables [36, 49–51].
Ratios of IRC safe observables are in general themselves not IRC safe [52].

The main result of our work will be to show that the JFNs based on IRC-safe subjets
achieve the same classification performance as PFNs for a finite, non-zero subjet radius for
both discrimination tasks considered here. The JFNs represent the first example of a classifier
based on IRC-safe inputs that achieves equivalent performance on several classification
tasks as its IRC-unsafe counterpart. In addition, the machine learning architecture is
equivalent to PFNs, which allows for one-to-one comparisons. The exact value of the subjet
radius where the PFN performance is matched depends on the classification task at hand.
Therefore, different than the classifiers based on complete IRC-safe sets of observables,
JFNs constitute a “gapless” classifier indicating that the very soft aspects of jets are in
fact not relevant for typical classification tasks at collider experiments. This answers in
part the question about the features that are relevant for the performance of classifiers
in high-energy physics. Throughout this work, PFNs are taken as a reference, but other
permutation invariant classifiers such as GNNs, transformers and point clouds could equally
well be trained on particles or reclustered subjets.

In addition to shedding light on the role of IRC-safe information, JFNs allow for new
insights into the physics of jet tagging and may lead to various future applications at
high-energy collider experiments. By studying the performance of the JFNs as a function
of the subjet radius and the jet transverse momentum, we are able to identify the relevant
physical scales of different classification tasks. For example, for QCD vs. Z-jet tagging, we
find that the subjet scale pT r is sensitive the opening angle between the boosted hadronic
decay products of the Z-boson. Second, we explore the generalization capability of JFNs
to unseen data, which is crucial when deploying a classifier trained on simulations to
experimental data. Due to the clustering of collinear and soft emissions into subjets, the
resulting JFNs are relatively insensitive to the detailed modeling of the infrared (IR) physics
that is often poorly understood. This raises the possibility to use JFNs to trade performance
for generalizability by adjusting the number of reconstructed subjets. Lastly, we expect
that subjets can be measured well in heavy-ion collisions despite the large fluctuating
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Figure 1: Illustration of a QCD jet with pT = 100 GeV and radius parameter R = 0.4
reclustered into subjets for subjet radii r = 0.1 (left), r = 0.2 (middle), and r = 0.3 (right).
We use the inclusive anti-kT algorithm to identify the initial jet and the subjets. Particles
are represented by small filled circles with radii proportional to the particle transverse
momentum in the ∆y vs. ∆ϕ plane, where ∆ϕ = ϕparticle|subjet−ϕjet is the azimuthal angle
with respect to the jet axis and ∆y = ∆yparticle|subjet −∆yjet is rapidity distance to the
jet axis. Subjets are shown with larger colored areas where red marks the leading subjet,
green marks the second leading subjet, blue marks the third leading jet, and shades of gray
represent subjets with lower longitudinal momentum fraction z = psubjet

T /pT with intensity
proportional to z.

background. See Ref. [53] for recent measurements of the energy spectrum of inclusive and
leading subjets by the ALICE Collaboration. See also Ref. [54].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the
subjet basis and discuss differences between inclusive and exclusive subjet reconstruction
algorithms. In section 3, we introduce the permutation invariant machine learning algorithms
that take the kinematic information of the reconstructed subjets as input and in section 4,
we briefly discuss the data sets used for different classification tasks used in this work.
In section 5, we present numerical results for the classification performance of JFNs for
quark vs. gluon and QCD vs. Z jets. In particular, we show that JFNs match the PFN
performance for a finite subjet radius in both test cases. Based on these results, we describe
in section 6 that the machine learning algorithm is sensitive to different physical scales,
which it can effectively learn. In section 7, we investigate the tradeoff between performance
and generalizability of the JFNs. In section 8, we draw conclusions and present an outlook.

2 The subjet basis

In this section, we describe the reconstruction of subjets that will serve as the input to the
machine learning classifier. The initial jet is identified using the anti-kT algorithm [55] and
jet radius parameter R. In order to utilize the substructure of jets, we then recluster the
jet constituents into subjets. We consider two approaches for the subjet reconstruction:
inclusive anti-kT subjets and the exclusive kT subjets [56, 57]. In both cases soft and
collinear emissions are first clustered into subjets, making the input to the IRC safe. In
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Figure 2: The longitudinal momentum distribution of inclusive subjets z = psubjet
T /pT

originating from either a quark (blue) or a gluon (orange) jet simulated with Pythia [59].
We show the distributions for inclusive subjet clustering with r = 0.02 (left) and for exclusive
clustering with a fixed number of N = 30 subjets (right), which yields a comparable average
number of subjets.

this sense, subjets serve as a useful tool for throttling or controlling the input data to the
machine in a way that is theoretically interpretable in perturbative QCD.

First, we consider inclusive subjets reconstructed with the anti-kT algorithm and a
fixed jet radius r < R. This approach fixes the maximally allowed size of the reconstructed
subjets but the number of subjets varies for each jet. We illustrate the distribution of subjets
in the η-φ plane for three different subjet radii in Fig. 1. As r is increased, the central
subjet contains a large fraction of particles. Second, we consider subjets reconstructed
with the exclusive kT algorithm. Particles are clustered with the kT algorithm until a
fixed number of subjets N is obtained. Different than in the case of inclusive subjets, the
number of identified subjets is fixed but their size varies jet-by-jet. The N subjets span
the full information content of the N most resolved emissions inside the jet analogous to
the N -subjettiness basis developed in Refs. [10, 34, 35]. An alternative approach to the
exclusive kT algorithm is to identify subjets with the XCone algorithm [58]. We leave the
exploration of this algorithm for future work. By taking the small-r (inclusive subjets) or
large-N limit (exclusive subjets), we can study the transition to the nonperturbative regime
where eventually, every subjet only contains a single hadron.

To illustrate the qualitative differences between the two reconstruction methods dis-
cussed above, we show as an example the longitudinal momentum distributions of subjets
z = psubjet

T /pT in Fig. 2 separately for quark and gluon jets. Here pT denotes the initial
jet transverse momentum and psubjet

T the longitudinal subjet momentum using either the
inclusive or exclusive reconstruction method. As an example, we choose N = 30 for the
exclusive reconstruction of subjets and r = 0.02 for inclusive subjets, which yields a compa-
rable average number of subjets. We observe that the two methods lead to qualitatively
different spectra. The inclusive subjet spectrum exhibits a peak (quarks) or plateau (gluons)
for intermediate to large values of z. In contrast, the spectrum for exclusive subjets only
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peaks at small values of z and falls off steeply for z → 1. This is due to the fact that for
exclusive clustering the kT algorithm is used, where soft hadrons are clustered first. Only at
the end hard emissions are combined, making it unlikely to find a subjet with z → 1 for a
fixed value of N . We note that for inclusive subjets, the z-distributions are qualitatively the
same for both the anti-kT and kT algorithms. The longitudinal momentum spectrum for
inclusive subjets was calculated within perturbative QCD up to next-to-leading logarithmic
(NLL) accuracy. See Refs. [60–63]. This close connection to first-principles calculations may
allow for an increased understanding of machine learning algorithms in QCD.

From the identified subjets, the kinematic information (zi, ηi, φi) of the each subjet is
used as input to the classifiers discussed below. In the limit that r → 0 (inclusive subjets)
or N →∞ (exclusive subjets), the subjet basis becomes equivalent to the set of particle
four-vectors of the jet, and the classifier can make use of the full information content of the
jet. The subjet basis therefore provides a means to limit the information supplied to the
classifier, by using r > 0 or N <∞.

3 Jet Flow Networks (JFNs): Deep sets of subjets

In this section, we describe the permutation invariant neural networks that use the kinematic
information of subjets as input to perform binary classification tasks. As introduced above,
we refer to the machine learning architecture and the pre-processing step of clustering
particles into subjets as JFNs.

The reconstructed subjets discussed in the previous section do not have an inherent
ordering. Therefore, permutation-invariant neural networks are a natural choice to perform
classification tasks that take as input the kinematic information of subjets. In Refs. [44–46]
deep sets were introduced as a permutation invariant neural network. In the context of
particle physics deep sets were first discussed in Ref. [11] as Particle Flow Networks (PFNs)
that take as input the information of individual particles. A permutation invariant classifier f ,
which takes as input the subjet four-momenta pi satisfies f(p1, . . . , pN ) = f(pπ(1), . . . , pπ(N)).
Here π denotes the permutation operator. Following Ref. [44], we can write the classifier f
as

f(p1, . . . , pn) = F

( N∑
i=1

Φi(pi)
)
, (3.1)

where F, Φ are neural networks and, as an intermediate step, we sum over all reconstructed
subjets N . The first neural network Φ : R4 → Rl takes as input the individual subjet
four momenta and maps it to an l-dimensional latent space. For massless subjets, we can
write the individual four vectors in terms of (zi, ηi, φi). Here zi is the subjet’s longitudinal
momentum fraction, see Fig. 2, and (ηi, φi) denote its coordinates in the rapidity-azimuth
plane. We note that further information can be included in the per-subjet mapping such
as the jet mass or the jet charge [64, 65], analogous to e.g. particle identification (PID)
for PFNs. We leave quantitative studies of the impact of these additional features for
future work. The summation in Eq. (3.1) ensures that the classifier f is invariant under
permutations of the input variables. The second neural network F : Rl → R is a map from
the latent space where the summation operation is performed to the final classification score.
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PFN [11] JFN EFN [11]

Input particle 4-momenta subjet 4-momenta particle 4-momenta
Classifier IRC unsafe Sudakov safe IRC safe

Table 1: Overview of different classifiers based on permutation invariant neural networks.

Note that the classifier architecture in Eq. (3.1) can accommodate both a fixed number N
of subjets (exclusive subjets) and input with variable length (inclusive subjets).

We refer to the deep set classifier based on subjets in Eq. (3.1) as JFNs. The JFNs are
a family of classifiers due to the dependence on the continuous parameter r in the case of
inclusive clustering or on N in the case of exclusive clustering, in which case the clustering
is performed until N subjets remain. Since the JFN takes subjet information as input, the
resulting classifier is generally Sudakov safe [40]. We summarize the different aspects of
permutation invariant network architectures based on deep sets in table 1. Since the JFNs
are Sudakov safe, they constitute an intermediate point between IRC-unsafe PFNs and
IRC-safe EFNs. In the limit of r → 0 (inclusive subjets) or the large-N limit (exclusive
subjets), we recover the PFN classifier.

4 Data sets

In this work, we will consider JFNs for two exemplary binary classification tasks in high-
energy physics. First, we consider quark vs. gluon jet classification and, second, QCD
vs. Z jet classification. For the quark vs. gluon case, we make use of the data set in
Ref. [66], which consists of 2M jets with transverse momentum pT = [500, 550] GeV, rapidity
|η| < 1.7, jet radius parameter R = 0.4, and center-of-mass energy

√
s = 14 TeV. We will

make use of both the data set generated with Pythia [59] and Herwig [67]. In order to
explore the dependence on the jet transverse momentum, we also generate two additional
data sets consisting of 500k jets each with transverse momentum pT = [300, 350] GeV
and [1000, 1050] GeV, respectively. The underlying processes are: qq̄ → Z(→ νν̄) + g and
qq̄ → Z(→ νν̄) + (uds) analogous to Ref. [66]. For the QCD vs. Z-jet case, we generate
500k jets for three different bins of jet transverse momentum, [300, 350] GeV, [500, 550]
GeV and [1000, 1100] GeV with a jet mass mj = [45, 135] GeV. The radius parameter is
R = 0.8, the rapidity cut is |η| < 1.7 and the samples are generated using Pythia at√
s = 14 TeV. Jets arising from Z bosons are identified by requiring that the leading Z

boson is in the catchment area of the jet as extracted from the kinematics of the events at
the particle level before hadronization with a Z-jet distance from the jet axis less than R/2.
A similar tagging procedure is performed to differentiate between quark and gluon jets in
the QCD sample. The tag is based on the leading parton within the catchment area of
the jet. However, to strengthen the parton-jet association, we use parton-level kinematics
injected into the hadron-level event using so-called ghost particles (pT = 10−5 GeV) that
do not affect the jet reconstruction but allow for efficient tagging after the jet finding step.
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Figure 3: N -subjettiness ratio τ (1)
2 /τ

(1)
1 (left) and the jet mass distribution (right) for

QCD and Z jets with pT = [500, 550] GeV. The N-subjettiness axes were identified using
the one pass kT clustering algorithm.

The substructure of QCD jets is generally single-pronged, whereas the decay products
of a Z cause the corresponding jets to have two prongs. The ratio of N -subjettiness
observables [36, 37, 68, 69] is sensitive to the number of prongs inside a jet. In order to
define the N -subjettiness, a given number of N axes are identified inside the jet using the
exclusive kT algorithm. The N -subjettiness variables τ (β)

N measure the radiation along these
axes and are defined as

τ
(β)
N = 1

pT

∑
i∈jet

pT i min
{
Rβ1i, R

β
2i, . . . , R

β
Ni

}
. (4.1)

Here the pT i of each particle i is weighted by its distance Rji to the closest axis j raised to
the power β > 0, which is a tunable parameter. For jets that are more like a single-prong
jet, the variable τ2 will peak at smaller values compared to τ1, whereas for two-prong like
jets the variable τ2 takes similar values compared to τ1 (by construction, τn+1 ≤ τn). In the
left panel of Fig. 3, we show the result for the ratio τ (1)

2 /τ
(1)
1 , which shows the expected

separation of the two jet samples, and the jet mass mj distribution for QCD and Z jets
(right panel). For all classification tasks, the training/validation/test split is 80%/10%/10%.

5 JFN performance: gapless jet classification

In this section, we will explore the performance of the JFNs and compare the results to
PFNs, which are recovered as a limit of the JFNs where for r → 0 every subjet contains
only a single hadron. We consider two exemplary binary classification tasks in high-energy
physics: quark vs. gluon and QCD vs. Z boson jet identification.

In order to implement the permutation-invariant neural networks, we parametrize the
functions Φ and F in Eq. (3.1) in terms of DNNs, using the EnergyFlow package [11] with
Keras [70]/TensorFlow [71]. For Φ we use two hidden layers with 100 nodes each and a
latent space dimension of d = 256. For F we include three layers with 100 nodes each.
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For each dense layer, we use the ReLU activation function [72] and we use the softmax
activation function for the final output layer of the classifier. We train the neural networks
using the Adam optimizer [73] with learning rates ranging from 10−3 to 10−4. We use the
binary cross entropy loss function [74] and train for 60 epochs with a batch size of 256 and
a patience parameter of 8 for early stopping. We find no significant changes in performance
when changing the size or number of the layers, latent space dimension, learning rate, and
batch size by factors of 2-5. Following Ref. [11], we perform a preprocessing step to simplify
the training process: we use the rescaled momentum fractions zi and center the rapidity
and azimuthal angles ηi, φi of the particles in the jet with respect to the jet direction.

We quantify the performance of the different classifiers in terms of the Receiver Operator
Characteristic (ROC) curve and the Area Under the Curve (AUC) of ROC curve. The ROC
curve is the cumulative distribution function of the true positive rate vs. the false positive
rate of a classifier as the decision threshold is varied. The AUC takes values between 0.5
and 1, where 0.5 (1) corresponds to a random (perfect) binary classifier. We estimate the
statistical uncertainty of the AUC by training the deep sets four times for each choice of
the subjet radius r and using the standard deviation as the uncertainty.

Fig. 4 (left) shows the JFN results for q vs. g jet discimination using inclusive subjet
clustering and 2M jets for training, validation and testing. The top panel shows the AUC
performance as we change the inclusive subjet radius r, and the bottom panel shows the
ROC curves for several r. For comparison, we also show the PFN result. In the case of the
AUC plot, we display the PFN classifier as the leftmost point on the r axis. As expected, we
find that for the smallest subjet radii r the performance of the PFN is recovered. Strikingly,
however, the performance of the JFN does not significantly diminish as r is increased
for values of the subjet radius r . 0.01. At this critical r value, we have on average
nsubjets/nhadrons ≈ 0.75. This observation is corroborated by the ROC curve in the lower
panel, which shows that there is no performance loss in the JFN (r = 0.01) as compared
to the PFN. This demonstrates that there is little-to-no information encoded in the very
soft/collinear emissions relevant for discriminating q vs. g jets, and suggests that IRC safe
inputs are sufficient for the purpose of q vs. g classification. In section 6, we will further
discuss the physical interpretation of this critical r value.

Fig. 4 (right) shows the analogous JFN results for QCD vs. Z jet classification using
inclusive subjet clustering and 500k jets for training, validation and testing. We observe
again that the JFNs smoothly converge to the result of the PFN. Different than for quark
vs. gluon jet tagging, we can now choose a significantly larger subjet radius r . 0.1 without
compromising the performance of the classifier. This is related to the fact that in this
case, the boosted Z-boson decay products generally lead to a two-pronged jet substructure,
whereas QCD (quark and gluon) jets exhibit a single-pronged jet substructure (see Fig. 3 as
well as Refs. [1, 3] for different observables and perturbative calculations that characterize
the radiation patterns of QCD and boosted Z jets). In general, machine-learned classifiers
can make use of more information than the one- vs. two-pronged structure inside these
jets; for r ∼ 0.1, a significant fraction of the hadrons inside the jets are clustered into
subjets, nsubjets/nhadrons ≈ 0.4. However, due to the observed saturation up to r ∼ 0.1, we
conclude that the information contained in soft and collinear emissions is significantly less

– 9 –



PFN .003 .005 0.01 .02 .05 0.1 .2 .30.4

r

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

A
U

C
q vs. g

Pythia8,
√
s=14 TeV,

R=0.4, pT ∈[500,550] GeV

PFN 0.01 0.05 0.1 .2 .3.4 .60.8
r

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

A
U

C

Z vs. QCD

Pythia8,
√
s=14 TeV,

R=0.8, mj ∈ [45,135] GeV
pT ∈ [500,550] GeV

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False q Rate (False q / Total g)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

T
ru

e
q

R
at

e
(T

ru
e

q
/

T
ot

al
q)

PFN

JFN (r = 0.01)

JFN (r = 0.05)

JFN (r = 0.1)

JFN (r = 0.2)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Z boson efficiency (TPR)

100

101

102

103

Q
C

D
re

je
ct

io
n

ra
te

(1
/F

P
R

)

PFN

JFN (r = 0.2)

JFN (r = 0.3)

JFN (r = 0.4)

Figure 4: Top panel: AUC for quark vs. gluon jet (left) and QCD vs. Z jet tagging (right)
using JFNs with different values of the (inclusive) subjet radius r. The PFN classifier is
shown for reference at the leftmost value of r. Bottom panel: ROC curves for quark vs.
gluon (left) and QCD vs. Z jet tagging using JFNs and the PFN with different values of
the (inclusive) subjet radius r for the same datasets as the upper panel.

relevant for this classification task compared to quark vs. gluon jet tagging. This is due to
the physical scales that are relevant for the different jet classification tasks, which we will
explore in more detail in section 6. For completeness, we list the numerical values for the
AUC including uncertainties in table 2.

For both quark vs. gluon jet classification and QCD vs. Z jet classification, we have
shown that for a range of subjet radii r, the JFN exhibits no significant difference in
performance compared to the PFN. That is, the JFN classifier here is “gapless” in the
sense that we smoothly approximate the PFN performance (for finite values of r). The
clustering of soft and collinear emissions into subjets does not affect the performance as
long as r is sufficiently small. This is in contrast to previous studies based on observables
such as N -subjettiness variables, which exhibit a small but persistent performance gap to
PFNs [7, 10, 11]. The JFN provides the first example of a classifier with IRC-safe inputs
that achieves equivalent performance to the IRC-unsafe PFNs for several classification
tasks. Our results are consistent with the intuitive expectation that very soft particles
are essentially uncorrelated with the hard process and therefore do not provide relevant
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Model AUC q vs. g Model AUC QCD vs. Z
PFN 0.8912 ± 0.0005 PFN 0.9235 ± 0.0015

JFN (r = 0.005) 0.8911 ± 0.0002 JFN (r = 0.01) 0.9237 ± 0.0018
JFN (r = 0.01) 0.8904 ± 0.0009 JFN (r = 0.05) 0.9236 ± 0.0010
JFN (r = 0.015) 0.8865 ± 0.0011 JFN (r = 0.1) 0.9227 ± 0.0017
JFN (r = 0.02) 0.8812 ± 0.0008 JFN (r = 0.15) 0.9189 ± 0.0009
JFN (r = 0.05) 0.8550 ± 0.0004 JFN (r = 0.2) 0.9150 ± 0.0012
JFN (r = 0.1) 0.8207 ± 0.0009 JFN (r = 0.3) 0.7755 ± 0.0025
JFN (r = 0.2) 0.7629 ± 0.0013 JFN (r = 0.4) 0.7115 ± 0.0015

Table 2: Numerical values for the AUC for both classification tasks considered in this
work.

information for typical classification tasks in high-energy physics. The main question of
our paper has thus been answered by these observations. At least for the two classification
tasks considered here, we have found that IRC-safe information is sufficient to close the
gap to IRC-unsafe classifiers. This was achieved by using the machine learning architecture
and input type (momentum, position information) for both cases and by including subjet
reclustering as a preprocessing step in the IRC-safe case. We note that our conclusions
come with the following caveat. While we are going to identify relevant physical scales with
the performance of the classifiers, it is possible that future advances in machine learning
lead to more powerful algorithms that may require us to reduce the subjet radius r to match
the performance of IRC-unsafe classifiers.

6 Learning physical scales

As discussed in the previous section, the performance of the JFNs based on IRC-safe input
matches that of the IRC-unsafe PFNs for finite values of the subjet radius r where a
significant fraction of hadrons is clustered into subjets. In this section, we quantify in more
detail the onset of the drop in performance when the subjet radius crosses certain physical
scales. Here we only focus on inclusive instead of exclusive subjet reconstructions since we
are primarily interested in the physical scale associated with a fixed value of subjet radius
r. In order to identify the physical scale associated with the classification tasks and study
its scaling behavior, we are going to analyze the AUC for different bins of jet transverse
momentum pT .

In the upper left panel of Fig. 5, we show the AUC for q vs. g discrimination for three
different bins of the jet transverse momentum. For comparison, we show analogous to
Fig. 4 the PFN result as the left-most point (r = 0.001). For all three classification tasks
we used 500k jets for training, validation and testing. First, we notice that at sufficiently
large r all three AUC curves merge and the classification performance is (approximately)
independent of the jet transverse momentum. This can be traced back to the approximate
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Figure 5: Left: AUC for quark vs. gluon jet classification for three different jet pT intervals
as a function of the subjet radius r. Upper right: Average subjet multiplicity nq,g for quark
(solid) and gluon (dashed) jets. Lower right: Ratio of the average subjet multiplicities
ng/nq for the three jet pT intervals.

scale invariance of the QCD parton shower cascade. Second, we observe that in all three
cases, the AUC reaches a plateau for finite values of the jet radius as r is decreased. In the
lower left panel of Fig. 5, we show the results in the transition region in more detail. The
onset of the plateau shifts to the left as the jet pT is increased. For higher jet pT , the jet
constituents are more collimated leading to a smaller critical value r where the JFNs match
the PFN performance. We can identify the following approximate scale where the AUC
reaches a plateau and agrees with the PFN results:

pT · r ∼ 5 GeV . (6.1)

Since there is no additional physical scale in the quark vs. gluon jet classification task
besides the jet pT , the agreement with the PFN result is achieved for relatively low energy
scales. However, we would like to stress that the identified scale is still in the perturbative
regime. This suggests that because we only use particle momentum in our classifier that
non-perturbative symmetries such as isospin forbid useful information at hadron level for
discrimination. This would be broken and discrimination could improve if information
sensitive to flavor was measured, which has been established in some recent studies of the
jet charge [42, 43].

Since the (IRC-unsafe) particle multiplicity is known to be a powerful discriminant for
quark vs. gluon jet tagging [27, 75, 76], we study the relation of our results to the average
subjet multiplicities nq,g as a function of the subjet radius r, which is shown in the upper
right panel of Fig. 5. As expected, the subjet multiplicities for both quark and gluon jets
increase as the subjet radius r is decreased. In the limit r → 0, the subjet multiplicity
smoothly asymptotes to the particle multiplicity. The expected value for the ratio of the
particle multiplicities at leading order is ng/nq = CA/CF = 9/4 [77, 78]. In agreement
with the discussion in the previous section, we notice that the subjet radius where the quark
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Figure 6: Left: AUC for QCD vs. Z jets for three different jet pT intervals as a function
of the subjet radius r.

vs. gluon jet AUC reaches a plateau is larger than the r value where the subjet multiplicity
reaches the particle multiplicity by an order of magnitude. This confirms that matching
the PFN performance with JFNs is a non-trivial result. As shown in the lower right panel
of Fig. 5, we observe that the ratio ng/nq peaks at intermediate values of r, which is in the
region of the better modeled perturbative physics [76, 79–81]. Interestingly, the location
of the peaks is approximately the same as where the AUC for quark vs. gluon jet tagging
reaches the plateau and agrees with the PFN result. This interesting correlation indicates
that we can increase the subjet radius r without affecting the classification performance
until the subjet multiplicity ng/nq starts to decrease.

Next, we consider QCD vs Z jet classification. The AUC for three jet transverse
momentum intervals is shown in Fig. 6 as a function of the subjet radius r. In all three
cases we used 500k jets for training, validation and testing. As the jet pT is increased,
the value of the subjet radius r ∼ 0.1− 0.2, where JFNs match the PFN performance is
shifted to the left. This observation is generally consistent with quark vs. gluon jet tagging
discussed above. We note that for the AUC curve with pT ∈ [300, 350] GeV the choice of
the jet radius R might start to play a role. The value of r where the performance reaches
the plateau is roughly a factor of 10 higher compared to quark vs. gluon jet tagging. As
already hinted at above, this is due to the presence of different physical scales. QCD jets do
not have any additional intrinsic scales except for the hadronization scale. Instead, jets that
contain the decay products of the boosted Z boson are sensitive to the Z-boson mass MZ .

In order to gain further insights into the underlying physics, we are going to study the
distribution of the opening angle of the two leading subjets θ12. This variable is closely
related to the 2-pronged structure of Z jets and serves as a useful discriminant since at
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Figure 7: Reclustering of the Z-boson decay products into subjets with different radii.

leading order the Z-boson decays into a quark and anti-quark, which correspond to the
two leading subjets at this order. The boosted Z decay products have an opening angle θZ ,
which is determined by MZ and the jet transverse momentum pT as

θZ ∼
2MZ

pT
. (6.2)

For higher pT , the decay products are more boosted and θZ is smaller. See Fig. 7 for an
illustration of the boosted Z-boson decay products clustered into subjets. If the subjet
radius parameter is sufficiently small r < θZ/2, the Z-boson decay products are clustered
into separate subjets. Instead, for r > θZ , they are merged into a single subjet. In the
intermediate region, r < θZ < 2r, they are identified as two separate subjets but the subjet
catchment areas overlap.

In Fig. 8, we show the distributions of the opening angle θ12 between the first two
leading subjets for both QCD and Z jets for different values of the subjet radius r. Here,
θ12 corresponds to the geometric distance in the η-φ plane, i.e. without rescaling by the jet
radius R. The left column of Fig. 8 shows the opening angles θ12 between the two leading
hadrons, which corresponds to the subjet radius r = 0. The middle column shows the
θ12 distributions for r values in the plateau region where the AUC of the JFNs matches
the PFN result. The right column corresponds to higher r values where the AUC has
dropped significantly, see Fig. 6 above. The top and bottom row correspond to two different
jet pT intervals as indicated in the figure. We observe that for both QCD and Z jets,
the distributions are bounded from below by the chosen subjet radius, θ12 > r, and the
distributions vanish when the angle between the leading subjets reaches the jet radius
θ12 . R = 0.8. Due to collinear QCD emissions, the distribution of the angle between the
two leading hadrons peaks at θ12 ∼ 0. As the subjet radius is increased, it peaks close
to the lower bound θ12 ∼ r. Eventually the θ12 distribution becomes broader for large
values of r. Instead, both at hadron level and for r values in the plateau region of the
AUC, the θ12 distribution of Z-jets has a two-peak structure. The left peak is due to QCD
emissions and it occurs at the same θ12 value as the single peak of QCD jets. The second
peak occurs around the opening angle of the Z decay products θ12 ∼ θZ . The width of the
peaks scales as ∼ 1/pT . When r is chosen in the plateau region of the AUC in Fig. 6, the
JFN performance agrees with the PFN result. In this region, the two-peak structure of the
Z-jet θ12 distribution can be clearly identified. The two-prong structure of Z jets is the
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Figure 8: Distributions of the opening angle θ12 between the two leading subjets for both
QCD and Z jets. We show the results for the two leading hadrons (r = 0, left column) and
two representative r values (middle and right column). The upper and lower row correspond
to two intervals of the jet transverse momentum pT .

most prominent feature that distinguishes the two jet samples and it is clearly resolved as
long as r is sufficiently small. In this region, we found that the JFN performance is the
same as the IRC-unsafe PFN result. While the location of the θ12 ∼ θZ peak is fixed, the
peak due to QCD emissions moves to larger θ12 as r is increased. Eventually, the two peaks
start to merge. This is illustrated in the right-most column of Fig. 8, which shows the θ12
distributions for r values where the JFN performance is significantly below its maximal
value. The two peaks of the Z jets have merged into one peak and the distribution is very
similar to QCD jets. In this case, the Z-decay products cannot be clearly resolved and the
performance of the classifier deteriorates. At this scale, the classifier does not have access
to the UV physics anymore and as such the performance for the pT = [1000, 1100] GeV jets
matches the performance for the pT = [500, 550] GeV jets. By comparing the upper and
lower row of Fig. 8, we observe that the location of the peaks is shifted to lower values for
higher jet pT . In addition, the width of the peaks is narrower ∼ 1/pT . This agrees with
the observation that for higher jet pT , the end of the AUC plateau in Fig. 6 is reached for
smaller r values.

Another way of illustrating the importance of resolving the Z-boson decay products is
by training deep sets using only the information of the first few leading subjets. In Fig. 9,
we show the AUC for QCD vs Z jets as a function of the subjet radius r for three classifiers.
We compare the JFNs to deep sets trained on the kinematic information of only the first
two or three leading subjets. As an example, we use the jet transverse momentum interval
of pT = [500, 550] GeV. We observe that for large and intermediate values of the subjet
radius r, the JFN performance is close to the deep sets trained on only two or three leading
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Figure 9: AUC of the JFNs for QCD vs. Z jets trained on the full information (inclusive
subjets) compared to deep sets trained only on the two or three leading subjets.

subjets. For small values of r, the leading two or three subjets do not contain enough
information to match the JFN result. Especially, using the information of three leading
subjets closely approximates the JFN performance down to a subjet radius of r ∼ 0.2. The
relevance of the third leading subjet corroborates the results of Ref. [34], where the leading
emission off the color dipole was identified as an important component for QCD vs. Z jet
classification.

Analogous classification tasks where physical scales can likely be identified are light
QCD vs. c or b-jets [82–84], QCD vs. Higgs [85] or QCD vs. top quark jets [14]. We leave
the exploration of these topics for future work.

7 Performance vs. generalizability

Machine learning-based classifiers are often deployed in experimental analyses to tag jet
topologies. A typical method is to train the classifier using fully supervised learning on
precise theoretical simulations and apply it to experimental data [84, 86, 87]. However, this
approach introduces model dependence as simulations do not perfectly match the actual
data. In this section, we will explore some of the systematic uncertainties associated with
this method. Other options that have been proposed include semi- or weakly-supervised
techniques [88, 89], as well as data-driven methods [90].

When using fully supervised learning to develop classifiers, it is crucial to ensure
that the model can generalize well to the unseen experimental data. For JFNs, soft and
collinear particles are clustered into subjets making them less sensitive to the modeling
of IR physics. Since it is generally challenging to model the very soft physics of collider
events in Monte Carlo event generators, JFNs may have an advantage compared to PFNs
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in terms of generalizability. On the other hand, if too many particles are clustered into few
subjets, the overall performance deteriorates. In order to assess whether a classifier performs
well on unseen data, we train PFNs and JFNs with different parameters on Pythia [59]
(training + validation data set) and test on Herwig [67] simulations. Here, Herwig can
be considered as a surrogate for experimental data. We note that while the final results of
both event generators are quite similar, the underlying physics of both the perturbative
parton shower and the hadronization model can differ significantly. One generally expects
that quark jets are quite similar in Pythia and Herwig but the results for gluon jets tend
to differ more significantly [91–93]. See also Ref. [6], where Pythia and Herwig studies
were presented using Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs). Moreover, in Ref [94] mixed
Herwig/Pythia samples were used together with a Bayesian Network in order to increase
model robustness.

We consider quark vs. gluon jet tagging for pT = [500, 550] GeV using exclusive kT
clustering of the subjets that are taken as input to the machine learning algorithm. Fig. 10
shows the AUC as a function of the number of the subjets N . Analogous to the previous
figures we show the PFN result as the left-most point (N = 140). The upper panel shows
the result for JFNs as a function of N trained on Pythia and tested on Pythia (blue)
or Herwig (orange). In both cases, we observe a plateau in classifier performance as
the number of (exclusive) subjets is increased. Within the shown errors, we observe that
the AUC in both cases reaches its maximum value for N ∼ 30. As expected, there is
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weighting factor between optimal performance and generalizability.

a performance gap when testing the Pythia-trained classifier on quark vs. gluon jets
generated with Herwig compared to testing it on Pythia simulations. This observation
is consistent with the results of Refs. [6, 94]. However, we observe that the performance
gap decreases as N decreases. To better visualize this aspect, we show in the lower panel
the difference between the two AUC curves shown in the upper panel. The difference
becomes smaller as N is increased indicating improved generalizability of the model. Our
findings suggest that clustering particles into subjets can reduce the overall performance,
but it also masks modeling uncertainties of the IR physics leading to more robust classifiers.
Interestingly, we find that the difference between Pythia and Herwig does not decrease
for small N for QCD vs. Z jet classification (not shown).

We expect that the generalizability or robustness of machine learning-based classifiers
will be useful for certain experimental applications where the trade-off between performance
and generalizability needs to be considered. To illustrate this aspect, we introduce the
objective function f(a,N), defined as:

f(a,N) = AUCPythia(N)− a · (AUCPythia(N)−AUCHerwig(N)) , (7.1)

where N is the number of exclusive subjects. Here the performance and generalizability
are combined additively and a weighting factor a > 0 is introduced that allows us to
increase/decrease the relevance of the two metrics. An optimization problem to find the
optimal balance between performance (first term in Eq. (7.1)) and generalizability (second
term ∼ a in Eq. (7.1)) can now be formulated as follows: For a given choice of the weighting
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factor a, find the maximal value of the objective function f(a,N). The optimal number
of exclusive subjets is then given by Nopt = arg maxN f(a,N). We plot f(a,N) for two
different values of a in Fig. 11 (middle and lower panels). We observe that as a is increased
(the generalizability is weighted higher), the objective function peaks at an intermediate
value of N . For example, for a = 4 we find Nopt = 3. While our objective function is
constructed for illustration purposes, this result indicates that for certain experimental
analyses that employ machine learning-based classifiers, it can be advantageous to use JFNs
with a finite number of subjets to achieve the desired goals.

8 Conclusions

The classification of jets at collider experiments is relevant for a wide range of tasks in
high-energy particle and nuclear physics. Over the past years, machine learning-based
classifiers have been developed that can achieve impressive tagging performance. While
machine learning generally outperforms traditional methods by efficiently making use of
the full information content, it is often unclear where the performance difference is coming
from. In particular, it had been unclear if classifiers based on infrared-collinear information
can can match the performance of IRC-unsafe classifiers. IRC safety is primarily motivated
by theoretical considerations ensuring that observables are tractable in perturbative QCD.
In addition, it is expected that the very soft physics is uncorrelated to the hard partonic
process making it unlikely to be the reason of the performance gap that has been observed
between IRC-unsafe machine learning results and traditional IRC-safe observables.

In order to address these questions, we introduced in this work a new family of classifiers,
the Jet Flow Networks (JFNs). Here, particles inside a jet are first clustered into subjets
and their position and momentum are taken as input to a permutation-invariant neural
network (deep set). The clustering of subjets allows us to control the sensitivity to soft and
collinear emissions making the input to the classifier IRC safe. As the subjet radius vanishes,
we recover the IRC-unsafe Particle Flow Networks (PFNs). We investigated both inclusive
and exclusive subjet clustering, which can lead to important differences depending on the
application. As representative examples, we considered two classification tasks: quark vs.
gluon and QCD vs. Z jet tagging. Interestingly, we observed that the JFN performance
matches the IRC-unsafe PFN result for finite values of the subjet radius. This makes JFNs
the first classifier based on IRC-safe input without a performance gap to their IRC-unsafe
counterpart for several jet classification tasks. This observation answered the main question
we aimed to address in this work and indeed IRC-safe information is sufficient for the jet
classification tasks considered here. As the subjet radius is increased, the performance of the
JFNs remains unchanged (and in agreement with the PFNs) until physical thresholds are
crossed. For example, for quark vs. gluon jets this threshold is around 5 GeV, whereas for
QCD vs. Z jets it is determined by the kinematics of the hadronic boosted decay products
of the Z-boson. In addition, we found that JFNs may offer a decreased model dependence
for certain classification tasks with only a modest tradeoff in performance. This observation
may lead to interesting applications of JFNs in collider phenomenology.
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Our results shed new light onto the information that machines learn in high-energy
physics applications. As more powerful algorithms will be developed it will be interesting to
revisit the question about the potential gap between classifiers based on IRC-safe and unsafe
information. While more work is needed in this direction, our work represents an important
step toward increasing the interpretability of machine learning methods in high-energy
physics. In addition, we anticipate various applications of JFNs in heavy-ion collisions and
the future Electron-Ion Collider [95].
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Abstract: Short-distance new physics at (or slightly) above the TeV scale should not
excessively violate the approximate flavor symmetries of the SM in order to comply with
stringent constraints from flavor-changing neutral currents. In this respect, flavor symme-
tries provide an effective organizing principle for the vast parameter space of the SMEFT. In
this work, we classify all possible irreducible representations under U(3)5 flavor symmetry of
new heavy spin-0, 1/2, and 1 fields which integrate out to dimension-6 operators at the tree
level. For a general perturbative UV model, the resulting flavor-symmetric interactions are
very restrictive and, in most cases, predict a single Hermitian operator with a definite sign.
These leading directions in the SMEFT space deserve particular attention. We derive an ex-
tensive set of present experimental constraints by utilizing the existing global SMEFT fits,
which incorporate data from top quark, Higgs boson, and electroweak measurements, along
with constraints on dilepton and 4-lepton contact interactions. The derived set of bounds
comprehensively summarises the present knowledge from indirect searches of flavor-blind
new physics mediators.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is a remarkably successful theory that with-
stood decades of experimental scrutiny. However, the SM is not the ultimate theory; there
must be new physics (NP) beyond the SM that resolves some of its outstanding issues. The
electroweak hierarchy problem, for example, suggests that the theory breaks not far above
the electroweak scale, motivating the exploration of the TeV scale, the next short-distance
frontier. Despite high expectations, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) has not yet discov-
ered NP, setting stringent limits on many favored models addressing, e.g., the hierarchy
problem. While it is still premature to draw conclusions, the negative experimental results
have already shifted the focus toward bottom-up model building. As the LHC is heading
towards the precision era, we must explore every possibility without theoretical biases.

A robust approach to broadly explore short-distance NP effects at colliders is provided
by the Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT) [1–6]. Higher-dimensional opera-
tors are added to the SM Lagrangian, built from the SM fields respecting the SM spacetime
and gauge symmetries, suppressed by the cutoff scale Λ that characterizes the NP scale.
These operators encode the effects of NP at energy scales below Λ. In a bottom-up ap-
proach, the SMEFT allows for a model-independent study of NP effects, which can then
constrain or motivate particular ultraviolet (UV) models.

However, the SMEFT comes with its own challenges; there is a vast number of theory
parameters, a price to pay in order to be very general. The importance of a particular higher-
dimensional operator depends on its canonical dimension, which determines the suppression
due to the cutoff scale Λ. The leading baryon and lepton number–conserving effects are due
to operators of dimension-6. There are (59) 2499 such operators for one (three) generation(s)
of SM fermions [7]. Managing this complexity, which arises due to the flavor degree of
freedom, becomes crucial in order to extract meaningful information [8, 9].

There is more to consider when it comes to new physics at the TeV scale. Notably, low-
energy experiments have already conducted thorough tests of the (approximate) accidental
symmetries of the Standard Model, which predict a suppression in flavor-changing neutral
currents and CP violation – a consequence of the SM flavor structure. These indirect tests
impose crucial constraints on the higher-dimensional operators of the SMEFT that violate
symmetries; see, e.g., [10–15]. In other words, TeV-scale new physics with unsuppressed
flavor violation is already ruled out, a fact known as the new physics flavor puzzle.

Here we build upon our previous work [9], in which we investigated the role of flavor
symmetries and their breaking patterns in the SMEFT, with a focus on utilizing them
to organize the vast parameter space of the theory. In Ref. [9], we examined a variety
of flavor structures, including Minimal Flavor Violation (MFV) [16] and the U(2)5 flavor
symmetry [17, 18], while also exploring a wide array of other possibilities in both the
quark and lepton sectors. We identified several symmetry hypotheses that permit new
physics at the TeV scale in accordance with indirect tests conducted in flavor physics. As a
general guideline, the flavor-symmetric operators primarily influence the flavor-conserving
processes, such as those in the top, Higgs, and electroweak sectors. In contrast, the spurion-
suppressed operators play a role in flavor-changing transitions. In this respect, approximate
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flavor symmetries provide an organizing principle simplifying phenomenological studies. For
example, the flavor-symmetric basis of the U(3)5 case (leading terms in the MFV) contains
only 41 CP even and 6 CP odd operators (see Appendix B for explicit construction).

In this paper, we take advantage of the aforementioned simplification and move one step
beyond the EFT, classifying all perturbative ultraviolet (UV) completions that integrate out
to dimension-6 flavor-symmetric SMEFT at the tree level. As a representative example, we
focus on the U(3)5 symmetry, deferring the exploration of alternative cases to future work.
The resulting set of new fields and interactions extending the SM not only justify the current
global fits, which are performed in isolation from flavor data but also hold promise for direct
searches at the LHC and future colliders. These hypothetical new particles possess inherent
protection against flavor constraints, allowing them to easily have masses in the TeV range
with order one interactions with the SM states. In a sense, this approach represents a
convenient way to restructure new physics searches at the LHC using a purely bottom-up
methodology.

In the seminal work of Ref. [19], the authors provided a comprehensive classification of
new spin 0, 1/2, and 1 fields that match at tree-level to the dimension-6 SMEFT operators,
calculating the explicit contributions to the Wilson coefficients (WCs) – a crucial endeavor
known as the tree-level UV/IR dictionary (see also [20–22]). Building on these findings, our
objective in this work is to classify all possible irreducible representations (irreps) under the
U(3)5 flavor symmetry of the fields in the aforementioned UV/IR dictionary. Imposing the
flavor symmetry will tremendously restrict the allowed interactions with the SM fields. By
definition, such scenarios will integrate out to the U(3)5 flavor-symmetric SMEFT basis.

In the context of a general perturbative UV model, the resulting flavor-symmetric in-
teractions are highly restrictive. For a given flavor irrep, they predict, in most instances,
a single operator, i.e., a linear combination of operators in a chosen basis. These leading
directions in the SMEFT space are especially intriguing as they represent single-operator
scenarios motivated from a UV perspective, and are crucial when experimental collabora-
tions aim to fit a limited set of operators. Currently, fits are performed using an arbitrary
EFT basis, such as the Warsaw basis, where one-dimensional fits are predominantly inad-
equate for interpretation within a UV model. Considering the SMEFT space as a vector
space, the leading directions can be viewed as unique vectors with well-defined directions
while their lengths are controlled by the heavy mediator mass and couplings.

Upon establishing the flavor-symmetric UV/IR dictionary, we proceed in this work to
derive a comprehensive set of experimental constraints on each irreducible scenario. These
constraints are obtained from the available global SMEFT fits of the Higgs and electroweak
sectors, top quark, dilepton, and 4-lepton processes. As a result, we effectively summarize
existing limits on flavor-blind new physics mediators derived from indirect (EFT) searches.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we delve into the classification
of new tree-level mediators under the U(3)5 flavor symmetry, generating dimension-6 op-
erators in the SMEFT through flavor-symmetric interactions. In Section 3, we explore the
phenomenology associated with each identified case and derive the current experimental
limits from the available EFT analyses. We offer our concluding remarks in Section 4,
while additional technical details can be found in the Appendices.
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2 The tree-level UV/IR dictionary: Flavor representations

The SM fermion representations under (SU(3)C , SU(2)L)U(1)Y gauge group are q ∼ (3,2) 1
6
,

` ∼ (1,2)− 1
2
, u ∼ (3,1) 2

3
, d ∼ (3,1)− 1

3
, and e ∼ (1,1)−1. The SU(2)L doublets (singlets)

are left (right) Weyl fermions. Every gauge representation comes in three identical copies
(flavors). As a result, the SM Lagrangian without Yukawa interactions enjoys a large global
flavor symmetry,

U(3)5 ≡ U(3)q × U(3)` × U(3)u × U(3)d × U(3)e , (2.1)

The corresponding fields transform as

q ∼ 3q , ` ∼ 3` , u ∼ 3u , d ∼ 3d , e ∼ 3e , (2.2)

where we use a shorthanded notation: 3f is a (3)1 under (SU(3)f )U(1)f and a singlet under
other group factors. The Yukawa couplings yu,d,e act as spurious fields that formally trans-
form in a nontrivial representation of the flavor group with its background value inducing
flavor symmetry breaking,

yu ∼ (3u, 3̄q) , yd ∼ (3d, 3̄q) , ye ∼ (3e, 3̄`) . (2.3)

With this, the prescription for building an MFV structure [16] of the SMEFT is straightfor-
ward [8, 9]: postulate the U(3)5 symmetry in the higher-dimensional operators build from
the SM fields and spurions. The expansion is organized based on the number of spurion
insertions, rendering the series valuable due to the smallness of Yukawa matrix entries.1

The construction of the MFV SMEFT basis order by order in the spurion expansion is
detailed in Sections 2.4 and 3.7 in Ref. [9]. In Appendix B, we summarise the main findings
up to the linear order O(yu,d,e). The focus of this work is on the flavor-symmetric basis
(without spurion insertions) shown in the first two tables of Appendix B.

Moving forward, we presume that the subsequent layer beyond the SM is a weakly
coupled, perturbative quantum field theory encompassing arbitrary new spin-0, 1/2, and 1
fields. With their masses MX � vEW, we first concentrate on their leading, renormalizable
interactions (up to canonical dimension 4). Our goal is to identify and study all possi-
ble ways to generate the dimension-6 operator in the U(3)5 flavor-symmetric basis when
matching the UV theory on the SMEFT at the tree level (leading order).

We build on Ref. [19], which derived a comprehensive tree-level UV/IR dictionary.
The BSM fields, which integrate out at the tree level to dimension-6 SMEFT operators,
are organized in representations of the SM gauge group. Their Lagrangians (LBSM) can
be found in Appendix A of [19]. Field rotations and rescalings are performed to guarantee
diagonal and canonical kinetic terms, along with diagonal mass terms in the symmetric
electroweak phase. In Appendix D of [19], the authors report a complete set of tree-level
matching contributions to the dimension-6 SMEFT WCs in terms of the new masses and
couplings present in LBSM.

1The top Yukawa stands out, with (yu)33 ≈ 1. For this case, one can either assume an additional
expansion parameter, εu× yu, where εu � 1 (linear MFV), or consider resummation to all orders, resulting
in a U(2) subgroup (general MFV) [18]. We will take the first approach.
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Finally, what UV physics integrates out to the MFV SMEFT basis at dimension 6?
Imposing a U(3)5 global flavor symmetry on LBSM will:

• organize the new fields in irreps of the flavor group,

• impose mass degeneracy of the states within nontrivial flavor irreps, and,

• define the form of the flavor coupling tensors and drastically reduce the number of
theory parameters.

Focusing only on new physics interactions with the canonical dimension ≤ 4, only up to
two SM fermions can be present.2 Therefore, the BSM fields can either transform as trivial
(singlets) or nontrivial (triplets, sextets, octets) representations under the corresponding
U(3) flavor factors. In Appendix C, we write down all options for a single field extension
of the SM. For each Lorentz and gauge representation, we specify the Lagrangian, identify
possible flavor representations and their coupling tensors, and match every scenario to the
SMEFT. The main results of Appendix C are summarised in Tables 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5.

Each nontrivial flavor irrep generates a single dim-6 SMEFT operator at the tree level.
The predicted operators are Hermitian, and the related Wilson coefficients are real with
a well-defined sign. Since LBSM is U(3)5-invariant, the derived operators constitute linear
combinations of those in the U(3)5 flavor-universal basis found in Appendix B (initial two
tables).3 Overall, there are 25 distinct cases for new scalars (Table 1), 14 for fermions
(Table 2), and 25 for vectors (Table 3). We associate the term leading direction to such
linear combinations of the SMEFT operators, which are multiplied only by a single real
parameter with a definite sign.

Significant simplification transpires, even for trivial flavor irreps, upon enforcing U(3)5

symmetry on LBSM. Flavor singlets can only be either spin 0 or spin 1. In total, 12 such
instances are shown in Tables 4 and 5. The former table presents nine straightforward
cases, six expressible by a single parameter and three cases comprising a direction plus a
free Wilson coefficient for the Oφ operator. Remarkably, only three exceptional vector fields
necessitate three or more parameters (at most seven) for describing the tree-level matching
to dimension-6 SMEFT (Table 5).

In a UV theory featuring multiple new fields (flavor irreps), besides simply aggregating
their WCs, nontrivial matching contributions may arise from diagrams involving several
BSM fields. All such instances are charted in Appendix D. They involve either two or three
new scalars and always match to a single dimension-6 operator at the tree level, Oφ.

Finally, for completeness, Appendix E explores dimension-5 interactions of new fields
with the SM fields in LBSM. These nonrenormalizable interactions may emerge due to the
existence of a higher scale, ultimately leading to dimension-6 SMEFT. As expected, the
presence of a flavor symmetry fosters simplifications in comparison to the general scenario.

2In this study, we disregard matching contributions arising from terms L ⊃ VµDµS, where Vµ represents
a vector, and S denotes a scalar. These terms are absent in the unitary gauge of a renormalizable UV
completion and do not contribute at the tree level [19].

3One can also get operators in the flavor-universal + O(yu,d,e) basis due to the SM Yukawa interactions
in the matching even though LBSM contains no Yukawa spurions.
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Field Irrep Normalization Operator

S1 ∼ (1,1)1 3` |yS1 |2/M2
S1 OD`` −OE``

S2 ∼ (1,1)2 6̄e |yS2 |2/(2M2
S2) Oee

ϕ ∼ (1,2) 1
2

(3̄e,3`) −|yeϕ|2/(2M2
ϕ) O`e

(3̄d,3q) −|ydϕ|2/(6M2
ϕ) O(1)

qd + 6O(8)
qd

(3̄q,3u) −|yuϕ|2/(6M2
ϕ) O(1)

qu + 6O(8)
qu

Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1 6̄` |yΞ1 |
2 /(2M2

Ξ1
) OD`` +OE``

ω1 ∼ (3,1)− 1
3

(3q,3`) |yq`ω1 |2/(4M2
ω1

) O(1)
`q −O

(3)
`q

(3e,3u) |yeuω1
|2/(2M2

ω1
) Oeu

6̄q |yqqω1 |2/(4M2
ω1

) O(1)D
qq −O(3)D

qq +O(1)E
qq −O(3)E

qq

(3̄d, 3̄u) |yduω1
|2/(3M2

ω1
) O(1)

ud − 3O(8)
ud

ω2 ∼ (3,1) 2
3

3d |yω2 |2/M2
ω2

ODdd −OEdd

ω4 ∼ (3,1)− 4
3

(3e,3d) |yedω4
|2/(2M2

ω4
) Oed

3u |yuuω4
|2/M2

ω4
ODuu −OEuu

Π1 ∼ (3,2) 1
6

(3̄`,3d) −|yΠ1 |2/(2M2
Π1

) O`d

Π7 ∼ (3,2) 7
6

(3̄`,3u) −
∣∣y`uΠ7

∣∣2 /(2M2
Π7

) O`u
(3̄e,3q) −|yqeΠ7

|2/(2M2
Π7

) Oqe

ζ ∼ (3,3)− 1
3

(3q,3`) |yq`ζ |
2/(4M2

ζ ) 3O(1)
`q +O(3)

`q

3q |yqqζ |
2/(2M2

ζ ) 3O(1)D
qq +O(3)D

qq − 3O(1)E
qq −O(3)E

qq

Ω1 ∼ (6,1) 1
3

(3u,3d) |yudΩ1
|2/(6M2

Ω1
) 2O(1)

ud + 3O(8)
ud

3̄q |yqqΩ1
|2/(4M2

Ω1
) O(1)D

qq −O(3)D
qq −O(1)E

qq +O(3)E
qq

Ω2 ∼ (6,1)− 2
3

6d |yΩ2 |2/(4M2
Ω2

) ODdd +OEdd
Ω4 ∼ (6,1) 4

3
6u |yΩ4 |2/(4M2

Ω4
) ODuu +OEuu

Υ ∼ (6,3) 1
3

6q |yΥ|2/(8M2
Υ) 3O(1)D

qq +O(3)D
qq + 3O(1)E

qq +O(3)E
qq

Φ ∼ (8,2) 1
2

(3̄q,3u) −|yquΦ |2/(18M2
Φ) 4O(1)

qu − 3O(8)
qu

(3̄d,3q) −|ydqΦ |2/(18M2
Φ) 4O(1)

qd − 3O(8)
qd

Table 1: New scalars (nontrivial flavor irreps): The first column presents the names
of the spin-0 fields alongside their respective charges under the SM gauge group. The
second column delineates possible representations under the U(3)5 flavor symmetry. The
SMEFT operators generated upon integrating out a given field are detailed across the
third and fourth columns. For clarity, we separately display normalization and the gen-
erated operators, noting that the SMEFT Lagrangian can be reconstructed as LSMEFT ⊃
Normalization×Operator. Further details can be found in Appendix C.1.
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Field Irrep Normalization Operator

N ∼ (1,1)0 3` |λN |2/(4M2
N ) O(1)

φ` −O
(3)
φ`

E ∼ (1,1)−1 3` −|λE |2/(4M2
E) O(1)

φ` +O(3)
φ` − [2y∗eOeφ + h.c.]

∆1 ∼ (1,2)− 1
2

3e |λ∆1 |2/(2M2
∆1

) Oφe + [y∗eOeφ + h.c.]

∆3 ∼ (1,2)− 3
2

3e −|λ∆3 |2/(2M2
∆3

) Oφe − [y∗eOeφ + h.c.]

Σ ∼ (1,3)0 3` |λΣ|2/(16M2
Σ) 3O(1)

φ` +O(3)
φ` + [4y∗eOeφ + h.c.]

Σ1 ∼ (1,3)−1 3` |λΣ1 |2/(16M2
Σ1

) O(3)
φ` − 3O(1)

φ` + [2y∗eOeφ + h.c.]

U ∼ (3,1) 2
3

3q |λU |2 /(4M2
U ) O(1)

φq −O
(3)
φq + [2y∗uOuφ + h.c.]

D ∼ (3,1)− 1
3

3q − |λD|2 /(4M2
D) O(1)

φq +O(3)
φq − [2y∗dOdφ + h.c.]

Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1
6

3u −|λuQ1
|2/(2M2

Q1
) Oφu − [y∗uOuφ + h.c.]

3d |λdQ1
|2/(2M2

Q1
) Oφd + [y∗dOdφ + h.c.]

Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5
6

3d −|λQ5 |2/(2M2
Q5

) Oφd − [y∗dOdφ + h.c.]

Q7 ∼ (3,2) 7
6

3u |λQ7 |2/(2M2
Q7

) Oφu + [y∗uOuφ + h.c.]

T1 ∼ (3,3)− 1
3

3q |λT1 |2/(16M2
T1

) O(3)
φq − 3O(1)

φq + [2y∗dOdφ + 4y∗uOuφ + h.c.]

T2 ∼ (3,3) 2
3

3q |λT2 |2/(16M2
T2

) O(3)
φq + 3O(1)

φq + [4y∗dOdφ + 2y∗uOuφ + h.c.]

Table 2: New fermions: The first column presents the names of the spin-1
2 fields alongside

their respective charges under the SM gauge group. The second column delineates possible
representations under the U(3)5 flavor symmetry. The SMEFT operators generated upon
integrating out a given field are detailed across the third and fourth columns. For clarity,
we separately display normalization and the generated operators, noting that the SMEFT
Lagrangian can be reconstructed as LSMEFT ⊃ Normalization×Operator. The flavor indices
in the O(ye,d,u) terms are suppressed to reduce clutter. See Appendix C.2 for more details.
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Field Irrep Normalization Operator

B ∼ (1,1)0

8` −(g`B)2/(12M2
B) 3OE`` −OD``

8e −(geB)2/(6M2
B) Oee

8q −(gqB)2/(12M2
B) 3O(1)E

qq −O(1)D
qq

8u −(guB)2/(12M2
B) 3OEuu −ODuu

8d −(gdB)2/(12M2
B) 3OEdd −ODdd

B1 ∼ (1,1)1 (3̄d,3u) −|gduB1 |
2/(3M2

B1) O(1)
ud + 6O(8)

ud

W ∼ (1,3)0
8q −(gqW)2/(48M2

W) 3O(3)E
qq −O(3)D

qq

8` (g`W)2/(48M2
W) 5OE`` − 7OD``

L3 ∼ (1,2)− 3
2

(3e,3`) |gL3 |
2 /M2

L3 O`e

U2 ∼ (3,1) 2
3

(3̄e,3d) −|gedU2 |
2/M2

U2 Oed
(3̄`,3q) −|g`qU2 |

2/(2M2
U2) O(1)

`q +O(3)
`q

U5 ∼ (3,1) 5
3

(3̄e,3u) −|gU5 |2/M2
U5 Oeu

Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1
6

(3u,3`) |gu`Q1
|2/M2

Q1
O`u

(3̄d, 3̄q) 2|gdqQ1
|2/(3M2

Q1
) O(1)

qd − 3O(8)
qd

Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5
6

(3d,3`) |gd`Q5
|2/M2

Q5
O`d

(3e,3q) |geqQ5
|2/M2

Q5
Oqe

(3̄u, 3̄q) 2|guqQ5
|2/(3M2

Q5
) O(1)

qu − 3O(8)
qu

X ∼ (3,3) 2
3

(3̄`,3q) − |gX |2 /(8M2
X ) 3O(1)

`q −O
(3)
`q

Y1 ∼ (6̄,2) 1
6

(3̄d, 3̄q) |gY1 |
2 /(3M2

Y1) 2O(1)
qd + 3O(8)

qd

Y5 ∼ (6̄,2)− 5
6

(3̄u, 3̄q) |gY5 |
2 /(3M2

Y5) 2O(1)
qu + 3O(8)

qu

G ∼ (8,1)0

8q −(gqG)2/(144M2
G) 11O(1)D

qq − 9O(1)E
qq + 9O(3)D

qq − 3O(3)E
qq

8u (guG)2/(36M2
G) 3OEuu − 5ODuu

8d (gdG)2/(36M2
G) 3OEdd − 5ODdd

G1 ∼ (8,1)1 (3̄d,3u) |gG1 |
2 /(9M2

G1) −4O(1)
ud + 3O(8)

ud

H ∼ (8,3)0 8q −(gH)2/(576M2
H) 27O(1)D

qq − 9O(1)E
qq − 7O(3)D

qq − 3O(3)E
qq

Table 3: New vectors (nontrivial flavor irreps): The first column presents the names
of the spin-1 fields alongside their respective charges under the SM gauge group. The
second column delineates possible representations under the U(3)5 flavor symmetry. The
SMEFT operators generated upon integrating out a given field are detailed across the
third and fourth columns. For clarity, we separately display normalization and the gen-
erated operators, noting that the SMEFT Lagrangian can be reconstructed as LSMEFT ⊃
Normalization×Operator. See Appendix C.3 for more details.
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Field Irrep Normalization Operator

ϕ ∼ (1,2) 1
2

1 |λϕ|2 /M2
ϕ Oφ

Θ1 ∼ (1,4) 1
2

1 |λΘ1 |
2 /(6M2

Θ1
) Oφ

Θ3 ∼ (1,4) 3
2

1 |λΘ3 |
2 /(2M2

Θ3
) Oφ

S ∼ (1,1)0 1 −κ2
S/(2M

4
S) Oφ� − C̄SOφ

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0 1 κ2
Ξ/(2M

4
Ξ) −4OφD +Oφ� + C̄ΞOφ + 2

[∑
f y
∗
fOfφ + h.c.

]
Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1 1 |κΞ1 |

2 /M4
Ξ1

4OφD + 2Oφ� + C̄Ξ1Oφ + 2
[∑

f y
∗
fOfφ + h.c.

]
B1 ∼ (1,1)1 1 −|gφB1 |

2/(2M2
B1) 4(λφ + CB1φ4 )Oφ − 2OφD +Oφ� +

[∑
f y
∗
fOfφ + h.c.

]
W1 ∼ (1,3)1 1 −|gW1 |2/(8M2

W1
) 4(λφ + CW1

φ4 )Oφ + 2OφD +Oφ� +
[∑

f y
∗
fOfφ + h.c.

]
H ∼ (8,3)0 1 (gH)2/(96M2

H) 2O(3)D
qq + 3O(3)E

qq − 9O(1)E
qq

Table 4: Flavor singlets: First six rows are scalars (spin-0) while the last three are
vectors (spin-1). The table format is the same as for Tables 1, 2 and 3. The f index in the
O(yf ) terms goes over all three right-handed fields, i.e., f = {e, u, d}. The flavor indices
are suppressed to reduce clutter. Parameters CXφ4 are fixed in terms of the normalisation,
while C̄X are independent. See Appendices C.1 and C.3 for details.

Field Irrep # of parameters Operators

B ∼ (1,1)0 1 5R + 1C
OD`` , O

(1)D
qq , O(1)

`q , Oee, O
D
dd, ODuu, Oed, Oeu, O

(1)
ud

O`e, O`d, O`u, Oqe, O
(1)
qu , O(1)

qd , Oφ�, OφD, Oφu
Oφd, Oφe, O

(1)
φ` , O

(1)
φq , Oeφ, Odφ, Ouφ

W ∼ (1,3)0 1 2R + 1C
OD`` − 2OE``, O

(3)D
qq , O(3)

`q , Oφ, OφD,
Oφ�, O

(3)
φ` , O

(3)
φq , Oeφ, Odφ, Ouφ

G ∼ (8,1)0 1 3R
ODdd − 3OEdd, ODuu − 3OEuu, O

(3)E
qq , O(8)

qu , O(8)
qd ,

2O(1)D
qq − 3O(1)E

qq , O(8)
ud

Table 5: Flavor singlets (exceptions): Three vector (spin-1) fields match at tree-level to
dimension-6 SMEFT operators shown in the last column. The corresponding WCs can be
parameterised by a number of parameters indicated in the third column. See Appendix C.3
for details.
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3 Phenomenology

As articulated in Section 2, imposing U(3)5 symmetry on the interaction Lagrangian be-
tween an NP field and SM fields, in the vast majority of considered cases, leads to a single
Hermitian operator with a definite sign, once an NP field has been integrated out and
matched to the SMEFT at leading order. These leading SMEFT directions capture the
leading order IR phenomenology of high-energy single-field BSM extensions defined in Ap-
pendix C. We collected the NP fields denoting their possible representations under the
flavor group, along with the corresponding dimension-6 SMEFT operator they generate, in
Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4. This section delves into the phenomenological impacts of all pro-
posed scenarios, along with a compilation of the current experimental bounds. The three
exceptional scenarios in Table 5 are left for future work.

The section is organized in two parts. In the first part, we briefly describe the global
fits employed for the numerical analysis. Following that, we present the derived constraints
on the WCs, which can alternatively be viewed as limits on mediator masses, given that the
associated couplings in LBSM are set to unity for convenience. These results are logically
sorted into five categories, each dictated by different sectors of dominant phenomenology.

3.1 Global fits

Global SMEFT fits serve as a highly beneficial intermediate step for confronting short-
distance new physics scenarios with existing data. The outcomes of these fits are confi-
dence level intervals within the WCs parameter space. These intervals are subsequently
transformed into the UV model’s parameter space using matching relations. Global fits are
dependent on data harvested from a multitude of experiments, encompassing high-energy
collider processes, as well as precision measurements at low energies. The recent growing
interest in SMEFT has led to considerable progress in this field, with a plethora of SMEFT
data interpretations now accessible in the literature, see e.g. [23–64]. However, it is impor-
tant to note that each of these fits has inherent limitations concerning the breadth of data
included and the span of operators considered. In what follows, we give a brief descrip-
tion of global fits that we have identified as being particularly applicable to our numerical
analysis.

W/Z vertex corrections, 4-lepton and 2-quark-2-lepton operators

The flavor-diagonal 4-fermion operators, which consist of two or four leptons, along with
flavor-diagonal vertex corrections for W and Z, are concurrently fitted to a comprehensive
dataset in [28] (updated in [29]). Notably, the authors present results for U(3)5 flavor-
symmetric operators, which are directly applicable to our cases, covering a substantial
number of the leading directions. The data utilized in this fit comprise of:

• Neutrino scattering: CHARM [65, 66], CDHS [67] and CCFR [68] measured the
ratios of neutral- and charged-current (anti-)neutrino cross sections on nuclei.

• Atomic parity violation (APV): Experiments reported in [69–74] probe the parity-
violating nature of the couplings between electrons and quarks. In addition to the
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weak-charge measurements, these are also constrained from the deep-inelastic scat-
tering of polarized electron [75, 76] and from the asymmetry measurements using
muons [77].

• Low-energy flavor: Kaon, pion and tau decays into muons and electrons [31, 78–81].

• Quark pair production in e+e− collisions: The cross section and forward-backward
asymmetry in e+e− → qq̄ production [82–85] including also strange, charm and bot-
tom quarks in the final state.

• Lepton pair production in e+e− collisions: The polarization and forward-backward
asymmetry in e+e− → `+`− production [82, 86].

• W and Z pole observables: Various cross sections, decay rates, ratios, and asym-
metries shown in Table 1 of [30, 33].

Moreover, the compilation incorporates νµe scattering, low-energy parity-violating e+e−

scattering, and neutrino trident production, among others. These are comprehensively
encapsulated in Table 4 of [28]. The fit detailed in [29] encompasses data on coherent
elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering from the COHERENT experiment [87, 88]. Additional
updates of [28] are thoroughly documented in Appendix C.2. of [29] to which we refer for
more details. Important RGE effects are also included, as discussed in Section 2.3 of [28].
Our numerical results rely on the latest fit [29]. Nevertheless, we have checked that the
earlier fit [28] leads to only slightly reduced bounds.

In practice, we investigate the χ2 function of the U(3)5 dimension-6 SMEFT fit of [29]
separately for each leading direction from Section 2. We express WCs in terms of the mass
of a given NP mediator while setting the coupling constant to unity. Consequently, χ2

becomes a function of a single real and positive parameter, which then serves to determine
the allowed mass range.

It is also illuminating to indicate which WCs from the MFV basis (Appendix B) are
constrained in this global fit:

4F :
{
OD`` ,OE``,O`e,Oee,O

(1)
`q ,O

(3)
`q ,Oeq,O`u,O`d,Oeu,Oed

}
,

2F2H :
{
O(1)
φ` ,O

(3)
φ` ,O

(1)
φq ,O

(3)
φq ,Oφu,Oφd,Oφe

}
,

where 4F denotes the set of the 4-fermion, and 2F2H is the set of 2-fermion-2-Higgs oper-
ators. For easier comparison and reproduction of the analysis, we point out that the set of
OD`` and OE`` operators can also be replaced by OD`` and O(3)

`` , which are related via SU(2)

identities
OE`` =

1

2
OD`` +

1

2
O(3)
`` , O(3)

`` = (¯̀
iγ
µσa`i)(¯̀

jγµσ
a`j). (3.1)

This map enables easier extraction of the c`` and c
(3)
`` WCs used in [28, 29].4

4The overall normalization of the Oee, O`` and O(3)
`` operators in [28, 29] differs by an overall factor of

1/2, so once the map given by Eq. (3.1) has been applied, this factor also has to be taken care of upon
extraction of the c`` and c

(3)
`` Wilson coefficients.
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Top quark fit

Although the fit in the previous section probes a significant number of WCs, many are still
left unconstrained. The largest such set contains 4-quark operators, which are generated in
a considerable amount of cases (see Tables 1 and 3). The global fit presented in Ref. [42],
proves to be valuable when constraining WCs of the 4-quark operators thanks to the top
quark data from the LHC. Notably, most of our 4-quark operators, due to the U(3)5 flavor
symmetry, give rise to scattering processes with top quarks in the final state and valence
quarks in the initial state.

The ATLAS and CMS experiments measure various aspects of the top-quark pro-
duction: inclusive top-quark pair production [89–100], associated top-quark pair produc-
tion [101–112], inclusive single top-quark production [113–121] and associated single top-
quark production with weak bosons [122–130]. Besides the top data, the fit in [42] also
includes the Higgs and diboson data from the LHC.

The flavor symmetry of the quark sector imposed in Ref. [42] is U(2)q×U(2)u×U(3)d.
Under this assumption, the SMEFT parameter space is enlarged compared to the U(3)5-
symmetric scenario. The latter symmetry, assumed in this work, sets relations between
operators used in [42]. The translation boils down to rewriting the U(3)5-symmetric oper-
ators in terms of decomposed q and u fields, which under the U(2)q ×U(2)u×U(3)d flavor
symmetry decompose as q ∼ q1,2⊕ q3 and u ∼ u1,2⊕u3, where indices 1, 2 denote the light,
while 3 denotes the heavy quark flavor [8, 9]. Mapping from the Warsaw basis onto the
basis used in [42]5 is given in Table 2.4. For completeness, the set of WCs relevant to our
numerical analysis is

4Q : {cQQ1, cQQ8, cQt1, cQt8, ctt1, c81qq, c11qq, c83qq, c13qq, c8qt, c1qt, c8ut,
c1ut, c8qu, c1qu, c8dt, c1dt, c8qd, c1qd},

where 4Q denotes the set of 4-quark operators, following the notation of Table 2.6 of [42].
In the numerical analysis, we consider only one leading SMEFT direction at a time,

taking the corresponding individual O(Λ−4) bounds at 95% CL on the WCs from Table 5.4
of [42].6 The only correlation we take into account is the correlation between cQQ1 and cQQ8
operators, which has a value of ρ = −0.9. In fact, a comparison between the individual
(the third column) and marginalized (the fourth column) intervals shows similarity in their
ranges. This implies that the exclusion of other correlations from our analysis does not
exert a substantial influence on the final outcomes.

To sum up, the two fits described in this section cover the vast majority of cases. Besides
these two, we will also use a few results on WCs from Refs. [26, 132] applicable to flavor
singlet cases, as well as, the limits on semileptonic contact interactions from [58, 133, 134].

3.2 Results

The U(3)5 flavor assumption is restrictive enough to suggest a classification motivated by
phenomenology where the BSM mediators can be grouped based on a sector they contribute

5Often referred to as the SMEFT top operator basis, see [131].
6Since we are setting limits on single-field BSM extensions, the O(Λ−4) intervals give a more reliable

estimate than the O(Λ−2).
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Scalars
Field Irrep M [TeV]

S1 ∼ (1,1)1 3` 8.8
S2 ∼ (1,1)2 6̄e 3.5
ϕ ∼ (1,2) 1

2
(3`, 3̄e) 4.4

Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1 6̄` 11.1

Vectors
Field Irrep M [TeV]

B ∼ (1,1)0 8` 4.6
B ∼ (1,1)0 8e 2.7
W ∼ (1,3)0 8` 5.8
L3 ∼ (1,2)− 3

2
(3`,3e) 4.5

Table 6: 4-lepton phenomenology (Class I): The first two columns indicate gauge
and flavor representations of the new scalars (left panel) and vectors (right panel). The
third column shows the lower bounds at 95% CL on the mediator masses (couplings set
to unity) for each case. See Tables 1 and 3 for the linear combinations of the SMEFT
operators generated and Appendices C.1 and C.3 for more details on the flavor structure
of the corresponding coupling tensors.

to. These five classes are 4-lepton, 2-quark-2-lepton, 4-quark contact interactions,W and Z
vertex corrections, and oblique/Higgs corrections. For each class, we give a brief description
and report the summary table, which contains the 95% CL bounds obtained using the global
fits described above.

Class I: 4-lepton phenomenology

Four spin-0 and four spin-1 fields belong to this class; see Tables 1 and 3. Using the SMEFT
fit from [29], we derive the lower bound on the mediator mass assuming the corresponding
coupling constant is equal to one, see Table 6. The obtained limits are all in the multi-TeV
range, varying significantly depending on the gauge and flavor representation.

Class II: 2-quark-2-lepton phenomenology

Seven spin-0 and seven spin-1 fields integrate out to a 2-quark-2-lepton contact interaction.
Similarly to the 4-lepton class, here we also use the fit from [29] (described in the previous
section) to extract lower bounds on the mediator masses, assuming the couplings are set
to unity. In addition, independent constraints on 2-quark-2-lepton contact interactions can
be obtained from the high-mass Drell-Yan production at the LHC [31, 56, 57, 135–159].
For the latter, we use the likelihood tools reported in [58, 133, 134]. Finally, Table 7
presents the bounds from both low-pT (denoted as MLE) and high-pT (MDY) fits. (The
summary in Figure 1 shows the best of the two bounds.) Interestingly, the two sets of
complementary constraints are rather competitive with each other. The bounds are in the
multi-TeV range in all cases and vary significantly on the representation. For more details
on the phenomenology of MFV leptoquarks, see, e.g., [58, 160, 161].

Class III: 4-quark phenomenology

There are 14 scalars and 15 vectors in this class. The LHC measurements of jets and top
quarks provide leading probes of these operators. Employing the top quark fit from [42] as
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Scalars
Field Irrep MLE [TeV] MDY [TeV]

ω1 ∼ (3,1)− 1
3

(3q,3`) 10.0 8.8
ω1 ∼ (3,1)− 1

3
(3u,3e) 4.7 7.5

ω4 ∼ (3,1)− 4
3

(3d,3e) 3.6 5.1
Π1 ∼ (3,2) 1

6
(3d, 3̄`) 3.7 2.8

Π7 ∼ (3,2) 7
6

(3u, 3̄`) 3.5 6.2
Π7 ∼ (3,2) 7

6
(3q, 3̄e) 3.4 5.7

ζ ∼ (3,3)− 1
3

(3q,3`) 4.3 5.3

Vectors
Field Irrep MLE [TeV] MDY [TeV]

U2 ∼ (3,1) 2
3

(3d, 3̄e) 3.7 5.6
U2 ∼ (3,1) 2

3
(3q, 3̄`) 14.4 8.3

U5 ∼ (3,1) 5
3

(3u, 3̄e) 3.5 12.4
Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1

6
(3u,3`) 4.0 7.5

Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5
6

(3d,3`) 3.4 5.1
Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5

6
(3q,3e) 7.7 6.6

X ∼ (3,3) 2
3

(3q, 3̄`) 3.1 8.7

Table 7: 2-quark-2-lepton phenomenology (Class II): The first two columns indicate
gauge and flavor representations of the new scalars (left panel) and vectors (right panel).
The third and fourth columns contain the lower bounds at 95% CL on the mediator masses
(couplings set to unity) obtained by the low-energy experiments (MLE) and the Drell-Yan
production at the LHC (MDY), respectively. For the induced SMEFT operators, consult
the Tables 1 and 3 and Appendices C.1 and C.3 for more details.

discussed in Section 3.1, we set limits on the corresponding directions as shown in Table 8.
They are significantly weaker in comparison with the previous two classes clustering around
the TeV scale.

Note that there are four fields (two scalars and two vectors) that generate a 4-quark
operator containing only down quarks (ODdd and OEdd, see Appendix B) and, as such, they
can not be bounded from [42]. The corresponding fields are ω2 ∼ 3d, Ω2 ∼ 6d, B ∼ 8d and
G ∼ 8d (see Tables 1 and 3).

These operators, as well as, all other 4-quark operators, can be constrained from the
dijet production at the LHC [52–55, 162–164]. Unfortunately, the limits on the WCs derived
in these analyses are not directly applicable to our study. For instance, the ATLAS and CMS
searches for contact interactions in dijet production [164, 165] consider a very limited set
of operators (see Section 4 of [164] or Eq. 2 in [165]) which cannot be applied to a general
dimension-6 SMEFT even with the most restrictive flavor structure in the quark sector,
U(3)3. We urge the experimental collaboration to correct for this in future interpretations
of the dijet data and include (at least) the relevant operators from the flavor-symmetric
basis of Appendix B:{
ODdd , OEdd , ODuu , OEuu , O

(1)
ud , O

(8)
ud , O

(1)
qu , O(8)

qu , O
(1)
qd , O

(8)
qd , O

(1)D
qq , O(3)D

qq , O(1)E
qq , O(3)E

qq

}
.

Interestingly, Table 2 of [164] suggests that the dijet angular distributions might provide
competitive (even stronger) bounds than the top quark production. The recast of the
dijet analyses is beyond the scope of this paper. We leave the construction of the SMEFT
likelihood of the dijet data for future work.

Class IV: W/Z vertex corrections

The dominant effect when integrating out a new heavy spin-1
2 field with an U(3)5 flavor-

symmetric Lagrangian is the universal correction of theW and Z couplings to fermions, see
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Scalars
Field Irrep M [TeV]

ϕ ∼ (1,2) 1
2

(3q, 3̄d) 0.9
(3̄q,3u) 1.5

ω1 ∼ (3,1)− 1
3

6̄q 1.7
(3̄u, 3̄d) 1.0

ω4 ∼ (3,1)− 4
3

3u 1.7
ζ ∼ (3,3)− 1

3
3q 3.0

Ω1 ∼ (6,1) 1
3

(3u,3d) 1.1

3̄q 2.2

Ω4 ∼ (6,1) 4
3

6u 1.4
Υ ∼ (6,3) 1

3
6q 1.9

Φ ∼ (8,2) 1
2

(3̄q,3u) 1.3
(3q, 3̄d) 0.8

Vectors
Field Irrep M [TeV]

B ∼ (1,1)0
8q 1.0
8u 0.7

B1 ∼ (1,1)1 (3u, 3̄d) 1.3
W ∼ (1,3)0 8q 0.7

Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1
6

(3̄q, 3̄d) 1.3
Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5

6
(3̄q, 3̄u) 2.2

Y1 ∼ (6̄,2) 1
6

(3̄q, 3̄d) 1.4
Y5 ∼ (6̄,2)− 5

6
(3̄q, 3̄u) 2.1

G ∼ (8,1)0
8q 0.9
8u 0.7

G1 ∼ (8,1)1 (3u, 3̄d) 1.1

H ∼ (8,3)0
8q 0.4
1 0.5

Table 8: 4-quark phenomenology (Class III): The first two columns indicate gauge
and flavor representations of the new scalars (left panel) and vectors (right panel). The
third column shows the lower bounds at 95% CL on the mediator masses (couplings set
to unity) for each case. See Tables 1 and 3 for the linear combinations of the SMEFT
operators generated and Appendices C.1 and C.3 for more details.

Table 2. The bounds on these fields, extracted using the fit reported in [29], are presented
in Table 9. The obtained lower limits on the mediator masses, for a coupling equal to one,
sit in the multi-TeV range. Note that some cases also predict a correlated universal relative
correction of the SM Higgs couplings to fermions. However, the experimental limits on the
latter are not competitive.

Class V: Oblique corrections and Higgs phenomenology

We denote the last class as “Oblique/Higgs”, as it contains flavor-singlet scalars and vectors
of Table 4 (except for the last entry) contributing to operators Oφ, OφD, Oφ�, and O(e,u,d)φ.
The three scalars, ϕ, Θ1, and Θ3, match at the tree level only onto Oφ operator, thus, we
constrain those from the Higgs self-coupling [132, 166, 167].7

The remaining five fields generate a combination of operators. The bound on OφD from
oblique EW corrections is by far the most stringent [26, 132] and is used to set the lower
mass limits on Ξ, Ξ1, B1 and W1 fields. For the first two fields, in principle, there is an
independent parameter for Oφ, which we ignore given the poor constraints on the Higgs

7Our entire analysis is performed at the tree level. Since the Higgs self-coupling is poorly known exper-
imentally, the custodial symmetry breaking at the one loop and beyond dimension 6 provides stronger lim-
its [132]. Organizing fields by the custodial symmetry would make the case for the Higgs self-coupling [132].
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Leptons
Field Irrep M [TeV]

N ∼ (1,1)0 3` 9.0
E ∼ (1,1)−1 3` 8.0

∆1 ∼ (1,2)− 1
2

3e 6.1
∆3 ∼ (1,2)− 3

2
3e 8.6

Σ ∼ (1,3)0 3` 5.9
Σ1 ∼ (1,3)−1 3` 4.3

Quarks
Field Irrep M [TeV]

U ∼ (3,1) 2
3

3q 4.2
D ∼ (3,1)− 1

3
3q 4.9

Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1
6

3u 3.7
Q1 ∼ (3,2) 1

6
3d 4.6

Q5 ∼ (3,2)− 5
6

3d 2.3
Q7 ∼ (3,2) 7

6
3u 3.3

T1 ∼ (3,3)− 1
3

3q 4.6
T2 ∼ (3,3) 2

3
3q 4.6

Table 9: Vertex corrections (Class IV): The first two columns indicate gauge and flavor
representations of the new leptons (left panel) and quarks (right panel). The third column
shows the lower bounds at 95% CL on the mediator masses (couplings set to unity) for each
case. Consult Table 2 for the linear combinations of the SMEFT operators generated and
Appendix C.2 for more details regarding the flavor structure of the couplings.

Field Irrep M [TeV]

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0 1 9.3
Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1 1 25.3

B1 ∼ (1,1)1 1 12.7
W1 ∼ (1,3)1 1 3.3

Field Irrep M [TeV]

ϕ ∼ (1,2) 1
2

1 0.5
Θ1 ∼ (1,4) 1

2
1 0.2

Θ3 ∼ (1,4) 3
2

1 0.3
S ∼ (1,1)0 1 0.7

Table 10: Oblique/Higgs (Class V): The first two columns indicate gauge and flavor
representations of the new scalars and vectors (only B1 and W1). The third column shows
the lower bounds at 95% CL on the mediator masses (dimensionless couplings set to unity
while dimensionful set to the mass) for each case. See Table 4 for the linear combinations
of the SMEFT operators generated and Appendices C.1 and C.3 for more details.

self-coupling. The S scalar, however, generates at the tree level only Oφ� and Oφ. The
experimental limit on the former is stronger than on the latter. Both operators, in this
case, come with an independent WC, and we report bounds only on Oφ� using [26].

We collect the results in Table 10. For dimensionful couplings κX , we assume κX = MX ,
while the dimensionless couplings are set to unity. Oblique corrections give very strong
limits in the multi-TeV range (the left panel of Table 10). This is followed by the Higgs signal
strengths on S. Finally, the Higgs self-coupling provides the weakest bounds questioning
even the existence of a valid BSM interpretation of the corresponding SMEFT limit. A
more detailed analysis of similar simplified models can be found in Section 7 of [26]. For
the impact of the mW tension, ignored in our discussion, see [168].
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Figure 1: Summary of the current experimental limits at 95% CL from indirect searches
(using global EFT fits) on flavor-blind new physics mediators, i.e., irreps of U(3)5 flavor
symmetry (see Section 2), with spin 0 (red), 1

2 (yellow) and 1 (blue), which integrate out
to dimension-6 SMEFT at the tree level. See Section 3 for details.
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4 Conclusions

Among all endeavors in particle physics, the TeV scale exploration continues to be the
most compelling in terms of potential for revolutionary discoveries. The LHC at CERN is
collecting data at ever-increasing statistics paving the way for precision studies of the TeV
dynamics. To this purpose, the SM effective field theory (SMEFT) offers a very powerful
theoretical framework capable of describing various short-distance NP effects in a systematic
and comprehensive manner. The idea is that a new heavy mediator, which has thus far
eluded direct searches for new resonances, might induce subtle deviations from the SM
processes captured by the higher-dimensional operators.

One of the main obstacles to conducting comprehensive SMEFT analyses is a large
number of independent parameters, with 2499 leading operators (baryon and lepton number
conserving at dimension 6). A promising approach to organizing the vast parameter space
of the SMEFT is provided by flavor symmetries, as we argued in [9]. Flavor symmetries
lead to a considerable reduction in the number of independent parameters. However, the
interplay between flavor symmetries and the TeV scale new physics is more than pragmatic.
The stringent bounds from low-energy tests of flavor-changing neutral currents imply some
form of an approximate flavor symmetry must be obeyed by the TeV-scale dynamics.

Building upon [9, 19], in this work, we conduct a comprehensive study of all spin-0,
1
2 and 1 new heavy mediator fields that integrate out at the tree-level to generate the
dimension-6 SMEFT, demanding that their mass and interaction terms with the SM fields
are fully invariant under U(3)5 flavor symmetry. With this requirement at hand, we proceed
by examining each NP mediator field and determining its possible transformations under
the flavor group by classifying irreducible representations. In the subsequent step, we
devote our attention to analyzing what happens once these flavor irreps are integrated
out and matched onto the appropriate MFV basis (Appendix B). Remarkably, in the vast
majority of single-field extensions, the matching procedure generates a single Hermitian
operator with a definite sign, which we conveniently identify as a leading direction. The
full classification of the NP mediators is presented in Section 2, more precisely in Tables 1–5,
while the exhaustive results, along with the flavor structure of the couplings are presented
in Appendix C.

The astounding simplicity of the leading directions opens doors toward numerical anal-
ysis, where we heavily rely on the well-established global SMEFT fits. In Section 3, we
categorize the leading directions into five distinct phenomenologically motivated classes
and put bounds on the corresponding WCs. The results are reported in Tables 6–10 in
Section 3.2. The exclusion limits at 95% CL on mediator masses assuming couplings set
to unity are compactly presented in Figure 1. This plot comprehensively summarises the
EFT limits on flavor-blind short-distance new physics, which are complementary to those
obtained from direct searches. The resulting lower limits on the mediator masses vary sig-
nificantly on the gauge and flavor representations, and in most cases, sit in the [1− 10]TeV
range (for couplings set to unity) with a few notable exceptions. Figure 1 can serve as a
benchmark for comparison with other short-distance new physics hypotheses featuring a
more elaborate flavor structure.
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The analysis presented in the main part of this work assumes only one NP mediator field
representation is active at a time. This assumption, however, can easily be relaxed. For most
cases, adding more than one field is, essentially, a trivial sum of different contributions to the
WCs at the tree level. Still, there are a few occasions when the introduction of a second or
third NP field could have a non-trivial effect on the matching relations. Such combinations
and their impacts on the SMEFT WCs have been outlined in Appendix D. The flavor
symmetry also serves to simplify this sector, suggesting that a non-trivial tree-level matching
exists solely for the operator Oφ. Lastly, Appendix E includes the allowed dimension-5
interactions of the NP mediators with the SM fields and their matching contribution to the
WCs, enlarging the scope beyond renormalizable UV completions.

In winding up, let us emphasize that the approach synthesizing the bottom-up model
building and flavor symmetries opens a plethora of interesting directions for future work.
A natural extension would be to consider decomposing the obtained flavor representations
under a smaller flavor symmetry such as U(2)5 or any other proposed in [9]. Particularly
instructive would be repeating the exercise for the third-family dominated interactions and
comparing with Figure 1. Even staying within the U(3)5 case, one can consider going
beyond the leading order in the MFV spurion expansion and studying the effects of the
spurion insertions in the interaction terms. For example, new flavor representations of
mediators fields are introduced at higher spurion orders where an interplay with low-energy
flavor physics experiments is expected. An additional intriguing issue concerns the UV
completions for the newly introduced vector fields, particularly for those with nontrivial
flavor representations. Given that vector fields are either composite resonances or gauge
bosons, we anticipate added complexity. The approximation of a single-field extension is
an oversimplification for vectors.

There are also several important aspects on the phenomenological side worth mention-
ing, which could serve as promising future directions. As already pointed out in Section 3.2,
including RGE [7, 169–171], one-loop effects [172–179] and going beyond the dimension-6
operators [180–182] would be of great importance for improving the phenomenological anal-
yses behind the results presented in Figure 1. In addition, a complementary study focusing
on the direct resonance searches for all proposed single-field extensions would allow us to
compare against the EFT bounds obtained in this work. Lastly, as indicated in Section 3,
proper inclusion of the dijet data in the SMEFT global likelihood toolkit would be of major
relevance.
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A Notation

Here we summarize the notation used throughout the paper. It is closely aligned to the
notation used in Ref. [19], especially regarding the SM and BSM Lagrangians, yet there are
some minor differences we point out. We first give some general remarks and then introduce
the notation relevant to the gauge and flavor sectors separately.

General remarks

• The SM fermions are denoted by q ∼ (3,2) 1
6
, ` ∼ (1,2)− 1

2
, u ∼ (3,1) 2

3
, d ∼ (3,1)− 1

3
,

e ∼ (1,1)−1 and the Higgs field by φ ∼ (1,2) 1
2
.8 Weak doublets (singlets) are (left)

right chiral fermions. The chirality label of the SM fields is suppressed. Representa-
tions of BSM fields under the SM gauge group are denoted in the same format, i.e.
XNP ∼ (SU(3)C , SU(2)L)U(1)Y .

• Letter c in the superscript (�c) denotes charge conjugation.

• σµν = i
2 [γµ, γν ] and the dual tensor is denoted by Ãµν = 1

2εµνρσA
ρσ. Derivatives

appearing in the ψ2φ2D class of SMEFT operators are defined as
↔
Dµ = Dµ−

←
Dµ and

↔
Da
µ = σaDµ −

←
Dµσa where σa are the Pauli matrices.

Gauge sector

• α, β, γ = 1, 2, 3 (�α,β,γ) denote the SU(3)C indices of the fundamental representation
and εαβγ is the totally antisymmetric tensor in color space. TA = 1

2λA are generators
in the fundamental representation of SU(3)C , with λA being the Gell-Mann matrices
and fABC the structure constants (A = 1, . . . , 8). Interaction Lagrangians for color
sextet fields employ the symmetric product denoted by ψ(α|

1 ψ
|β)
2 = 1

2(ψα1ψ
β
2 + ψβ1ψ

α
2 ).

• The SU(2)L triplet components are denoted by a, b, c = 1, 2, 3 (�a,b,c), while I, J,K =
3
2 ,

1
2 ,−

1
2 ,−

3
2 denote the components of the quadruplets (�I,J,K). When it comes to

contractions of SU(2)L indices, fabc = i√
2
εabc is used to obtain the isospin-1 product

out of two triplets. Also, taking a product of a doublet with an isospin-1 field gives a
quadruplet, where the matrices CIaβ are used and, similarly, the singlet can be obtained
as a product of two quadruplets by means of εIJ .9 We refrain from presenting the full
expressions for CIaβ and εIJ matrices, which can be found in Appendix A of Ref. [19].
Letter T in the superscript (�T ) indicates that the SU(2)L indices of a given field
have been transposed.

8φ̃ = iσ2φ
∗ ∼ (1,2)− 1

2
.

9Let us point out that in a very small subset of cases, where the quadruplet fields (Θ1 and Θ3) are
present, Greek indices α, β, γ stand for the fundamental SU(2)L index (see interaction Lagrangians of Θ1

and Θ3 in Appendix C.1.1 and D). In all other cases, the contractions of the fundamental SU(2)L indices
(either direct or through iσ2) are suppressed.
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Flavor sector

• In the interaction Lagrangian for the BSM fields before assuming U(3)5 flavor symme-
try, the generations are denoted by i, j, r. Once the flavor symmetry is assumed, the
flavor indices present in the definitions of the flavor irreps are of the form if , jf , kf , lf ,
where f = {q, u, d, `, e} serves as an additional specifier, and it denotes which U(3)f
group is being referred to.

• Fields transforming as singlets under the flavor group carry no flavor indices. Fun-
damentals (3f ) and anti-fundamentals (3̄f ) of U(3)f are designated by one upper
(�if ) and one lower flavor index (�if ), respectively. Likewise, fields transforming as
U(3)f1×U(3)f2 bifundamentals are labeled in an analogous way: (3f1 ,3f2) as �if1jf2 ,
(3̄f1 , 3̄f2) as �if1jf2

, (3̄f1 ,3f2) as �
jf2
if1

and (3f1 , 3̄f2) as �
if1
jf2

. U(3)f sextets (6f ) are
denoted as �if jf , while antisextets (6̄f ) as �if jf and, lastly, flavor octets (8f ) as
�if

jf .

• The contractions of flavor indices in the interaction Lagrangian of the NP fields can
be carried out in several ways depending on which irreps enter the interaction, and
this analysis directly determines the flavor structure of the couplings. For NP fields
transforming trivially (singlets) under the U(3)5, the coupling tensor is either given as
a single parameter without any flavor indices (scalars and vectors) or is proportional
to δ

if
jf

(vectors). For U(3)5 triplets, the coupling is either proportional to εif jfkf

(scalars) or δifjf (fermions). The U(3)5 bifundamental representations (scalars and

vectors) have coupling tensors proportional to δ
if1
jf1
δ
kf2
lf2

. Scalar sextets are, au con-

traire, characterized by the coupling tensor, which is proportional to δifjf δ
kf
lf

+ δ
if
lf
δ
kf
jf
.

This structure originates from the symmetrization over the flavor indices, i.e., from
the terms of the form ψ

(if |
1 ψ

|jf )
2 , which are entering the interaction Lagrangian of the

flavor sextets. Ultimately, the coupling tensor of the vector octets is proportional to
(TAf )if jf . See Appendix C for more concrete examples.

• Along with designating the flavor irreps under U(3)5 and the coupling tensors, this
notation has also been applied to the Yukawa matrices (yu,d,e) appearing in the match-
ing (Appendix C) and, additionally, to the SMEFT operators arising at O(yu,d,e) (see
Appendix B). Notice that for the two- and four-fermion operators in the MFV basis
arising at the leading order in spurion expansion, the flavor indices are taken to be
i, j, without an additional specifier f , since the contractions are fully apparent.
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B The MFV basis

Starting from the SMEFT dimension-6 operators in the Warsaw bases [2] and imposing
U(3)5 flavor symmetry minimally broken by the SM Yukawa interactions treated as spuri-
ons, one derives the MFV basis order by order in the spurion counting [8, 9]. The leading
order terms establish the flavor-symmetric basis, which is explicitly formulated in the first
two tables presented below. It consists of 41 CP even and 6 CP odd operators; see Table 1
of [9]. The summation over flavor indices i, j = 1, 2, 3 is assumed. The abbreviations D and
E, denoting direct and exchange, respectively, are employed to indicate whether the flavor
contraction occurs within the brackets or not. The third table displays the first correction
at the linear order in the spurion expansion.

Operators labeled as loop-generated lack a tree-level completion within a renormalizable
UV theory. These belong to categories X3, X2φ2, and ψ2Xφ and play no role in this work.

Operators involving fermions

Class Label Operator Label Operator

(L̄L)(L̄L)

OD`` (¯̀
iγ
µ`i)(¯̀

jγµ`
j) O(1)

`q (¯̀
iγ
µ`i)(q̄jγµq

j)

OE`` (¯̀
iγ
µ`j)(¯̀

jγµ`
i) O(3)

`q (¯̀
iγ
µσa`i)(q̄jγµσ

aqj)

O(1)D
qq (q̄iγ

µqi)(q̄jγµq
j) O(3)D

qq (q̄iγ
µσaqi)(q̄jγµσ

aqj)

O(1)E
qq (q̄iγ

µqj)(q̄jγµq
i) O(3)E

qq (q̄iγ
µσaqj)(q̄jγµσ

aqi)

(R̄R)(R̄R)

Oee (ēiγ
µei)(ējγµe

j) ODdd (d̄iγ
µdi)(d̄jγµd

j)

ODuu (ūiγ
µui)(ūjγµu

j) OEdd (d̄iγ
µdj)(d̄jγµd

i)

OEuu (ūiγ
µuj)(ūjγµu

i) O(1)
ud (ūiγ

µui)(d̄jγµd
j)

Oeu (ēiγ
µei)(ūjγµu

j) O(8)
ud (ūiγ

µTAui)(d̄jγµT
Adj)

Oed (ēiγ
µei)(d̄jγµd

j)

(L̄L)(R̄R)

O`e (¯̀
iγ
µ`i)(ējγµe

j) O(1)
qu (q̄iγ

µqi)(ūjγµu
j)

Oqe (q̄iγ
µqi)(ējγµe

j) O(8)
qu (q̄iγ

µTAqi)(ūjγµT
Auj)

O`u (¯̀
iγ
µ`i)(ūjγµu

j) O(1)
qd (q̄iγ

µqi)(d̄jγµd
j)

O`d (¯̀
iγ
µ`i)(d̄jγµd

j) O(8)
qd (q̄iγ

µTAqi)(d̄jγµT
Adj)

ψ2φ2D

O(1)
φ` (φ†i

↔
Dµφ)(¯̀

iγ
µ`i) Oφe (φ†i

↔
Dµφ)(ēiγ

µei)

O(3)
φ` (φ†i

↔
Da
µφ)(¯̀

iγ
µσa`i) Oφu (φ†i

↔
Dµφ)(ūiγ

µui)

O(1)
φq (φ†i

↔
Dµφ)(q̄iγ

µqi) Oφd (φ†i
↔
Dµφ)(d̄iγ

µdi)

O(3)
φq (φ†i

↔
Da
µφ)(q̄iγ

µσaqi)
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Bosonic only operators

Class Label Operator Label Operator

X3

Loop generated
OW εabcW

a ν
µ W b ρ

ν W c µ
ρ OG fABCG

Aν
µ GB ρν GC µρ

OW̃ εabcW̃
a ν
µ W b ρ

ν W c µ
ρ OG̃ fABCG̃

Aν
µ GB ρν GC µρ

φ6 Oφ (φ†φ)3

φ4D2 Oφ� (φ†φ)�(φ†φ) OφD (φ†Dµφ)[(Dµφ)†φ]

X2φ2

Loop generated

OφB (φ†φ)BµνB
µν OφWB (φ†σaφ)W a

µνB
µν

OφB̃ (φ†φ)B̃µνB
µν OφW̃B (φ†σaφ)W̃ a

µνB
µν

OφW (φ†φ)W a
µνW

aµν OφG (φ†φ)GAµνG
Aµν

OφW̃ (φ†φ)W̃ a
µνW

aµν OφG̃ (φ†φ)G̃AµνG
Aµν

Operators at O(yu,d,e)

Class Label Operator Label Operator

ψ2φ3 [Oeφ]jei` (φ†φ)(¯̀
i`φe

je)

[Odφ]jdiq (φ†φ)(q̄iqφd
jd) [Ouφ]juiq (φ†φ)(q̄iq φ̃u

ju)

ψ2Xφ
Loop generated

[OeB]jei` (¯̀
i`σ

µνeje)φBµν [OeW ]jei` (¯̀
i`σ

µνeje)σaφW a
µν

[OuB]juiq (q̄iqσ
µνuju)φ̃Bµν [OuW ]juiq (q̄iqσ

µνuju)σaφ̃W a
µν

[OdB]jdiq (q̄iqσ
µνdjd)φBµν [OdW ]jdiq (q̄iqσ

µνdjd)σaφW a
µν

[OuG]juiq (q̄iqσ
µνTAuju)φ̃GAµν [OdG]jdiq (q̄iqσ

µνTAdjd)φGAµν

C Matching: SM + 1 field

This Appendix provides an exhaustive list of extending the SM by a single Lorentz, gauge,
and U(3)5 flavor representation, resulting in a dimension-6 operator in the SMEFT at the
tree level. Presuming that an underlying UV theory is both perturbative and renormal-
izable, we construct the Lagrangian for each field up to a mass dimension of ≤ 4. This
formulation excludes operators of the type L ⊃ VµD

µS, as elaborated in Section 2. Fol-
lowing this, we identify possible flavor representations that determine the coupling tensors.
Ultimately, we derive the tree-level matching contributions to the dimension-6 SMEFT for
each representation. The organization of this Appendix is based on spin (0, 1

2 and 1) and
color (singlets, triplets, sextets, and octets).
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C.1 Spin 0

C.1.1 Color singlets

S ∼ (1,1)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ (κS)rSrφ†φ+ (λS)rsSrSsφ†φ+ (κS3)rstSrSsSt.

• Flavor irreps:

S ∼ 1 : κS , λS , κS3 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
κ2
S

2M4
S
Oφ� +

κ2
S

2M4
S

(
2κS3κS
M2
S
− 2λS

)
Oφ.

S1 ∼ (1,1)1

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yS1)rijS†1r ¯̀
iiσ2`

c
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Si`1 ∼ 3` : [yS1 ]i`j`k` = yS1ε
i`j`k` .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yS1 |2

M2
S1

(
OD`` −OE``

)
.

S2 ∼ (1,1)2

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yS2)rijS†2rēie
c
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(S2)ieje ∼ 6̄e : [yS2 ]iekejele
=
yS2
2

(
δiejeδ

ke
le

+ δiele δ
ke
je

)
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yS2 |

2

2M2
S2
Oee.

– 24 –



ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yeϕ)rijϕ

†
rēi`j + (ydϕ)rijϕ

†
rd̄iqj + (yuϕ)rijϕ

†
riσ2q̄

T
i uj + (λϕ)r(ϕ

†
rφ)(φ†φ) + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

ϕi`je ∼ (3̄e,3`) : [yeϕ]iek`jel`
= yeϕδ

ie
je
δk`l` ,

ϕ
iq
jd
∼ (3̄d,3q) : [ydϕ]

idkq
jdlq

= ydϕδ
id
jd
δ
kq
lq
,

ϕiujq ∼ (3̄q,3u) : [yuϕ]
iqku
jqlu

= yuϕδ
iq
jq
δkulu ,

ϕ ∼ 1 : λϕ.

• Matching:

– ϕi`je ∼ (3̄e,3`):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|yeϕ|2

2M2
ϕ

O`e.

– ϕ
iq
jd
∼ (3̄d,3q):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|ydϕ|2

6M2
ϕ

(
O(1)
qd + 6O(8)

qd

)
.

– ϕiujq ∼ (3̄q,3u):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|yuϕ|2

6M2
ϕ

(
O(1)
qu + 6O(8)

qu

)
.

– ϕ ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λϕ|2

M2
ϕ

Oφ.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞ)rφ
†Ξarσ

aφ+ (λΞ)rs(Ξ
a
rΞ

a
s)(φ

†φ).

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1 : κΞ, λΞ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
κ2

Ξ

2M4
Ξ

(−4OφD +Oφ�) +
κ2

Ξ

2M4
Ξ

[
8(λφ + CΞ

φ4)− 2λΞ

]
Oφ

+
κ2

Ξ

M4
Ξ

{
[y∗e ]

j`
ie

[Oeφ]iej` + [y∗d]
jq
id

[Odφ]idjq + [y∗u]
jq
iu

[Ouφ]iujq + h.c.

}
,

where

CΞ
φ4 =

κ2
Ξ

2M2
Ξ

−
2µ2

φκ
2
Ξ

M4
Ξ

.
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Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ 1

2
(λΞ1)rs(Ξ

a†
1rΞ

a
1s)(φ

†φ) +
1

2
(λ′Ξ1

)rsfabc(Ξ
a†
1rΞ

b
1s)(φ

†σcφ)

+
[
(κΞ1)rΞ

a†
1r(φ̃

†σaφ) + (yΞ1)rijΞ
a†
1r

¯̀
iσ
aiσ2`

c
j + h.c.

]
.

• Flavor irreps:

(Ξ1)i`j` ∼ 6̄` : [yΞ1 ]i`k`j`l`
=
yΞ1

2

(
δi`j`δ

k`
l`

+ δi`l` δ
k`
j`

)
,

Ξ1 ∼ 1 : λΞ1 , λ′Ξ1
, κΞ1 .

• Matching:

– (Ξ1)i`j` ∼ 6̄`:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yΞ1 |

2

2M2
Ξ1

(
OD`` +OE``

)
.

– Ξ1 ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃
|κΞ1
|2

M4
Ξ1

(
4OφD + 2Oφ�

)
+
|κΞ1
|2

M4
Ξ1

[
8(λφ + CΞ1

φ4 )− 2λΞ1
+
√

2λ′Ξ1

]
Oφ

+
2 |κΞ1

|2

M4
Ξ1

{
[y∗e ]j`ie [Oeφ]iej` + [y∗d]

jq
id

[Odφ]idjq + [y∗u]
jq
iu

[Ouφ]iujq + h.c.

}
,

where

CΞ1
φ4 =

2 |κΞ1 |
2

M2
Ξ1

−
4µ2

φ |κΞ1 |
2

M4
Ξ1

.

Θ1 ∼ (1,4)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (λΘ1)r(φ
†σaφ)CIaβφ̃βεIJΘJ

1r + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Θ1 ∼ 1 : λΘ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λΘ1 |

2

6M2
Θ1

Oφ.

Θ3 ∼ (1,4)3
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (λΘ3)r(φ
†σaφ̃)CIaβφ̃βεIJΘJ

3r + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Θ3 ∼ 1 : λΘ3 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λΘ3 |

2

2M2
Θ3

Oφ.
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C.1.2 Color triplets

ω1 ∼ (3,1)−1
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yq`ω1

)rijω
†
1r q̄

c
i iσ2`j + (yqqω1

)rijω
α†
1r εαβγ q̄

β
i iσ2q

cγ
j + (yeuω1

)rijω
†
1rē

c
iuj

+ (yduω1
)rijω

α†
1r εαβγ d̄

β
i u

cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

ω
iqj`
1 ∼ (3q,3`) : [yq`ω1

]
iqk`
jql`

= yq`ω1
δ
iq
jq
δk`l` ,

(ω1)iqjq ∼ 6̄q : [yqqω1
]
iqkq
jqlq

=
yqqω1

2

(
δ
iq
jq
δ
kq
lq

+ δ
iq
lq
δ
kq
jq

)
,

ωieju1 ∼ (3e,3u) : [yeuω1
]iekujelu

= yeuω1
δiejeδ

ku
lu
,

(ω1)idju ∼ (3̄d, 3̄u) : [yduω1
]idkujdlu

= yduω1
δidjdδ

ku
lu
.

• Matching:

– ω
iqj`
1 ∼ (3q,3`):

LSMEFT ⊃
|yq`ω1 |2

4M2
ω1

(
O(1)
`q −O

(3)
`q

)
.

– (ω1)iqjq ∼ 6̄q:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yqqω1 |

2

4M2
ω1

(
O(1)D
qq −O(3)D

qq +O(1)E
qq −O(3)E

qq

)
.

– ωieju1 ∼ (3e,3u):

LSMEFT ⊃
|yeuω1
|2

2M2
ω1

Oeu.

– (ω1)idju ∼ (3̄d, 3̄u):

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣yduω1

∣∣2
3M2

ω1

(
O(1)
ud − 3O(8)

ud

)
.

ω2 ∼ (3,1)2
3

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yω2)rijω
α†
2r εαβγ d̄

β
i d

cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

ωid2 ∼ 3d : [yω2 ]idjdkd = yω2ε
idjdkd .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yω2 |

2

M2
ω2

(
ODdd −OEdd

)
.
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ω4 ∼ (3,1)−4
3

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yedω4

)rijω
†
4rē

c
idj + (yuuω4

)rijω
α†
4r εαβγ ū

β
i u

cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

ωiejd4 ∼ (3e,3d) : [yedω4
]iekdjeld

= yedω4
δiejeδ

kd
ld
,

ωiu4 ∼ 3u : [yuuω4
]iujuku = yuuω4

εiujuku .

• Matching:

– ωiejd4 ∼ (3e,3d):

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣yedω4

∣∣2
2M2

ω4

Oed.

– ωiu4 ∼ 3u:

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣yuuω4

∣∣2
M2
ω4

(
ODuu −OEuu

)
.

Π1 ∼ (3,2)1
6

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yΠ1)rijΠ
†
1riσ2

¯̀T
i dj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Π1)idj` ∼ (3̄`,3d) : [yΠ1 ]i`kdj`ld
= yΠ1δ

i`
j`
δkdld .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|yΠ1 |

2

2M2
Π1

O`d.

Π7 ∼ (3,2)7
6

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
S ⊃ (y`uΠ7

)rijΠ
†
7riσ2

¯̀T
i uj + (yeqΠ7

)rijΠ
†
7rēiqj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Π7)iuj` ∼ (3̄`,3u) : [y`uΠ7
]i`kuj`lu

= y`uΠ7
δi`j`δ

ku
lu
,

(Π7)
iq
je
∼ (3̄e,3q) : [yeqΠ7

]
iekq
jelq

= yeqΠ7
δiejeδ

kq
lq
.

• Matching:
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– (Π7)iuj` ∼ (3̄`,3u):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
∣∣y`uΠ7

∣∣2
2M2

Π7

O`u.

– (Π7)
iq
je
∼ (3̄e,3q):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|yqeΠ7
|2

2M2
Π7

Oqe.

ζ ∼ (3,3)−1
3

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yq`ζ )rijζ

a†
r q̄

c
i iσ2σ

a`j + (yqqζ )rijζ
aα†
r εαβγ q̄

β
i σ

aiσ2q
cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

ζiqj` ∼ (3q,3`) : [yq`ζ ]
iqk`
jql`

= yq`ζ δ
iq
jq
δk`l` ,

ζiq ∼ 3q : [yqqζ ]iqjqkq = yqqζ ε
iqjqkq .

• Matching:

– ζiqj` ∼ (3q,3`):

LSMEFT ⊃
|yq`ζ |

2

4M2
ζ

(
3O(1)

`q +O(3)
`q

)
.

– ζiq ∼ 3q:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yqqζ |

2

2M2
ζ

(
3O(1)D

qq +O(3)D
qq − 3O(1)E

qq −O(3)E
qq

)
.

C.1.3 Color sextets

Ω1 ∼ (6,1)1
3

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yudΩ1

)rijΩ
αβ†
1r ū

c(α|
i d

|β)
j + (yqqΩ1

)rijΩ
αβ†
1r q̄

c(α|
i iσ2q

|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ωiujd
1 ∼ (3u,3d) : [yudΩ1

]iukdjuld
= yudΩ1

δiujuδ
kd
ld
,

(Ω1)iq ∼ 3̄q : [yqqΩ1
]iqjqkq = yqqΩ1

εiqjqkq .

• Matching:

– Ωiujd
1 ∼ (3u,3d):

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣yudΩ1

∣∣2
6M2

Ω1

(
2O(1)

ud + 3O(8)
ud

)
.

– (Ω1)iq ∼ 3̄q:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yqqΩ1
|2

4M2
Ω1

(
O(1)D
qq −O(3)D

qq −O(1)E
qq +O(3)E

qq

)
.

– 29 –



Ω2 ∼ (6,1)−2
3

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yΩ2)rijΩ
αβ†
2r d̄

c(α|
i d

|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ωidjd
2 ∼ 6d : [yΩ2 ]idkdjdld

=
yΩ2

2

(
δidjdδ

kd
ld

+ δidld δ
kd
jd

)
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yΩ2 |

2

4M2
Ω2

(
ODdd +OEdd

)
.

Ω4 ∼ (6,1)4
3

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yΩ4)rijΩ
αβ†
4r ū

c(α|
i u

|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ωiuju
4 ∼ 6u : [yΩ4 ]iukujulu

=
yΩ4

2

(
δiujuδ

ku
lu

+ δiulu δ
ku
ju

)
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yΩ4 |

2

4M2
Ω4

(
ODuu +OEuu

)
.

Υ ∼ (6,3)1
3

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

S ⊃ (yΥ)rijΥ
aαβ†
r q̄

c(α|
i iσ2σ

aq
|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Υiqjq ∼ 6q : [yΥ]
iqkq
jqlq

=
yΥ

2

(
δ
iq
jq
δ
kq
lq

+ δ
iq
lq
δ
kq
jq

)
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|yΥ|2

8M2
Υ

(
3O(1)D

qq +O(3)D
qq + 3O(1)E

qq +O(3)E
qq

)
.

C.1.4 Color octets

Φ ∼ (8,2)1
2

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
S ⊃ (yquΦ )rijΦ

A†
r iσ2q̄

T
i TAuj + (ydqΦ )rijΦ

A†
r d̄iTAqj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Φiu
jq
∼ (3̄q,3u) : [yquΦ ]

iqku
jqlu

= yquΦ δ
iq
jq
δkulu ,

Φ
iq
jd
∼ (3̄d,3q) : [ydqΦ ]

idkq
jdlq

= ydqΦ δ
id
jd
δ
kq
lq
.
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• Matching:

– Φiu
jq
∼ (3̄q,3u):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
∣∣yquΦ

∣∣2
18M2

Φ

(
4O(1)

qu − 3O(8)
qu

)
.

– Φ
iq
jd
∼ (3̄d,3q):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|ydqΦ |2

18M2
Φ

(
4O(1)

qd − 3O(8)
qd

)
.

C.2 Spin 1/2

C.2.1 Color singlets

N ∼ (1,1)0

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

leptons ⊃ (λN )riN̄Rrφ̃
†`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

N i`
L,R ∼ 3` : [λN ]i`j` = λNδ

i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λN |2

4M2
N

(
O(1)
φ` −O

(3)
φ`

)
.

E ∼ (1,1)−1

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

leptons ⊃ (λE)riĒRrφ
†`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ei`L,R ∼ 3` : [λE ]i`j` = λEδ
i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|λE |2

4M2
E

(
O(1)
φ` +O(3)

φ`

)
+

{
|λE |2

2M2
E

[y∗e ]
i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

∆1 ∼ (1,2)−1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

leptons ⊃ (λ∆1)ri∆̄1Lrφei + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

∆ie
1L,R ∼ 3e : [λ∆1 ]ieje = λ∆1δ

ie
je
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λ∆1 |

2

2M2
∆1

Oφe +

{
|λ∆1 |

2

2M2
∆1

[y∗e ]
i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.
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∆3 ∼ (1,2)−3
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

leptons ⊃ (λ∆3)ri∆̄3Lrφ̃ei + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

∆ie
3L,R ∼ 3e : [λ∆3 ]ieje = λ∆3δ

ie
je
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|λ∆3 |

2

2M2
∆3

Oφe +

{
|λ∆3 |

2

2M2
∆3

[y∗e ]
i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

Σ ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(4)
leptons ⊃

1

2
(λΣ)riΣ̄

a
Rrφ̃

†σa`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Σi`
L,R ∼ 3` : [λΣ]i`j` = λΣδ

i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λΣ|2

16M2
Σ

(
3O(1)

φ` +O(3)
φ`

)
+

{
|λΣ|2

4M2
Σ

[y∗e ]
i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

Σ1 ∼ (1,3)−1

• Lagrangian:

−L(4)
leptons ⊃

1

2
(λΣ1)riΣ̄

a
1Rrφ

†σa`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Σi`
1L,R ∼ 3` : [λΣ1 ]i`j` = λΣ1δ

i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λΣ1 |

2

16M2
Σ1

(
O(3)
φ` − 3O(1)

φ`

)
+

{
|λΣ1 |

2

8M2
Σ1

[y∗e ]
i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.
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C.2.2 Color triplets

U ∼ (3,1)2
3

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

quarks ⊃ (λU )riŪRrφ̃
†qi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

U
iq
L,R ∼ 3q : [λU ]

iq
jq

= λUδ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λU |2

4M2
U

(
O(1)
φq −O

(3)
φq

)
+

{
|λU |2

2M2
U

[y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

D ∼ (3,1)−1
3

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

quarks ⊃ (λD)riD̄Rrφ
†qi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

D
iq
L,R ∼ 3q : [λD]

iq
jq

= λDδ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|λD|2

4M2
D

(
O(1)
φq +O(3)

φq

)
+

{
|λD|2

2M2
D

[y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.

Q1 ∼ (3,2)1
6

• Lagrangian:

−L(4)
quarks ⊃ (λuQ1

)riQ̄1Lrφ̃ui + (λdQ1
)riQ̄1Lrφdi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qiu1L,R ∼ 3u : [λuQ1
]iuju = λuQ1

δiuju ,

Qid1L,R ∼ 3d : [λdQ1
]idjd = λdQ1

δidjd .

• Matching:

– Qiu1L,R ∼ 3u:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|λuQ1
|2

2M2
Q1

Oφu +

{
|λuQ1
|2

2M2
Q1

[y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

– Qid1L,R ∼ 3d:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λdQ1
|2

2M2
Q1

Oφd +

{
|λdQ1
|2

2M2
Q1

[y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.
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Q5 ∼ (3,2)−5
6

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

quarks ⊃ (λQ5)riQ̄5Lrφ̃di + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qid5L,R ∼ 3d : [λQ5 ]idjd = λQ5δ
id
jd
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|λQ5 |

2

2M2
Q5

Oφd +

{
|λQ5 |

2

2M2
Q5

[y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.

Q7 ∼ (3,2)7
6

• Lagrangian:
−L(4)

quarks ⊃ (λQ7)riQ̄7Lrφui + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qiu7L,R ∼ 3u : [λQ7 ]iuju = λQ7δ
iu
ju
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λQ7 |

2

2M2
Q7

Oφu +

{
|λQ7 |

2

2M2
Q7

[y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

T1 ∼ (3,3)−1
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(4)
quarks ⊃

1

2
(λT1)riT̄

a
1Rrφ

†σaqi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

T
iq
1L,R ∼ 3q : [λT1 ]

iq
jq

= λT1δ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λT1 |

2

16M2
T1

(
O(3)
φq − 3O(1)

φq

)
+

{
|λT1 |

2

8M2
T1

[y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq +
|λT1 |

2

4M2
T1

[y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

T2 ∼ (3,3)2
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(4)
quarks ⊃

1

2
(λT2)riT̄

a
2Rrφ̃

†σaqi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

T
iq
2L,R ∼ 3q : [λT2 ]

iq
jq

= λT2δ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|λT2 |

2

16M2
T2

(
O(3)
φq + 3O(1)

φq

)
+

{
|λT2 |

2

4M2
T2

[y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq +
|λT2 |

2

8M2
T2

[y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.
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C.3 Spin 1

C.3.1 Color singlets

B ∼ (1,1)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
V ⊃ (g`B)rijBµr ¯̀

iγµ`j + (gqB)rijBµr q̄iγµqj + (geB)rijBµr ēiγµej

+ (gdB)rijBµr d̄iγµdj + (guB)rijBµr ūiγµuj +
[
(gφB)rBµr φ†iDµφ+ h.c.

]
.

• Flavor irreps:

(Bµ)i`j` ∼ 8` : [g`,A`B ]i`j` = g`B(TA`)i`j` ,

(Bµ)iq jq ∼ 8q : [g
q,Aq
B ]iq jq = gqB(TAq)iq jq ,

(Bµ)ieje ∼ 8e : [ge,AeB ]ieje = geB(TAe)ieje ,

(Bµ)idjd ∼ 8d : [gd,AdB ]idjd = gdB(TAd)idjd ,

(Bµ)iuju ∼ 8u : [gu,AuB ]iuju = guB(TAu)iuju ,

Bµ ∼ 1 : [g`B]i`j` = g`Bδ
i`
j`
, [gqB]

iq
jq

= gqBδ
iq
jq
, [geB]ieje = geBδ

ie
je
,

[gdB]idjd = gdBδ
id
jd
, [guB]iuju = guBδ

iu
ju
, gφB.

• Matching:

– (Bµ)i`j` ∼ 8`:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(g`B)2

12M2
B

(
3OE`` −OD``

)
.

– (Bµ)iq jq ∼ 8q:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(gqB)2

12M2
B

(
3O(1)E

qq −O(1)D
qq

)
.

– (Bµ)ieje ∼ 8e:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(geB)2

6M2
B
Oee.

– (Bµ)idjd ∼ 8d:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(gdB)2

12M2
B

(
3OEdd −ODdd

)
.

– (Bµ)iuju ∼ 8u:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(guB)2

12M2
B

(
3OEuu −ODuu

)
.
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– Bµ ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃−
(g`B)2

2M2
B
OD`` −

(gqB)2

2M2
B
O(1)D
qq −

g`Bg
q
B

M2
B
O(1)
`q −

(geB)2

2M2
B
Oee −

(gdB)2

2M2
B
ODdd −

(guB)2

2M2
B
ODuu

−
gdBg

e
B

M2
B
Oed −

guBg
e
B

M2
B
Oeu −

guBg
d
B

M2
B
O(1)
ud −

geBg
`
B

M2
B
O`e −

gdBg
`
B

M2
B
O`d −

guBg
`
B

M2
B
O`u

−
gqBg

e
B

M2
B
Oqe −

gqBg
u
B

M2
B
O(1)
qu −

gqBg
d
B

M2
B
O(1)
qd

−

[
Re (gφBg

φ
B)

2M2
B

]
Oφ� −

[
Re (gφBg

φ
B)

M2
B

+
(gφB)∗gφB
M2
B

]
OφD −

[
Re (gφB)guB

M2
B

]
Oφu

−

[
Re (gφB)gdB

M2
B

]
Oφd −

[
Re (gφB)geB

M2
B

]
Oφe −

[
Re (gφB)g`B

M2
B

]
O(1)
φ` −

[
Re (gφB)gqB

M2
B

]
O(1)
φq

+

{[
−
i Im (gφBg

φ
B)

2M2
B

+
i Im (gφB)g`B

M2
B

−
i Im (gφB)geB

M2
B

]
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei`

+

[
−
i Im (gφBg

φ
B)

2M2
B

+
i Im (gφB)gqB

M2
B

−
i Im (gφB)gdB

M2
B

]
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq

+

[
−
i Im (gφBg

φ
B)

2M2
B

+
i Im (gφB)gqB

M2
B

−
i Im (gφB)guB

M2
B

]
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

B1 ∼ (1,1)1

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ (gduB1)rijBµ†1r d̄iγµuj + (gφB1)rB

µ†
1r i(Dµφ)T iσ2φ+ h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Bµ1 )iujd ∼ (3̄d,3u) : [gduB1 ]idkujdlu
= gduB1δ

id
jd
δkulu ,

Bµ1 ∼ 1 : gφB1 .

• Matching:

– (Bµ1 )iujd ∼ (3̄d,3u):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
∣∣gduB1∣∣2
3M2
B1

(
O(1)
ud + 6O(8)

ud

)
.

– Bµ1 ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃−
2|gφB1 |

2

M2
B1

(λφ + CB1φ4 )Oφ +
|gφB1 |

2

M2
B1
OφD −

|gφB1 |
2

2M2
B1
Oφ�

−
|gφB1 |

2

2M2
B1

{
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + [y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + [y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.
}
,

where

CB1φ4 =
µ2
φ|g

φ
B1 |

2

M2
B1

.
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W ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian

−L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(g`W)rijWµa

r
¯̀
iσ
aγµ`j+

1

2
(gqW)rijWµa

r q̄iσ
aγµqj+

[
1

2
(gφW)rWµa

r φ†σaiDµφ+ h.c.
]
.

• Flavor irreps:

(Wµ)iq jq ∼ 8q : [g
q,Aq
W ]iq jq = gqW(TAq)iq jq ,

(Wµ)i`j` ∼ 8` : [g`,A`W ]i`j` = g`W(TA`)i`j` ,

Wµ ∼ 1 : [g`W ]i`j` = g`Wδ
i`
j`
, [gqW ]

iq
jq

= gqWδ
iq
jq
, gφW .

• Matching:

– (Wµ)iq jq ∼ 8q:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(gqW)2

48M2
W

(
3O(3)E

qq −O(3)D
qq

)
.

– (Wµ)i`j` ∼ 8`:

LSMEFT ⊃
(g`W)2

48M2
W

(
5OE`` − 7OD``

)
.

– Wµ ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃
(g`W)2

8M2
W

(
OD`` − 2OE``

)
−

(gqW)2

8M2
W
O(3)D
qq −

gqWg
`
W

4M2
W
O(3)
`q −

|gφW |2

M2
W

(λφ + CWφ4)Oφ

+

[
|gφW |2

4M2
W
−

Re (gφWg
φ
W)

4M2
W

]
OφD −

[
|gφW |2

4M2
W

+
Re (gφWg

φ
W)

8M2
W

]
Oφ�

−
Re (gφW)g`W

4M2
W

O(3)
φ` −

Re (gφW)gqW
4M2
W

O(3)
φq

+

{[
−
i Im (gφWg

φ
W)

8M2
W

−
|gφW |2

4M2
W

+
i Im (gφW)g`W

4M2
W

]
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei`

+

[
−
i Im (gφWg

φ
W)

8M2
W

−
|gφW |2

4M2
W

+
i Im (gφW)gqW

4M2
W

]
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq

+

[
−
i Im (gφWg

φ
W)

8M2
W

−
|gφW |2

4M2
W
−
i Im (gφW)gqW

4M2
W

]
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
,

where

CWφ4 =
µ2
φ|g

φ
W |2

2M2
W

.
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W1 ∼ (1,3)1

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(gW1)rWµa†

1r i(Dµφ)T iσ2σ
aφ+ h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Wµ
1 ∼ 1 : gW1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃−
|gW1 |

2

2M2
W1

(λφ + CW1
φ4 )Oφ −

|gW1 |
2

4M2
W1

OφD −
|gW1 |

2

8M2
W1

Oφ�

− |gW1 |
2

8M2
W1

{
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + [y∗d]
iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + [y∗u]
iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.
}
,

where

CW1
φ4 =

µ2
φ |gW1 |

2

4M2
W1

.

L3 ∼ (1,2)−3
2

• Lagrangian
− L(≤4)

V ⊃ (gL3)rijLµ†3r ē
c
iγµ`j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Lµ3 )iej` ∼ (3e,3`) : [gL3 ]iek`jel`
= gL3δ

ie
je
δk`l` .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|gL3 |

2

M2
L3
O`e.

C.3.2 Color triplets

U2 ∼ (3,1)2
3

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ (gedU2)rijUµ†2r ēiγµdj + (g`qU2)rijUµ†2r

¯̀
iγµqj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Uµ2 )idje ∼ (3̄e,3d) : [gedU2 ]iekdjeld
= gedU2δ

ie
je
δkdld ,

(Uµ2 )
iq
j`
∼ (3̄`,3q) : [g`qU2 ]

i`kq
j`lq

= g`qU2δ
i`
j`
δ
kq
lq
.

• Matching:
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– (Uµ2 )idje ∼ (3̄e,3d):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
∣∣gedU2∣∣2
M2
U2
Oed.

– (Uµ2 )
iq
j`
∼ (3̄`,3q):

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|g`qU2 |

2

2M2
U2

(
O(1)
`q +O(3)

`q

)
.

U5 ∼ (3,1)5
3

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

V ⊃ (gU5)rijUµ†5r ēiγµuj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Uµ5 )iuje ∼ (3̄e,3u) : [gU5 ]iekujelu
= gU5δ

ie
je
δkulu .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|gU5 |

2

M2
U5
Oeu.

Q1 ∼ (3,2)1
6

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ (gu`Q1

)rijQµ†1r ū
c
iγµ`j + (gdqQ1

)rijQµα†1r εαβγ d̄
β
i γµiσ2q

cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Qµ1 )iuj` ∼ (3u,3`) : [gu`Q1
]iuk`jul`

= gu`Q1
δiujuδ

k`
l`
,

(Qµ1 )idjq ∼ (3̄d, 3̄q) : [gdqQ1
]
idkq
jdlq

= gdqQ1
δidjdδ

kq
lq
.

• Matching:

– (Qµ1 )iuj` ∼ (3u,3`):

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣gu`Q1

∣∣2
M2
Q1

O`u.

– (Qµ1 )idjq ∼ (3̄d, 3̄q):

LSMEFT ⊃
2|gdqQ1

|2

3M2
Q1

(
O(1)
qd − 3O(8)

qd

)
.
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Q5 ∼ (3,2)−5
6

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
V ⊃ (gd`Q5

)rijQµ†5r d̄
c
iγµ`j + (geqQ5

)rijQµ†5r ē
c
iγµqj + (guqQ5

)rijQµα†5r εαβγ ū
β
i γµq

cγ
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Qµ5 )idj` ∼ (3d,3`) : [gd`Q5
]idk`jdl`

= gd`Q5
δidjdδ

k`
l`
,

(Qµ5 )iejq ∼ (3e,3q) : [geqQ5
]
iekq
jelq

= geqQ5
δiejeδ

kq
lq
,

(Qµ5 )iujq ∼ (3̄u, 3̄q) : [guqQ5
]
iukq
julq

= guqQ5
δiujuδ

kq
lq
.

• Matching:

– (Qµ5 )idj` ∼ (3d,3`):

LSMEFT ⊃
∣∣gd`Q5

∣∣2
M2
Q5

O`d.

– (Qµ5 )iejq ∼ (3e,3q):

LSMEFT ⊃
|geqQ5
|2

M2
Q5

Oqe.

– (Qµ5 )iujq ∼ (3̄u, 3̄q):

LSMEFT ⊃
2|guqQ5

|2

3M2
Q5

(
O(1)
qu − 3O(8)

qu

)
.

X ∼ (3,3)2
3

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(gX )rijX µa†r

¯̀
iγµσ

aqj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(X µ)
iq
j`
∼ (3̄`,3q) : [gX ]

i`kq
j`lq

= gX δ
i`
j`
δ
kq
lq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
|gX |2

8M2
X

(
3O(1)

`q −O
(3)
`q

)
.

C.3.3 Color sextets

Y1 ∼ (6̄,2)1
6

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(gY1)rijYµαβ†1r d̄

(α|
i γµiσ2q

c|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Yµ1 )idjq ∼ (3̄d, 3̄q) : [gY1 ]
idkq
jdlq

= gY1δ
id
jd
δ
kq
lq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|gY1 |

2

3M2
Y1

(
2O(1)

qd + 3O(8)
qd

)
.
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Y5 ∼ (6̄,2)−5
6

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(gY5)rijYµαβ†5r ū

(α|
i γµiσ2q

c|β)
j + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Yµ5 )iujq ∼ (3̄u, 3̄q) : [gY5 ]
iukq
julq

= gY5δ
iu
ju
δ
kq
lq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|gY5 |

2

3M2
Y5

(
2O(1)

qu + 3O(8)
qu

)
.

C.3.4 Color octets

G ∼ (8,1)0

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ (gqG)rijGµAr q̄iγµTAqj + (guG)rijGµAr ūiγµTAuj + (gdG)rijGµAr d̄iγµTAdj .

• Flavor irreps:

(Gµ)iq jq ∼ 8q : [g
q,Aq
G ]iq jq = gqG(TAq)iq jq ,

(Gµ)iuju ∼ 8u : [gu,AuG ]iuju = guG(TAu)iuju ,

(Gµ)idjd ∼ 8d : [gd,AdG ]idjd = gdG(TAd)idjd ,

Gµ ∼ 1 : [gqG ]
iq
jq

= gqGδ
iq
jq
, [guG ]iuju = guGδ

iu
ju
, [gdG ]idjd = gdGδ

id
jd
.

• Matching:

– (Gµ)iq jq ∼ 8q:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(gqG)2

144M2
G

(
11O(1)D

qq − 9O(1)E
qq + 9O(3)D

qq − 3O(3)E
qq

)
.

– (Gµ)iuju ∼ 8u:

LSMEFT ⊃
(guG)2

36M2
G

(
3OEuu − 5ODuu

)
.

– (Gµ)idjd ∼ 8d:

LSMEFT ⊃
(gdG)2

36M2
G

(
3OEdd − 5ODdd

)
.

– Gµ ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃
(gdG)2

12M2
G

(
ODdd − 3OEdd

)
+

(guG)2

12M2
G

(
ODuu − 3OEuu

)
−

(gqG)2

8M2
G
O(3)E
qq

−
guGg

q
G

M2
G
O(8)
qu −

gdGg
q
G

M2
G
O(8)
qd +

(gqG)2

24M2
G

(
2O(1)D

qq − 3O(1)E
qq

)
−
gdGg

u
G

M2
G
O(8)
ud .
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G1 ∼ (8,1)1

• Lagrangian:
− L(≤4)

V ⊃ (gG1)rijGµA†1r d̄iTAγµuj + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

(Gµ1 )iujd ∼ (3̄d,3u) : [gG1 ]idkujdlu
= gG1δ

id
jd
δkulu .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
|gG1 |

2

9M2
G1

(
−4O(1)

ud + 3O(8)
ud

)
.

H∼ (8,3)0

• Lagrangian:

− L(≤4)
V ⊃ 1

2
(gH)rijHµaAr q̄iγµσ

aTAqj .

• Flavor irreps:

(Hµ)iq jq ∼ 8q : [g
Aq
H ]iq jq = gH(TAq)iq jq ,

Hµ ∼ 1 : [gH]
iq
jq

= gHδ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

– (Hµ)idjd ∼ 8q:

LSMEFT ⊃ −
(gH)2

576M2
H

(
27O(1)D

qq − 9O(1)E
qq − 7O(3)D

qq − 3O(3)E
qq

)
.

– Hµ ∼ 1:

LSMEFT ⊃
(gH)2

96M2
H

(
2O(3)D

qq + 3O(3)E
qq − 9O(1)E

qq

)
.

D Matching: SM + N fields

Apart from the trivial contributions that involve summing the WCs of individual fields
previously calculated, there are nontrivial contribution when a single diagram in a UV
theory has multiple BSM fields. All such cases are outlined in this Appendix.

D.1 Matching: SM + 2 fields

S ∼ (1,1)0, Ξ ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (λSΞ)rsSrΞas(φ†σaφ) + (κSΞ)rstSrΞasΞat .

• Flavor irreps:

S ∼ 1, Ξ ∼ 1 : λSΞ, κSΞ, κS , κΞ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
(
−λSΞκSκΞ

M2
ΞM

2
S

+
κSΞκSκ

2
Ξ

M4
ΞM

2
S

)
Oφ.
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S ∼ (1,1)0, Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ (κSΞ1)rstSrΞa†1sΞ

a
1t +

[
(λSΞ1)rsSrΞa†1s(φ̃

†σaφ) + h.c.
]
.

• Flavor irreps:

S ∼ 1, Ξ1 ∼ 1 : λSΞ1 , κSΞ1 , κS , κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
2κSΞ1κS |κΞ1 |

2

M4
Ξ1
M2
S

−
4Re (λSΞ1κ

∗
Ξ1

)κS

M2
Ξ1
M2
S

]
Oφ.

S ∼ (1,1)0, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κSϕ)rsSrϕ†sφ+ h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

S ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κSϕ, κS , λϕ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

2Re (κSϕλ
∗
ϕ)κS

M2
SM

2
ϕ

+
|κSϕ|2 κ2

S
M4
SM

2
ϕ

]
Oφ.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞϕ)rsΞ
a
r(ϕ
†
sσ
aφ) + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κΞϕ, κΞ, λϕ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

2Re (κΞϕλ
∗
ϕ)κΞ

M2
ΞM

2
ϕ

+
|κΞϕ|2 κ2

Ξ

M2
ϕM

4
Ξ

]
Oφ.

Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞ1ϕ)rsΞ
a†
1r(ϕ̃

†
sσ
aφ) + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ1 ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κΞ1ϕ, κΞ1 , λϕ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

4Re (κ∗Ξ1ϕ
κΞ1λ

∗
ϕ)

M2
Ξ1
M2
ϕ

+
4 |κΞ1ϕ|

2 |κΞ1 |
2

M4
Ξ1
M2
ϕ

]
Oφ.
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Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1

• Lagrangian:

−L(≤4)
S ⊃ (κΞΞ1)rstfabcΞ

a
rΞ

b†
1sΞ

c
1t +

[
(λΞ1Ξ)rsfabcΞ

a†
1rΞ

b
s(φ̃
†σcφ) + h.c.

]
.

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1, Ξ1 ∼ 1 : κΞΞ1 , λΞ1Ξ, κΞ, κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−
√

2κΞΞ1κΞ |κΞ1 |
2

M4
Ξ1
M2

Ξ

−
2
√

2Re (λΞ1Ξκ
∗
Ξ1

)κΞ

M2
ΞM

2
Ξ1

]
Oφ.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, Θ1 ∼ (1,4)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞΘ1)rsΞ
a
rC

I
aβφ̃βεIJΘJ

1s + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1, Θ1 ∼ 1 : κΞΘ1 , λΘ1 , κΞ.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

Re (κΞΘ1λ
∗
Θ1

)κΞ

3M2
Θ1
M2

Ξ

+
|κΞΘ1 |

2 κ2
Ξ

6M4
ΞM

2
Θ1

]
Oφ.

Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, Θ1 ∼ (1,4)1
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞ1Θ1)rsΞ
a†
1rC

I
aβφβεIJΘJ

1s + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ1 ∼ 1, Θ1 ∼ 1 : κΞ1Θ1 , λΘ1 , κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

Re (κΞ1Θ1κ
∗
Ξ1
λ∗Θ1

)

3M2
Ξ1
M2

Θ1

+
|κΞ1Θ1 |

2 |κΞ1 |
2

6M2
Θ1
M4

Ξ

]
Oφ.

Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, Θ3 ∼ (1,4)3
2

• Lagrangian:
−L(≤4)

S ⊃ (κΞ1Θ3)rsΞ
a†
1rC

I
aβφ̃βεIJΘJ

3s + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ1 ∼ 1, Θ3 ∼ 1 : κΞ1Θ3 , λΘ3 , κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

[
−

Re (κΞ1Θ3κ
∗
Ξ1
λ∗Θ3

)

M2
Ξ1
M2

Θ3

+
|κΞ1Θ3 |

2 |κΞ1 |
2

2M2
Θ3
M4

Ξ1

]
Oφ.
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D.2 Matching: SM + 3 fields

S ∼ (1,1)0, Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Flavor irreps:

S1 ∼ 1, Ξ ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κΞϕ, κSϕ, κΞ, κS .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
2Re (κ∗ΞϕκSϕ)κΞκS

M2
ΞM

2
SM

2
ϕ

Oφ.

S ∼ (1,1)0, Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Flavor irreps:

S1 ∼ 1, Ξ1 ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κΞ1ϕ, κSϕ, κΞ1 , κS .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
4Re (κΞ1ϕκ

∗
Ξ1
κSϕ)κS

M2
ϕM

2
Ξ1
M2
S

Oφ.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, ϕ ∼ (1,2)1
2

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1, Ξ1 ∼ 1, ϕ ∼ 1 : κΞϕ, κΞϕ, κΞ, κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
4Re (κ∗Ξ1ϕ

κΞ1κ
∗
Ξϕ)κΞ

M2
ϕM

2
Ξ1
M2

Ξ

Oφ.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0, Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1, Θ1 ∼ (1,4)1
2

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1, Ξ1 ∼ 1, Θ1 ∼ 1 : κΞΘ1 , κΞ1Θ1 , κΞ, κΞ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
Re (κ∗Ξ1Θ1

κΞ1κΞΘ1)κΞ

3M2
ΞM

2
Ξ1
M2

Θ1

Oφ.

E Non-renormalizable interactions

Lastly, for completeness, in this section, we list the dimension-5 interaction terms of BSM
mediators with the SM fields allowed by the flavor symmetry together with the corre-
sponding coupling tensors, and we present their contributions to the matching. Scale f is
introduced on dimensional grounds. We also note that the contributions to the matching
are always proportional to the product of the form g̃f × gf , where g̃f denotes the generic
dimension-5 coupling and gf denotes either dimension-3 or dimension-4 coupling, so that,
in order to have the non-vanishing contributions to the matching from these terms, the
corresponding gf couplings need to be activated as well (see Appendix C.1.1 and C.2 for
the relevant renormalizable terms and couplings). For simplicity, we omit the contribution
from the field L1 ∼ (1, 2) 1

2
[19].
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E.1 Spin 0

S ∼ (1,1)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
S ⊃

1

f

[
(k̃φS)rSr(Dµφ)†Dµφ+ (λ̃S)rSr|φ|4 + (k̃BS )rSrBµνBµν + (k̃B̃S )rSrBµνB̃µν

+ (k̃WS )rSrW a
µνW

aµν + (k̃W̃S )rSrW a
µνW̃

aµν + (k̃GS )rSrGAµνGAµν + (k̃G̃S )rSrGAµνG̃Aµν
]
.

• Flavor irreps:

S ∼ 1 : k̃φS , λ̃S , k̃BS , k̃B̃S , k̃WS , k̃W̃S , k̃GS , k̃G̃S .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
1

f

k̃φSκS

2M2
S
Oφ� +

1

f

κS
M2
S

[
2k̃φS(λφ + C̃Sφ4) + λ̃S

]
Oφ

+
1

f

κS
M2
S

(
k̃BSOφB + k̃B̃SOφB̃ + k̃WS OφW + k̃W̃S OφW̃ + k̃GSOφG + k̃G̃SOφG̃

)
+

{
1

f

k̃φSκS

2M2
S

(
[y∗e ]

j`
ie

[Oeφ]iej` + [y∗d]
jq
id

[Odφ]idjq + [y∗u]
jq
iu

[Ouφ]iujq

)
+ h.c.

}
,

where

C̃Sφ4 = − 1

f

µ2
φk̃

φ
SκS

M2
S

.

Ξ ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
S ⊃

1

f

{
(k̃φΞ)rΞ

a
rDµφ

†σaDµφ+ (λ̃Ξ)rΞ
a
r |φ|2φ†σaφ+ (k̃WB

Ξ )rΞ
a
rW

a
µνB

µν

+ (k̃WB̃
Ξ )rΞ

a
rW

a
µνB̃

µν

}
.

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ ∼ 1 : k̃φΞ, λ̃Ξ, k̃WB
Ξ , k̃WB̃

Ξ .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
1

f

2k̃φΞκΞ

M2
Ξ

OφD −
1

f

k̃φΞκΞ

2M2
Ξ

Oφ� +
1

f

κΞ

M2
Ξ

(
k̃WB

Ξ OφWB + k̃WB̃
Ξ OφWB̃

)
−

{
1

f

k̃φΞκΞ

2M2
Ξ

(
[y∗e ]

j`
ie

[Oeφ]iej` + [y∗d]
jq
id

[Odφ]idjq + [y∗u]
jq
iu

[Ouφ]iujq

)
+ h.c.

}
+

1

f

κΞ

M2
Ξ

[
λ̃Ξ − 2k̃φΞ(λφ + C̃Ξ

φ4)
]
Oφ,

where

C̃Ξ
φ4 =

1

f

µ2
φk̃

φ
ΞκΞ

M2
Ξ

.
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Ξ1 ∼ (1,3)1

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
S ⊃

1

f

[
(k̃Ξ1)rΞ

a†
1rDµφ̃

†σaDµφ+ (λ̃Ξ1)rΞ
a†
1r|φ|

2φ̃†σaφ
]

+ h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ξ1 ∼ 1 : k̃Ξ1 , λ̃Ξ1 .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃
1

f

4Re (λ̃Ξ1κ
∗
Ξ1

)

M2
Ξ1

Oφ −
1

f

4Re (k̃Ξ1κ
∗
Ξ1

)

M2
Ξ1

OφD −
1

f

2Re (k̃Ξ1κ
∗
Ξ1

)

M2
Ξ1

Oφ�

−

{
1

f

2i Im (k̃Ξ1
κ∗Ξ1

)

M2
Ξ1

(
[y∗e ]j`ie [Oeφ]iej` + [y∗d]

jq
id

[Odφ]idjq + [y∗u]
jq
iu

[Ouφ]iujq

)
+ h.c.

}
.

E.2 Spin 1/2

Color singlets

E ∼ (1,1)−1

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
leptons ⊃

1

f
(λ̃`E)riĒLiγ

µ(Dµφ)†`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Ei`L,R ∼ 3` : [λ̃`E ]i`j` = λ̃`Eδ
i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

λ̃`Eλ
∗
E

4ME
− i

f

(λ̃`E)∗λE
4ME

)(
O(1)
φ` +O(3)

φ`

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃`Eλ
∗
E

2ME
+
i

f

(λ̃`E)∗λE
2ME

)
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

∆1 ∼ (1,2)−1
2

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
leptons ⊃

1

f
(λ̃e∆1

)ri∆̄1Rr /Dφei + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

∆ie
1L,R ∼ 3e : [λ̃e∆1

]ieje = λ̃e∆1
δieje .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃e∆1
)∗λ∆1

2M∆1

− i

f

λ̃e∆1
λ∗∆1

2M∆1

)
Oφe

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃e∆1
)∗λ∆1

2M∆1

+
i

f

λ̃e∆1
λ∗∆1

2M∆1

)
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.
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∆3 ∼ (1,2)−3
2

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
leptons ⊃

1

f
(λ̃e∆3

)ri∆̄3Rr /Dφ̃ei + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

∆ie
3L,R ∼ 3e : [λ̃e∆3

]ieje = λ̃e∆3
δieje .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

λ̃e∆3
λ∗∆3

2M∆3

− i

f

(λ̃e∆3
)∗λ∆3

2M∆3

)
Oφe

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃e∆3
)∗λ∆3

2M∆3

+
i

f

λ̃e∆3
λ∗∆3

2M∆3

)
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

Σ ∼ (1,3)0

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
leptons ⊃

1

f
(λ̃`Σ)riΣ̄

ca
Rrγ

µ(Dµφ̃)†σa`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Σi`
L,R ∼ 3` : [λ̃`Σ]i`j` = λ̃`Σδ

i`
j`
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃`Σ)∗λΣ

8MΣ
− i

f

λ̃`Σλ
∗
Σ

8MΣ

)(
3O(1)

φ` +O(3)
φ`

)
+

{(
i

f

(λ̃`Σ)∗λΣ

2MΣ
+
i

f

λ̃`Σλ
∗
Σ

2MΣ

)
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.

Σ1 ∼ (1,3)−1

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
leptons ⊃

1

f
(λ̃`Σ1

)riΣ̄
a
1Lrγ

µ(Dµφ)†σa`i + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Σi`
1L,R ∼ 3` : [λ̃`Σ1

]i`j` = λ̃`Σ1
δi`j` .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃`Σ1
)∗λΣ1

8MΣ1

− i

f

λ̃`Σ1
λ∗Σ1

8MΣ1

)(
O(3)
φ` − 3O(1)

φ`

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃`Σ1
λ∗Σ1

4MΣ1

+
i

f

(λ̃`Σ1
)∗λΣ1

4MΣ1

)
[y∗e ]

i`
je

[Oeφ]jei` + h.c.

}
.
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Color triplets

U ∼ (3,1)2
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃qU )riŪLrγ

µ(Dµφ̃)†qi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

U
iq
L,R ∼ 3q : [λ̃qU ]

iq
jq

= λ̃qUδ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃qU )∗λU
4MU

− i

f

λ̃qUλ
∗
U

4MU

)(
O(1)
φq −O

(3)
φq

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃qUλ
∗
U

2MU
+
i

f

(λ̃qU )∗λU
2MU

)
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

D ∼ (3,1)−1
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃qD)riD̄Lrγ

µ(Dµφ)†qi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

D
iq
L,R ∼ 3q : [λ̃qD]

iq
jq

= λ̃qDδ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

λ̃qDλ
∗
D

4MD
− i

f

(λ̃qD)∗λD
4MD

)(
O(1)
φq +O(3)

φq

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃qDλ
∗
D

2MD
+
i

f

(λ̃qD)∗λD
2MD

)
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.

Q1 ∼ (3,2)1
6

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f

[
(λ̃uQ1

)riQ̄1Rr /Dφ̃ui + (λ̃dQ1
)riQ̄1Rr /Dφdi

]
+ h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qiu1L,R ∼ 3u : [λ̃uQ1
]iuju = λ̃uQ1

δiuju ,

Qid1L,R ∼ 3d : [λ̃dQ1
]idjd = λ̃dQ1

δidjd .

• Matching:
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– Qiu1L,R ∼ 3u:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

λ̃uQ1
(λuQ1

)∗

2MQ1

− i

f

(λ̃uQ1
)∗λuQ1

2MQ1

)
Oφu

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃uQ1
)∗λuQ1

2MQ1

+
i

f

λ̃uQ1
(λuQ1

)∗

2MQ1

)
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

– Qid1L,R ∼ 3d:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃dQ1
)∗λdQ1

2MQ1

− i

f

λ̃dQ1
(λdQ1

)∗

2MQ1

)
Oφd

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃dQ1
)∗λdQ1

2MQ1

+
i

f

λ̃dQ1
(λdQ1

)∗

2MQ1

)
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.

Q5 ∼ (3,2)−5
6

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃dQ5

)riQ̄5Rr /Dφ̃di + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qid5L,R ∼ 3d : [λ̃dQ5
]idjd = λ̃dQ5

δidjd .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

λ̃dQ5
(λQ5)∗

2MQ5

− i

f

(λ̃dQ5
)∗λQ5

2MQ5

)
Oφd

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃dQ5
)∗λQ5

2MQ5

+
i

f

λ̃dQ5
(λQ5)∗

2MQ5

)
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq + h.c.

}
.

Q7 ∼ (3,2)7
6

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃uQ7

)riQ̄7Rr /Dφui + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

Qiu7L,R ∼ 3u : [λ̃uQ7
]iuju = λ̃uQ7

δiuju .

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃uQ7
)∗λQ7

2MQ7

− i

f

λ̃uQ7
(λQ7)∗

2MQ7

)
Oφu

−

{(
i

f

(λ̃uQ7
)∗λQ7

2MQ7

+
i

f

λ̃uQ7
(λQ7)∗

2MQ7

)
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.
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T1 ∼ (3,3)−1
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃qT1)riT̄

a
1Lrγ

µ(Dµφ)†σaqi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

T
iq
1L,R ∼ 3q : [λ̃qT1 ]

iq
jq

= λ̃qT1δ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃qT1)∗λT1
8MT1

− i

f

λ̃qT1λ
∗
T1

8MT1

)(
O(3)
φq − 3O(1)

φq

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃qT1λ
∗
T1

4MT1

+
i

f

(λ̃qT1)∗λT1
4MT1

)
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq

+

(
i

f

λ̃qT1λ
∗
T1

2MT1

+
i

f

(λ̃qT1)∗λT1
2MT1

)
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

T2 ∼ (3,3)2
3

• Lagrangian:

−L(5)
quarks ⊃

1

f
(λ̃qT2)riT̄

a
2Lrγ

µ(Dµφ̃)†σaqi + h.c..

• Flavor irreps:

T
iq
2L,R ∼ 3q : [λ̃qT2 ]

iq
jq

= λ̃qT2δ
iq
jq
.

• Matching:

LSMEFT ⊃

(
i

f

(λ̃qT2)∗λT2
8MT2

− i

f

λ̃qT2λ
∗
T2

8MT2

)(
O(3)
φq + 3O(1)

φq

)
+

{(
i

f

λ̃qT2λ
∗
T2

2MT2

+
i

f

(λ̃qT2)∗λT2
2MT2

)
[y∗d]

iq
jd

[Odφ]jdiq

+

(
i

f

λ̃qT2λ
∗
T2

4MT2

+
i

f

(λ̃qT2)∗λT2
4MT2

)
[y∗u]

iq
ju

[Ouφ]juiq + h.c.

}
.

– 51 –



References

[1] W. Buchmuller and D. Wyler, Effective Lagrangian Analysis of New Interactions and
Flavor Conservation, Nucl. Phys. B 268 (1986) 621–653.

[2] B. Grzadkowski, M. Iskrzynski, M. Misiak and J. Rosiek, Dimension-Six Terms in the
Standard Model Lagrangian, JHEP 10 (2010) 085, [1008.4884].

[3] I. Brivio and M. Trott, The Standard Model as an Effective Field Theory, Phys. Rept. 793
(2019) 1–98, [1706.08945].

[4] G. Isidori, F. Wilsch and D. Wyler, The Standard Model effective field theory at work,
2303.16922.

[5] G. F. Giudice, C. Grojean, A. Pomarol and R. Rattazzi, The Strongly-Interacting Light
Higgs, JHEP 06 (2007) 045, [hep-ph/0703164].

[6] B. Henning, X. Lu and H. Murayama, How to use the Standard Model effective field theory,
JHEP 01 (2016) 023, [1412.1837].

[7] R. Alonso, E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar and M. Trott, Renormalization Group Evolution
of the Standard Model Dimension Six Operators III: Gauge Coupling Dependence and
Phenomenology, JHEP 04 (2014) 159, [1312.2014].

[8] D. A. Faroughy, G. Isidori, F. Wilsch and K. Yamamoto, Flavour symmetries in the
SMEFT, JHEP 08 (2020) 166, [2005.05366].

[9] A. Greljo, A. Palavrić and A. E. Thomsen, Adding Flavor to the SMEFT, JHEP 10 (2022)
010, [2203.09561].

[10] G. Isidori, Y. Nir and G. Perez, Flavor Physics Constraints for Physics Beyond the
Standard Model, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 60 (2010) 355, [1002.0900].

[11] R. K. Ellis et al., Physics Briefing Book: Input for the European Strategy for Particle
Physics Update 2020, 1910.11775.

[12] J. Aebischer, C. Bobeth, A. J. Buras and J. Kumar, SMEFT ATLAS of ∆F = 2
transitions, JHEP 12 (2020) 187, [2009.07276].

[13] L. Silvestrini and M. Valli, Model-independent Bounds on the Standard Model Effective
Theory from Flavour Physics, Phys. Lett. B 799 (2019) 135062, [1812.10913].

[14] G. M. Pruna and A. Signer, The µ→ eγ decay in a systematic effective field theory
approach with dimension 6 operators, JHEP 10 (2014) 014, [1408.3565].

[15] F. Feruglio, Theoretical Aspects of Flavour and CP Violation in the Lepton Sector, in 27th
Rencontres de Blois on Particle Physics and Cosmology, 9, 2015. 1509.08428.

[16] G. D’Ambrosio, G. F. Giudice, G. Isidori and A. Strumia, Minimal flavor violation: An
Effective field theory approach, Nucl. Phys. B 645 (2002) 155–187, [hep-ph/0207036].

[17] R. Barbieri, G. Isidori, J. Jones-Perez, P. Lodone and D. M. Straub, U(2) and Minimal
Flavour Violation in Supersymmetry, Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1725, [1105.2296].

[18] A. L. Kagan, G. Perez, T. Volansky and J. Zupan, General Minimal Flavor Violation, Phys.
Rev. D 80 (2009) 076002, [0903.1794].

[19] J. de Blas, J. C. Criado, M. Perez-Victoria and J. Santiago, Effective description of general
extensions of the Standard Model: the complete tree-level dictionary, JHEP 03 (2018) 109,
[1711.10391].

– 52 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(86)90262-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2010)085
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.4884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.11.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.08945
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.16922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/06/045
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703164
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.1837
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)159
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.012809.104534
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0900
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.11775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)187
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.07276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3565
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.08428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00836-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0207036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1725-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.2296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.076002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.076002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.1794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)109
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.10391


[20] C. Arzt, M. B. Einhorn and J. Wudka, Patterns of deviation from the standard model, Nucl.
Phys. B 433 (1995) 41–66, [hep-ph/9405214].

[21] M. B. Einhorn and J. Wudka, The Bases of Effective Field Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 876
(2013) 556–574, [1307.0478].

[22] H.-L. Li, Y.-H. Ni, M.-L. Xiao and J.-H. Yu, The bottom-up EFT: complete UV resonances
of the SMEFT operators, JHEP 11 (2022) 170, [2204.03660].

[23] A. Falkowski, M. Gonzalez-Alonso, A. Greljo and D. Marzocca, Global constraints on
anomalous triple gauge couplings in effective field theory approach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116
(2016) 011801, [1508.00581].

[24] A. Falkowski, M. Gonzalez-Alonso, A. Greljo, D. Marzocca and M. Son, Anomalous Triple
Gauge Couplings in the Effective Field Theory Approach at the LHC, JHEP 02 (2017) 115,
[1609.06312].

[25] J. Ellis, C. W. Murphy, V. Sanz and T. You, Updated Global SMEFT Fit to Higgs, Diboson
and Electroweak Data, JHEP 06 (2018) 146, [1803.03252].

[26] J. Ellis, M. Madigan, K. Mimasu, V. Sanz and T. You, Top, Higgs, Diboson and Electroweak
Fit to the Standard Model Effective Field Theory, JHEP 04 (2021) 279, [2012.02779].

[27] R. Aoude, T. Hurth, S. Renner and W. Shepherd, The impact of flavour data on global fits
of the MFV SMEFT, JHEP 12 (2020) 113, [2003.05432].

[28] A. Falkowski, M. González-Alonso and K. Mimouni, Compilation of low-energy constraints
on 4-fermion operators in the SMEFT, JHEP 08 (2017) 123, [1706.03783].

[29] V. Bresó-Pla, A. Falkowski, M. González-Alonso and K. Monsálvez-Pozo, EFT analysis of
New Physics at COHERENT, 2301.07036.

[30] A. Falkowski and D. Straub, Flavourful SMEFT likelihood for Higgs and electroweak data,
JHEP 04 (2020) 066, [1911.07866].

[31] M. González-Alonso and J. Martin Camalich, Global Effective-Field-Theory analysis of
New-Physics effects in (semi)leptonic kaon decays, JHEP 12 (2016) 052, [1605.07114].

[32] V. Cirigliano, J. Jenkins and M. Gonzalez-Alonso, Semileptonic decays of light quarks
beyond the Standard Model, Nucl. Phys. B 830 (2010) 95–115, [0908.1754].

[33] A. Efrati, A. Falkowski and Y. Soreq, Electroweak constraints on flavorful effective theories,
JHEP 07 (2015) 018, [1503.07872].

[34] A. Buckley, C. Englert, J. Ferrando, D. J. Miller, L. Moore, M. Russell and C. D. White,
Constraining top quark effective theory in the LHC Run II era, JHEP 04 (2016) 015,
[1512.03360].

[35] C. Englert, L. Moore, K. Nordström and M. Russell, Giving top quark effective operators a
boost, Phys. Lett. B 763 (2016) 9–15, [1607.04304].

[36] N. P. Hartland, F. Maltoni, E. R. Nocera, J. Rojo, E. Slade, E. Vryonidou and C. Zhang, A
Monte Carlo global analysis of the Standard Model Effective Field Theory: the top quark
sector, JHEP 04 (2019) 100, [1901.05965].

[37] I. Brivio, S. Bruggisser, F. Maltoni, R. Moutafis, T. Plehn, E. Vryonidou, S. Westhoff and
C. Zhang, O new physics, where art thou? A global search in the top sector, JHEP 02
(2020) 131, [1910.03606].

– 53 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)00336-D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)00336-D
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9405214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.0478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)170
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.03660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.011801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.011801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.06312
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)146
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)279
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)113
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.05432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2017)123
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03783
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.07036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)066
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.07866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.07114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.12.020
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.1754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.07872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.10.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.04304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)100
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.05965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)131
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.03606


[38] G. Durieux, M. Perelló, M. Vos and C. Zhang, Global and optimal probes for the top-quark
effective field theory at future lepton colliders, JHEP 10 (2018) 168, [1807.02121].

[39] S. van Beek, E. R. Nocera, J. Rojo and E. Slade, Constraining the SMEFT with Bayesian
reweighting, SciPost Phys. 7 (2019) 070, [1906.05296].

[40] S. Bißmann, C. Grunwald, G. Hiller and K. Kröninger, Top and Beauty synergies in
SMEFT-fits at present and future colliders, JHEP 06 (2021) 010, [2012.10456].

[41] S. Bruggisser, R. Schäfer, D. van Dyk and S. Westhoff, The Flavor of UV Physics, JHEP
05 (2021) 257, [2101.07273].

[42] SMEFiT collaboration, J. J. Ethier, G. Magni, F. Maltoni, L. Mantani, E. R. Nocera,
J. Rojo, E. Slade, E. Vryonidou and C. Zhang, Combined SMEFT interpretation of Higgs,
diboson, and top quark data from the LHC, JHEP 11 (2021) 089, [2105.00006].

[43] J. Baglio, S. Dawson and I. M. Lewis, An NLO QCD effective field theory analysis of
W+W− production at the LHC including fermionic operators, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017)
073003, [1708.03332].

[44] G. Panico, F. Riva and A. Wulzer, Diboson interference resurrection, Phys. Lett. B 776
(2018) 473–480, [1708.07823].

[45] C. Grojean, M. Montull and M. Riembau, Diboson at the LHC vs LEP, JHEP 03 (2019)
020, [1810.05149].

[46] R. Gomez-Ambrosio, Studies of Dimension-Six EFT effects in Vector Boson Scattering,
Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 389, [1809.04189].

[47] A. Dedes, P. Kozów and M. Szleper, Standard model EFT effects in vector-boson scattering
at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 013003, [2011.07367].

[48] A. Pomarol and F. Riva, Towards the Ultimate SM Fit to Close in on Higgs Physics, JHEP
01 (2014) 151, [1308.2803].

[49] J. de Blas, M. Ciuchini, E. Franco, S. Mishima, M. Pierini, L. Reina and L. Silvestrini,
Electroweak precision observables and Higgs-boson signal strengths in the Standard Model
and beyond: present and future, JHEP 12 (2016) 135, [1608.01509].

[50] J. de Blas, M. Ciuchini, E. Franco, S. Mishima, M. Pierini, L. Reina and L. Silvestrini, The
Global Electroweak and Higgs Fits in the LHC era, PoS EPS-HEP2017 (2017) 467,
[1710.05402].

[51] A. Falkowski and F. Riva, Model-independent precision constraints on dimension-6
operators, JHEP 02 (2015) 039, [1411.0669].

[52] F. Krauss, S. Kuttimalai and T. Plehn, LHC multijet events as a probe for anomalous
dimension-six gluon interactions, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 035024, [1611.00767].

[53] S. Alte, M. König and W. Shepherd, Consistent Searches for SMEFT Effects in
Non-Resonant Dijet Events, JHEP 01 (2018) 094, [1711.07484].

[54] V. Hirschi, F. Maltoni, I. Tsinikos and E. Vryonidou, Constraining anomalous gluon
self-interactions at the LHC: a reappraisal, JHEP 07 (2018) 093, [1806.04696].

[55] R. Goldouzian and M. D. Hildreth, LHC dijet angular distributions as a probe for the
dimension-six triple gluon vertex, Phys. Lett. B 811 (2020) 135889, [2001.02736].

[56] A. Greljo and D. Marzocca, High-pT dilepton tails and flavor physics, Eur. Phys. J. C 77
(2017) 548, [1704.09015].

– 54 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)168
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02121
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.5.070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.05296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.10456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)257
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.07273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)089
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.073003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.073003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.03332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.068
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6893-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.013003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)151
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.2803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)135
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.01509
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.314.0467
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.0669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.035024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.00767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.07484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)093
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.04696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135889
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5119-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5119-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.09015


[57] A. Greljo, S. Iranipour, Z. Kassabov, M. Madigan, J. Moore, J. Rojo, M. Ubiali and
C. Voisey, Parton distributions in the SMEFT from high-energy Drell-Yan tails, JHEP 07
(2021) 122, [2104.02723].

[58] A. Greljo, J. Salko, A. Smolkovič and P. Stangl, Rare b decays meet high-mass Drell-Yan,
2212.10497.

[59] Z. Kassabov, M. Madigan, L. Mantani, J. Moore, M. M. Alvarado, J. Rojo and M. Ubiali,
The top quark legacy of the LHC Run II for PDF and SMEFT analyses, 2303.06159.

[60] C. Grunwald, G. Hiller, K. Kröninger and L. Nollen, More Synergies from Beauty, Top, Z
and Drell-Yan Measurements in SMEFT, 2304.12837.

[61] L. Bellafronte, S. Dawson and P. P. Giardino, The Importance of Flavor in SMEFT
Electroweak Precision Fits, 2304.00029.

[62] R. Aoude, F. Maltoni, O. Mattelaer, C. Severi and E. Vryonidou, Renormalisation group
effects on SMEFT interpretations of LHC data, 2212.05067.

[63] W. Altmannshofer, S. Gori, B. V. Lehmann and J. Zuo, UV physics from IR features: new
prospects from top flavor violation, 2303.00781.

[64] J. de Blas, M. Pierini, L. Reina and L. Silvestrini, Impact of the Recent Measurements of
the Top-Quark and W-Boson Masses on Electroweak Precision Fits, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129
(2022) 271801, [2204.04204].

[65] CHARM collaboration, J. Dorenbosch et al., Experimental Verification of the Universality
of νe and νµ Coupling to the Neutral Weak Current, Phys. Lett. B 180 (1986) 303–307.

[66] CHARM collaboration, J. V. Allaby et al., A Precise Determination of the Electroweak
Mixing Angle from Semileptonic Neutrino Scattering, Z. Phys. C 36 (1987) 611.

[67] A. Blondel et al., Electroweak Parameters From a High Statistics Neutrino Nucleon
Scattering Experiment, Z. Phys. C 45 (1990) 361–379.

[68] CCFR, E744, E770 collaboration, K. S. McFarland et al., A Precision measurement of
electroweak parameters in neutrino - nucleon scattering, Eur. Phys. J. C 1 (1998) 509–513,
[hep-ex/9701010].

[69] V. A. Dzuba, J. C. Berengut, V. V. Flambaum and B. Roberts, Revisiting parity
non-conservation in cesium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 203003, [1207.5864].

[70] C. S. Wood, S. C. Bennett, D. Cho, B. P. Masterson, J. L. Roberts, C. E. Tanner and C. E.
Wieman, Measurement of parity nonconservation and an anapole moment in cesium,
Science 275 (1997) 1759–1763.

[71] Qweak collaboration, D. Androic et al., First Determination of the Weak Charge of the
Proton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 141803, [1307.5275].

[72] N. H. Edwards, S. J. Phipp, P. E. G. Baird and S. Nakayama, Precise Measurement of
Parity Nonconserving Optical Rotation in Atomic Thallium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995)
2654–2657.

[73] P. A. Vetter, D. M. Meekhof, P. K. Majumder, S. K. Lamoreaux and E. N. Fortson, Precise
test of electroweak theory from a new measurement of parity nonconservation in atomic
thallium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 2658–2661.

[74] Qweak collaboration, D. Androić et al., Precision measurement of the weak charge of the
proton, Nature 557 (2018) 207–211, [1905.08283].

– 55 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)122
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.02723
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10497
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.06159
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.12837
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.00029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.05067
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.271801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.271801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.04204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(86)90315-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01630598
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01549665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520050099
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9701010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.203003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.275.5307.1759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.141803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.5275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.2658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0096-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.08283


[75] PVDIS collaboration, D. Wang et al., Measurement of parity violation in electron–quark
scattering, Nature 506 (2014) 67–70.

[76] E. J. Beise, M. L. Pitt and D. T. Spayde, The SAMPLE experiment and weak nucleon
structure, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 54 (2005) 289–350, [nucl-ex/0412054].

[77] A. Argento et al., Electroweak Asymmetry in Deep Inelastic Muon - Nucleon Scattering,
Phys. Lett. B 120 (1983) 245.

[78] FlaviaNet Working Group on Kaon Decays collaboration, M. Antonelli et al.,
Precision tests of the Standard Model with leptonic and semileptonic kaon decays, in 5th
International Workshop on e+ e- Collisions from Phi to Psi, 1, 2008. 0801.1817.

[79] FlaviaNet Working Group on Kaon Decays collaboration, M. Antonelli et al., An
Evaluation of |Vus| and precise tests of the Standard Model from world data on leptonic and
semileptonic kaon decays, Eur. Phys. J. C 69 (2010) 399–424, [1005.2323].

[80] V. Cirigliano, G. Ecker, H. Neufeld, A. Pich and J. Portoles, Kaon Decays in the Standard
Model, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 (2012) 399, [1107.6001].

[81] Particle Data Group collaboration, K. A. Olive et al., Review of Particle Physics, Chin.
Phys. C 38 (2014) 090001.

[82] ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL, LEP Electroweak collaboration, S. Schael et al.,
Electroweak Measurements in Electron-Positron Collisions at W-Boson-Pair Energies at
LEP, Phys. Rept. 532 (2013) 119–244, [1302.3415].

[83] ALEPH, DELPHI, L3, OPAL, LEP Electroweak Working Group collaboration,
J. Alcaraz et al., A Combination of preliminary electroweak measurements and constraints
on the standard model, hep-ex/0612034.

[84] VENUS collaboration, K. Abe et al., A Study of the charm and bottom quark production in
e+ e- annihilation at s**(1/2) = 58-GeV using prompt electrons, Phys. Lett. B 313 (1993)
288–298.

[85] TOPAZ collaboration, Y. Inoue et al., Measurement of the cross-section and forward -
backward charge asymmetry for the b and c quark in e+ e- annihilation with inclusive
muons at s**(1/2) = 58-GeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 18 (2000) 273–282, [hep-ex/0012033].

[86] VENUS collaboration, H. Hanai et al., Measurement of tau polarization in e+ e-
annihilation at s**(1/2) = 58-GeV, Phys. Lett. B 403 (1997) 155–162, [hep-ex/9703003].

[87] COHERENT collaboration, D. Akimov et al., First Measurement of Coherent Elastic
Neutrino-Nucleus Scattering on Argon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 012002, [2003.10630].

[88] COHERENT collaboration, D. Akimov et al., Measurement of the Coherent Elastic
Neutrino-Nucleus Scattering Cross Section on CsI by COHERENT, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129
(2022) 081801, [2110.07730].

[89] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurements of top-quark pair differential
cross-sections in the lepton+jets channel in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV using the ATLAS

detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 538, [1511.04716].

[90] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement of the differential cross section for
top quark pair production in pp collisions at

√
s = 8TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 542,

[1505.04480].

– 56 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2004.07.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0412054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(83)90665-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1406-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.2323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.399
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.6001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/38/9/090001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/38/9/090001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2013.07.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.3415
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0612034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91226-D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91226-D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s100520000541
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0012033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00506-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9703003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.012002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.10630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.081801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.081801
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.07730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4366-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.04716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3709-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04480


[91] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of double-differential cross sections
for top quark pair production in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV and impact on parton

distribution functions, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 459, [1703.01630].

[92] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the W boson polarisation in tt̄
events from pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV in the lepton + jets channel with ATLAS, Eur.

Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 264, [1612.02577].

[93] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement of the W boson helicity fractions
in the decays of top quark pairs to lepton + jets final states produced in pp collisions at√
s = 8TeV, Phys. Lett. B 762 (2016) 512–534, [1605.09047].

[94] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement of differential cross sections for
top quark pair production using the lepton+jets final state in proton-proton collisions at 13
TeV, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 092001, [1610.04191].

[95] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of differential cross sections for the
production of top quark pairs and of additional jets in lepton+jets events from pp collisions
at
√
s = 13 TeV, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 112003, [1803.08856].

[96] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of normalized differential tt cross
sections in the dilepton channel from pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, JHEP 04 (2018) 060,

[1708.07638].

[97] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of top quark pair differential
cross-sections in the dilepton channel in pp collisions at

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV with ATLAS,

Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 092003, [1607.07281].

[98] ATLAS collaboration, Inclusive and differential measurement of the charge asymmetry in
tt̄ events at 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, .

[99] S. Amoroso et al., Les Houches 2019: Physics at TeV Colliders: Standard Model Working
Group Report, in 11th Les Houches Workshop on Physics at TeV Colliders: PhysTeV Les
Houches, 3, 2020. 2003.01700.

[100] S. Bailey and L. Harland-Lang, Differential Top Quark Pair Production at the LHC:
Challenges for PDF Fits, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 60, [1909.10541].

[101] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurements of tt̄ cross sections in association
with b jets and inclusive jets and their ratio using dilepton final states in pp collisions at

√
s

= 13 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 776 (2018) 355–378, [1705.10141].

[102] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for standard model production of four top
quarks with same-sign and multilepton final states in proton–proton collisions at√
s = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 140, [1710.10614].

[103] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Observation of top quark pairs produced in
association with a vector boson in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV, JHEP 01 (2016) 096,

[1510.01131].

[104] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of the cross section for top quark
pair production in association with a W or Z boson in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13

TeV, JHEP 08 (2018) 011, [1711.02547].

[105] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurement of the ttW and ttZ production cross
sections in pp collisions at

√
s = 8 TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 11 (2015) 172,

[1509.05276].

– 57 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4984-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.01630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4819-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4819-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.02577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.10.007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.09047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.092001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.112003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)060
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.092003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.07281
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7633-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.10541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.10141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5607-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.10614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.01131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)172
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.05276


[106] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the tt̄Z and tt̄W production cross
sections in multilepton final states using 3.2 fb−1 of pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with the

ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 40, [1609.01599].

[107] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for production of four top quarks in final
states with same-sign or multiple leptons in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, Eur.

Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 75, [1908.06463].

[108] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Evidence for tt̄tt̄ production in the multilepton final
state in proton–proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C

80 (2020) 1085, [2007.14858].

[109] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurements of inclusive and differential fiducial
cross-sections of tt production with additional heavy-flavour jets in proton-proton collisions
at
√
s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 04 (2019) 046, [1811.12113].

[110] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of the tt̄bb̄ production cross
section in the all-jet final state in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 803 (2020)

135285, [1909.05306].

[111] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the tt̄Z and tt̄W cross sections in
proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019)

072009, [1901.03584].

[112] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of top quark pair production in
association with a Z boson in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, JHEP 03 (2020)

056, [1907.11270].

[113] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Measurement of the t-channel single-top-quark
production cross section and of the | Vtb | CKM matrix element in pp collisions at

√
s= 8

TeV, JHEP 06 (2014) 090, [1403.7366].

[114] CMS collaboration, Single top t-channel differential cross section at 8 TeV, .

[115] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Fiducial, total and differential cross-section
measurements of t-channel single top-quark production in pp collisions at 8 TeV using data
collected by the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 531, [1702.02859].

[116] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Evidence for single top-quark production in the
s-channel in proton-proton collisions at

√
s =8 TeV with the ATLAS detector using the

Matrix Element Method, Phys. Lett. B 756 (2016) 228–246, [1511.05980].

[117] CMS collaboration, V. Khachatryan et al., Search for s channel single top quark production
in pp collisions at

√
s = 7 and 8 TeV, JHEP 09 (2016) 027, [1603.02555].

[118] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the inclusive cross-sections of
single top-quark and top-antiquark t-channel production in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV

with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 04 (2017) 086, [1609.03920].

[119] CMS collaboration, Measurement of the differential cross section for t-channel
single-top-quark production at

√
s = 13 TeV, .

[120] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Cross section measurement of t-channel single
top quark production in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 772 (2017) 752–776,

[1610.00678].

[121] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of differential cross sections and

– 58 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4574-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.01599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7593-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7593-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.06463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08509-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08509-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135285
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.05306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.072009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.072009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.03584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2014)090
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7366
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5061-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.03.017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.05980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.02555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)086
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.03920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.07.047
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.00678


charge ratios for t-channel single top quark production in proton–proton collisions at√
s = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 370, [1907.08330].

[122] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurement of the production cross-section of a
single top quark in association with a W boson at 8 TeV with the ATLAS experiment,
JHEP 01 (2016) 064, [1510.03752].

[123] CMS collaboration, S. Chatrchyan et al., Observation of the associated production of a
single top quark and a W boson in pp collisions at

√
s =8 TeV, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014)

231802, [1401.2942].

[124] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the cross-section for producing a
W boson in association with a single top quark in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with

ATLAS, JHEP 01 (2018) 063, [1612.07231].

[125] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of the production cross section for
single top quarks in association with W bosons in proton-proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV,

JHEP 10 (2018) 117, [1805.07399].

[126] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Measurement of the associated production of a
single top quark and a Z boson in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, Phys. Lett. B 779 (2018)

358–384, [1712.02825].

[127] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Measurement of the production cross-section of a
single top quark in association with a Z boson in proton–proton collisions at 13 TeV with
the ATLAS detector, Phys. Lett. B 780 (2018) 557–577, [1710.03659].

[128] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Measurement of single top-quark production in
association with a W boson in the single-lepton channel at

√
s = 8TeV with the ATLAS

detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 720, [2007.01554].

[129] ATLAS collaboration, G. Aad et al., Observation of the associated production of a top
quark and a Z boson in pp collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 07

(2020) 124, [2002.07546].

[130] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Observation of Single Top Quark Production in
Association with a Z Boson in Proton-Proton Collisions at

√
s =13 TeV, Phys. Rev. Lett.

122 (2019) 132003, [1812.05900].

[131] D. Barducci et al., Interpreting top-quark LHC measurements in the standard-model
effective field theory, 1802.07237.

[132] G. Durieux, M. McCullough and E. Salvioni, Charting the Higgs self-coupling boundaries,
JHEP 12 (2022) 148, [2209.00666].

[133] L. Allwicher, D. A. Faroughy, F. Jaffredo, O. Sumensari and F. Wilsch, Drell-Yan tails
beyond the Standard Model, JHEP 03 (2023) 064, [2207.10714].

[134] L. Allwicher, D. A. Faroughy, F. Jaffredo, O. Sumensari and F. Wilsch, HighPT: A tool for
high-pT Drell-Yan tails beyond the standard model, Comput. Phys. Commun. 289 (2023)
108749, [2207.10756].

[135] S. Dawson, P. P. Giardino and A. Ismail, Standard model EFT and the Drell-Yan process at
high energy, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 035044, [1811.12260].

[136] V. Cirigliano, M. Gonzalez-Alonso and M. L. Graesser, Non-standard Charged Current
Interactions: beta decays versus the LHC, JHEP 02 (2013) 046, [1210.4553].

– 59 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7858-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.08330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)064
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03752
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.231802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.231802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.2942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2018)063
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)117
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.07399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.02.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.02.025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.03.023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.03659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09371-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)124
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.07546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.132003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05900
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2022)148
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00666
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)064
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2023.108749
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2023.108749
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.035044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.4553


[137] J. de Blas, M. Chala and J. Santiago, Global Constraints on Lepton-Quark Contact
Interactions, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 095011, [1307.5068].

[138] D. A. Faroughy, A. Greljo and J. F. Kamenik, Confronting lepton flavor universality
violation in B decays with high-pT tau lepton searches at LHC, Phys. Lett. B 764 (2017)
126–134, [1609.07138].

[139] V. Cirigliano, A. Falkowski, M. González-Alonso and A. Rodríguez-Sánchez, Hadronic τ
Decays as New Physics Probes in the LHC Era, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 221801,
[1809.01161].

[140] A. Greljo, J. Martin Camalich and J. D. Ruiz-Álvarez, Mono-τ Signatures at the LHC
Constrain Explanations of B-decay Anomalies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 131803,
[1811.07920].

[141] S. Bansal, R. M. Capdevilla, A. Delgado, C. Kolda, A. Martin and N. Raj, Hunting
leptoquarks in monolepton searches, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 015037, [1806.02370].

[142] A. Angelescu, D. A. Faroughy and O. Sumensari, Lepton Flavor Violation and Dilepton
Tails at the LHC, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 641, [2002.05684].

[143] M. Farina, G. Panico, D. Pappadopulo, J. T. Ruderman, R. Torre and A. Wulzer, Energy
helps accuracy: electroweak precision tests at hadron colliders, Phys. Lett. B 772 (2017)
210–215, [1609.08157].

[144] S. Alioli, M. Farina, D. Pappadopulo and J. T. Ruderman, Catching a New Force by the
Tail, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 101801, [1712.02347].

[145] N. Raj, Anticipating nonresonant new physics in dilepton angular spectra at the LHC, Phys.
Rev. D 95 (2017) 015011, [1610.03795].

[146] M. Schmaltz and Y.-M. Zhong, The leptoquark Hunter’s guide: large coupling, JHEP 01
(2019) 132, [1810.10017].

[147] G. Brooijmans et al., Les Houches 2019 Physics at TeV Colliders: New Physics Working
Group Report, in 11th Les Houches Workshop on Physics at TeV Colliders: PhysTeV Les
Houches, 2, 2020. 2002.12220.

[148] R. Torre, L. Ricci and A. Wulzer, On the W&Y interpretation of high-energy Drell-Yan
measurements, JHEP 02 (2021) 144, [2008.12978].

[149] J. Fuentes-Martin, A. Greljo, J. Martin Camalich and J. D. Ruiz-Alvarez, Charm physics
confronts high-pT lepton tails, JHEP 11 (2020) 080, [2003.12421].

[150] S. Alioli, V. Cirigliano, W. Dekens, J. de Vries and E. Mereghetti, Right-handed charged
currents in the era of the Large Hadron Collider, JHEP 05 (2017) 086, [1703.04751].

[151] S. Alioli, W. Dekens, M. Girard and E. Mereghetti, NLO QCD corrections to SM-EFT
dilepton and electroweak Higgs boson production, matched to parton shower in POWHEG,
JHEP 08 (2018) 205, [1804.07407].

[152] S. Alioli, R. Boughezal, E. Mereghetti and F. Petriello, Novel angular dependence in
Drell-Yan lepton production via dimension-8 operators, Phys. Lett. B 809 (2020) 135703,
[2003.11615].

[153] G. Panico, L. Ricci and A. Wulzer, High-energy EFT probes with fully differential Drell-Yan
measurements, JHEP 07 (2021) 086, [2103.10532].

– 60 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.095011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.5068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.11.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.11.011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.07138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.221801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.131803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.07920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.015037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.02370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8210-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.05684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.06.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.06.043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.08157
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.101801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.015011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.015011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)132
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)144
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.12978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.12421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)086
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)205
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.07407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135703
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.11615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)086
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.10532


[154] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for resonant and nonresonant new
phenomena in high-mass dilepton final states at

√
s = 13 TeV, JHEP 07 (2021) 208,

[2103.02708].

[155] ATLAS collaboration, Search for new phenomena in final states with two leptons and one
or no b-tagged jets at

√
s = 13 TeV using the ATLAS detector, .

[156] D. Marzocca, U. Min and M. Son, Bottom-Flavored Mono-Tau Tails at the LHC, JHEP 12
(2020) 035, [2008.07541].

[157] Y. Afik, S. Bar-Shalom, J. Cohen and Y. Rozen, Searching for New Physics with bb̄`+`−

contact interactions, Phys. Lett. B 807 (2020) 135541, [1912.00425].

[158] A. Alves, O. J. P. t. Eboli, G. Grilli Di Cortona and R. R. Moreira, Indirect and monojet
constraints on scalar leptoquarks, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 095005, [1812.08632].

[159] R. Boughezal, Y. Huang and F. Petriello, Impact of high invariant-mass Drell-Yan
forward-backward asymmetry measurements on SMEFT fits, 2303.08257.

[160] D. Aloni, A. Dery, C. Frugiuele and Y. Nir, Testing minimal flavor violation in leptoquark
models of the RK (∗) anomaly, JHEP 11 (2017) 109, [1708.06161].

[161] S. Davidson and S. Descotes-Genon, Minimal Flavour Violation for Leptoquarks, JHEP 11
(2010) 073, [1009.1998].

[162] S. Alioli, M. Farina, D. Pappadopulo and J. T. Ruderman, Precision Probes of QCD at
High Energies, JHEP 07 (2017) 097, [1706.03068].

[163] S. Bruggisser, D. van Dyk and S. Westhoff, Resolving the flavor structure in the
MFV-SMEFT, JHEP 02 (2023) 225, [2212.02532].

[164] CMS collaboration, A. M. Sirunyan et al., Search for new physics in dijet angular
distributions using proton–proton collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV and constraints on dark matter

and other models, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 789, [1803.08030].

[165] ATLAS collaboration, M. Aaboud et al., Search for new phenomena in dijet events using
37 fb−1 of pp collision data collected at

√
s =13 TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev.

D 96 (2017) 052004, [1703.09127].

[166] CMS collaboration, Combined Higgs boson production and decay measurements with up to
137 fb−1 of proton-proton collision data at

√
s = 13 TeV, .

[167] ATLAS collaboration, Combination of searches for non-resonant and resonant Higgs boson
pair production in the bb̄γγ, bb̄τ+τ− and bb̄bb̄ decay channels using pp collisions at

√
s = 13

TeV with the ATLAS detector, .

[168] E. Bagnaschi, J. Ellis, M. Madigan, K. Mimasu, V. Sanz and T. You, SMEFT analysis of
mW , JHEP 08 (2022) 308, [2204.05260].

[169] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar and M. Trott, Renormalization Group Evolution of the
Standard Model Dimension Six Operators II: Yukawa Dependence, JHEP 01 (2014) 035,
[1310.4838].

[170] E. E. Jenkins, A. V. Manohar and M. Trott, Renormalization Group Evolution of the
Standard Model Dimension Six Operators I: Formalism and lambda Dependence, JHEP 10
(2013) 087, [1308.2627].

[171] C. S. Machado, S. Renner and D. Sutherland, Building blocks of the flavourful SMEFT RG,
JHEP 03 (2023) 226, [2210.09316].

– 61 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)208
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135541
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.095005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08632
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)109
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.06161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2010)073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2010)073
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.1998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)225
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.02532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6242-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.08030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.052004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.052004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)308
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.05260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.4838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)087
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.2627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)226
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09316


[172] G. Guedes, P. Olgoso and J. Santiago, Towards the one loop IR/UV dictionary in the
SMEFT: one loop generated operators from new scalars and fermions, 2303.16965.

[173] T. Cohen, X. Lu and Z. Zhang, STrEAMlining EFT Matching, SciPost Phys. 10 (2021)
098, [2012.07851].

[174] J. Fuentes-Martín, M. König, J. Pagès, A. E. Thomsen and F. Wilsch, A Proof of Concept
for Matchete: An Automated Tool for Matching Effective Theories, 2212.04510.

[175] S. Dawson et al., LHC EFT WG Note: Precision matching of microscopic physics to the
Standard Model Effective Field Theory (SMEFT), 2212.02905.

[176] A. Carmona, A. Lazopoulos, P. Olgoso and J. Santiago, Matchmakereft: automated
tree-level and one-loop matching, SciPost Phys. 12 (2022) 198, [2112.10787].

[177] J. Fuentes-Martín, M. König, J. Pagès, A. E. Thomsen and F. Wilsch, Evanescent operators
in one-loop matching computations, JHEP 02 (2023) 031, [2211.09144].

[178] J. Fuentes-Martin, M. König, J. Pagès, A. E. Thomsen and F. Wilsch, SuperTracer: A
Calculator of Functional Supertraces for One-Loop EFT Matching, JHEP 04 (2021) 281,
[2012.08506].

[179] S. Dawson and P. P. Giardino, Flavorful electroweak precision observables in the Standard
Model effective field theory, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 073006, [2201.09887].

[180] J. Ellis, K. Mimasu and F. Zampedri, Dimension-8 SMEFT Analysis of Minimal Scalar
Field Extensions of the Standard Model, 2304.06663.

[181] T. Corbett, J. Desai, O. J. P. Éboli, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, M. Martines and P. Reimitz,
Impact of dimension-eight SMEFT operators in the EWPO and Triple Gauge Couplings
analysis in Universal SMEFT, 2304.03305.

[182] C. Degrande and H.-L. Li, Impact of Dimension-8 SMEFT operators on Diboson
Productions, 2303.10493.

– 62 –

https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.16965
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.5.098
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.5.098
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07851
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04510
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.02905
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.6.198
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10787
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)281
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.073006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09887
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.06663
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.03305
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.10493


EUROPEAN ORGANISATION FOR NUCLEAR RESEARCH (CERN)

Submitted to: JHEP CERN-EP-2023-063
17th May 2023

Search for direct production of winos and higgsinos
in events with two same-charge leptons or three

leptons in 𝒑 𝒑 collision data at
√
𝒔 = 13 TeV with the

ATLAS detector

The ATLAS Collaboration

A search for supersymmetry targeting the direct production of winos and higgsinos is conducted
in final states with either two leptons (𝑒 or `) with the same electric charge, or three leptons.
The analysis uses 139 fb−1 of 𝑝𝑝 collision data at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV collected with the ATLAS

detector during Run 2 of the Large Hadron Collider. No significant excess over the Standard
Model expectation is observed. Simplified and complete models with and without 𝑅-parity
conservation are considered. In topologies with intermediate states including either𝑊ℎ or
𝑊𝑍 pairs, wino masses up to 525 GeV and 250 GeV are excluded, respectively, for a bino of
vanishing mass. Higgsino masses smaller than 440 GeV are excluded in a natural 𝑅-parity-
violating model with bilinear terms. Upper limits on the production cross section of generic
events beyond the Standard Model as low as 40 ab are obtained in signal regions optimised
for these models and also for an 𝑅-parity-violating scenario with baryon-number-violating
higgsino decays into top quarks and jets. The analysis significantly improves sensitivity to
supersymmetric models and other processes beyond the Standard Model that may contribute
to the considered final states.

© 2023 CERN for the benefit of the ATLAS Collaboration.
Reproduction of this article or parts of it is allowed as specified in the CC-BY-4.0 license.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

09
32

2v
1 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 1

6 
M

ay
 2

02
3



1 Introduction

Experimental searches for signals of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) at colliders have long
exploited the signature of a pair of isolated light leptons (electrons or muons) with same-sign (SS) electric
charges. In the SM, the production of such lepton pairs is rare and originates mainly from pairs of
weak-boson decays. In proton–proton (𝑝𝑝) collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV, the inclusive cross section of

same-sign lepton pair production is of the order of one pb [1, 2], i.e. it is suppressed by more than three
orders of magnitude relative to the production of opposite-sign lepton pairs. On the other hand, heavy
particles beyond the SM (BSM) could decay into multiple massive SM bosons or top quarks, which
subsequently decay into jets and same-sign leptons, thus involving a relatively low SM background.
Examples of such BSM states include supersymmetric (SUSY) particles [3, 4], SS top-quark pairs [5, 6],
scalar gluons (sgluons) [7, 8], heavy scalar bosons of extended Higgs sectors [9, 10], Majorana heavy
neutrinos [11, 12], and vector-like top quarks [13].

At the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [14], the ATLAS [15] and CMS [16] experiments have extensively
probed possible SM extensions in the same-sign dilepton channel. Among these theoretical proposals,
SUSY [17–23] remains a compelling framework as it provides solutions to the gauge hierarchy problem [24–
27] without the need for large fine-tuning of fundamental parameters [28, 29], offers gauge coupling
unification [24–27], and contains weakly interacting particles that can contribute to the dark matter [30,
31].

Charginos, �̃�±
1,2, and neutralinos, �̃�

0
1,2,3,4, collectively referred to as ‘electroweakinos’, are the ordered mass

eigenstates formed from the linear superposition of the higgsinos, winos, and binos, which are the SUSY
partners of the Higgs and electroweak gauge bosons, respectively. A discrete multiplicative symmetry,
𝑅-parity [32], is often introduced in SUSY models to avoid rapid proton decay. In 𝑅-parity-conserving
(RPC) models, the lightest supersymmetric particle (LSP) is stable and is required to be neutral and
colourless to evade observation as a dark matter candidate [33]. It would therefore also be invisible in a
hadron collider experiment, only manifested through large missing transverse momentum, 𝐸missT . Models
of 𝑅-parity-violating (RPV) SUSY [34] are also well-motivated, while introducing more parameters to
constrain. In RPV SUSY, a �̃�01 LSP would decay into SM particles and, due to its Majorana nature, it may
give rise to SS-lepton final states.

In this article, the search described in Ref. [35] is extended to more signal models using the full data set of
𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV recorded by the ATLAS detector during Run 2 of the LHC, corresponding to

an integrated luminosity of 139 fb−1. The selection is based on final states with two SS leptons or three
leptons accompanied by large 𝐸missT and a number of hadronic jets, possibly containing 𝑏-hadrons and
tagged as ‘𝑏-jets’. This search provides the first ATLAS result from a two-SS-lepton selection targeting
direct chargino and neutralino production. Such production may be dominant at the LHC according to
naturalness considerations [28, 29], which suggest that the lightest electroweakinos have masses near the
electroweak scale while the superpartners of the gluon and quarks can be heavier than a few TeV. This
search covers so-far unconstrained kinematic regions, not yet excluded by previous three-lepton analyses.
The smaller background faced by SS-lepton analyses allows looser kinematic requirements to be imposed,
e.g. on 𝐸missT or on the momenta of jets and leptons, which provides sensitivity to scenarios with small mass
splittings between the superpartners [36–38]. In addition to directly exploring such scenarios, the analysis
aims to provide signal regions orthogonal to others targeting different final states, thus improving the overall
sensitivity through future statistical combinations. The event selection is optimised to target four models:
(i, ii) simplified models of winos and binos with on-shell𝑊𝑍 or𝑊ℎ boson pairs as intermediate states;
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(iii) higgsino production with bilinear 𝑅-parity-violating (bRPV) terms; and (iv) higgsino production with
𝑅-parity-violating decays to top quarks via baryon-number-violating (BNV) UDD couplings.

All prior searches for SS lepton pairs and several three-lepton searches carried out by ATLAS [35, 39–43]
and CMS [44–46] focused on strong production of superpartners, on electroweak SUSY production
with low hadronic activity, or on slepton resonant production [47]. Other analyses with three-lepton
selections focused on direct electroweakino production in events without jets [48–56] or with trilepton
resonances [57].

Simplified models with �̃�±
1 �̃�
0
2 production and𝑊ℎ bosons in the decay chain have been explored by ATLAS

in fully hadronic [58], semileptonic [40], photon [59], and multilepton [43] final states with large 𝐸missT .
CMS has constrained this scenario by combining a variety of leptonic signatures, including SS dileptons and
𝜏-leptons [46, 60]. Intermediate decays to𝑊𝑍 bosons have been probed previously in ATLAS assuming
the presence of boosted hadronically decaying bosons [58], two [61] or three leptons [56] in the final state.
CMS has investigated this channel in searches for multileptons [60], two SS leptons or three leptons [46],
and soft leptons [38].

ATLAS has set limits on bRPV models assuming strong superpartner production [62]. Minimal Super-
gravity [63–65] with bilinear terms has been constrained in events with one lepton [66, 67], one 𝜏 [68], or
two SS leptons [39], and in their combination [69]. A reinterpretation of a SS-lepton analysis [39] set
bounds [70] in a ‘natural’ bRPV scenario [28, 29] within the phenomenological Minimal Supersymmetric
Standard Model (pMSSM) [71, 72].

Baryonic UDD operators have been probed by the ATLAS [58, 73–78] and CMS [45, 79–83] experiments
in multĳet final states and by ATLAS in events with at least one lepton [84]. Models with �̃�01 → 𝑡𝑏𝑠 have
been constrained in gluino and top-squark production in a wide range of _′′

323 couplings, by reinterpreting
several ATLAS searches optimised for RPC and RPV SUSY models [85].

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 is dedicated to the targeted signal models. Details of the
ATLAS detector are described in Section 3, with the utilised data set and simulation samples listed in
Section 4. The object definitions and the event categorisation are discussed in Section 5 and Section 6,
respectively. The background modelling and validation is given in Section 7. Systematic uncertainties
are discussed in Section 8, and the results and interpretations are presented in Section 9 and Section 10,
respectively. The conclusions are summarised in Section 11. In addition, the UDD RPV model analysis,
which provides a relatively small improvement in this search, is discussed in Appendix A.

2 Signal models

The models targeted in this analysis can be divided into two main scenarios: directly produced wino-like
electroweakinos with a bino-like LSP in RPC SUSY, shown in Figure 1, and higgsino-like electroweakinos
with RPV terms, shown in Figure 2.

2.1 Wino–bino �̃�±
1 �̃�

0
2 production with 𝑾𝒉 or 𝑾𝒁 bosons

Simplified models [86–88] involving the direct production of a lightest chargino, �̃�±
1 , and a next-to-lightest

neutralino, �̃�02 , are considered. The �̃�
±
1 and the �̃�

0
2 are assumed to be mass-degenerate. The �̃�

±
1 /�̃�

0
2 are
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wino-like, i.e. superpartners of the SU(2)L gauge fields, whilst the �̃�
0
1 is bino-like, i.e. the superpartner of

the U(1)Y gauge field [2]. The �̃�
±
1 is assumed to decay into an on-shell, leptonically decaying𝑊 and �̃�

0
1 .

For the �̃�02 , two decay cases are examined: (i) a SM Higgs boson and (ii) a leptonically decaying 𝑍 boson.
The Higgs boson decay is dominant for many choices of MSSM parameters as long as the mass-splitting
between the two lightest neutralinos is larger than the Higgs boson mass and the higgsinos are heavier
than the winos. All possible decays of the Higgs boson which ultimately result in a single lepton and jets
(mostly via intermediate states) are taken into account. This is indicated by the grey-filled dot in the Higgs
decay in Figure 1(a). In the case of the leptonically decaying 𝑍 boson, this is produced on-shell and leads
to the diagram of Figure 1(b).

χ̃±
1

χ̃0
2

W

hp

p

χ̃0
1

`±

ν

χ̃0
1

`±
ν

qq

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Diagrams of the targeted RPC simplified models with intermediate gauge vector and Higgs boson production.

2.2 Higgsino-like electroweakinos in RPV scenarios

The RPV component of the generic superpotential can be written as [34]:

𝑊6𝑅𝑝
=
1
2
_𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝐿𝑖𝐿 𝑗 �̄�𝑘 + _′

𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝐿𝑖𝑄 𝑗 �̄�𝑘 + 𝜖𝑖𝐿𝑖𝐻2 +
1
2
_′′
𝑖 𝑗𝑘�̄�𝑖 �̄� 𝑗 �̄�𝑘 , (1)

where 𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑘 = 1, 2, 3 are generation indices. The 𝐿𝑖, 𝑄𝑖 represent the lepton and quark SU(2)L doublet
superfields, whereas 𝐻2 is the Higgs superfield. The �̄� 𝑗 , �̄� 𝑗 , and �̄� 𝑗 are the charged lepton, down-type
quark, and up-type quark SU(2)L singlet superfields, respectively. The Yukawa couplings are _, _′, and
_′′, whilst 𝜖 is a dimensionful mass parameter. Two RPV scenarios are explored, the first from bilinear
lepton-number-violating terms 𝐿𝐻2, and the second from BNV terms UDD, in Eq. (1).

RPVSUSY through bilinear terms is stronglymotivated by its inherent connectionwith neutrino physics [89–
91]. Sneutrino vacuum expectation values (VEVs) introduce a mixing between neutrinos and neutralinos,
leading to a see-saw mechanism that gives mass to one neutrino at tree level, with the other two neutrino
masses being induced by loop effects [92, 93]. The same VEVs are also involved in the decay of the LSP,
which is thus constrained by experimental neutrino measurements.

The model considered features pair production of light higgsinos, �̃�02 , �̃�
±
1 and �̃�

0
1 , decaying into all possible

final states allowed by the bRPV couplings – it is primarily inspired by naturalness arguments [28, 29]. The
dominant production processes are �̃�±

1 �̃�
0
1 , �̃�

±
1 �̃�
0
2 , �̃�

0
1�̃�
0
2 , and �̃�

±
1 �̃�

∓
1 . The first three processes can lead to a

two-SS-lepton or three-lepton final state. The dominant decays are �̃�±
1 → 𝑊±a, �̃�01,2 → 𝑊±ℓ∓,𝑊±𝜏∓, and

�̃�02 → �̃�±
1 𝜋

∓. Higgsino mass splittings of less than 2 GeV [94] are targeted. A ratio of Higgs doublet VEVs
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of tan 𝛽 = 5 is chosen to primarily favour light leptons, thus suppressing the �̃�01,2 → 𝑊±𝜏∓ decays, which
are preferred at high tan 𝛽 ∼ 50 with a branching ratio of more than 90%. At tan 𝛽 = 5, the branching ratio
for �̃�01,2 → 𝑊±𝜏∓ drops to less than 50%, while for �̃�02 → �̃�±

1 𝜋
∓ it is ∼20%.

Example diagrams are given in Figure 2(a) and Figure 2(b). The decay modes are partly determined by a
fit to neutrino oscillation experimental data [95], leading to flavour non-universality of lepton decays, with
more details given in Section 4. The bRPV couplings are large enough to ensure prompt higgsino decays.
All possible allowed higgsino decays are considered in the analysis.

χ̃±
1

χ̃0
1

p

p

ϵ

ν

W

ϵ W

ℓ

(a)

χ̃0
1

χ̃0
2

p

p

ϵ

ℓ±

W

ϵ W

ℓ±

(b)

χ̃0
1

χ̃0
2p

p

λ′′
323

t

b

s

λ′′
323

t

b

s

(c)

Figure 2: Diagrams of the targeted RPV models. Diagrams (a) and (b) serve as examples, since inclusive bRPV
production is considered. The UDD RPV scenario with BNV terms in diagram (c) is a simplified model.

Besides SUSY with UDD terms in Eq. (1) [34, 96, 97], baryon-number violation is featured in BSM
scenarios such as grand unified theories [98] and models with black holes [99]. Moreover, in a universe with
initially equal amounts of baryonic and anti-baryonic matter, BNV is necessary to describe the observed
baryon asymmetry [100].

In the simplified topology considered, higgsino �̃�01�̃�
0
2 pairs are produced directly and undergo prompt

RPV decays as shown in the diagram of Figure 2(c). The 𝑈𝐷𝐷-type BNV coupling _′′
323, defined in

Eq. (1), is chosen to be non-vanishing, as it is predicted to be dominant under the minimal flavour violation
hypothesis [97]. Its value is chosen to be O(10−3) to O(10−2), which guarantees prompt decays for
electroweakino masses down to 180GeV. The �̃�02 next-to-LSP (NLSP) and the �̃�

0
1 LSP are mass degenerate

and decay with a 100% branching ratio into 𝑡𝑏𝑠, thus possibly leading to a final state with two SS leptons
and at least six jets, of which at least four are 𝑏-jets. Other electroweakino production modes do not lead to
the final states targeted by this search.

3 ATLAS detector

TheATLAS detector [15] is amultipurpose particle detector with a forward–backward symmetric cylindrical
geometry and a near 4𝜋 coverage in solid angle.1 It consists of an inner tracking detector surrounded
by a thin superconducting solenoid providing a 2 T axial magnetic field, electromagnetic and hadronic
calorimeters, and a muon spectrometer. The inner tracking detector (ID) covers the pseudorapidity range

1 ATLAS uses a right-handed coordinate system with its origin at the nominal interaction point (IP) in the centre of the detector
and the 𝑧-axis along the beam pipe. The 𝑥-axis points from the IP to the centre of the LHC ring, and the 𝑦-axis points
upwards. Cylindrical coordinates (𝑟, 𝜙) are used in the transverse plane, 𝜙 being the azimuthal angle around the 𝑧-axis.
The pseudorapidity is defined in terms of the polar angle \ as [ = − ln tan(\/2). Angular distance is measured in units of
Δ𝑅 ≡

√︁
(Δ[)2 + (Δ𝜙)2.
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|[ | < 2.5. It consists of silicon pixel, silicon microstrip, and transition radiation tracking detectors. An
additional layer of silicon pixels, the insertable B-layer [101, 102], was installed closer to the beamline before
Run 2. Lead/liquid-argon (LAr) sampling calorimeters provide electromagnetic (EM) energy measurements
with high granularity. A steel/scintillator-tile hadron calorimeter covers the central pseudorapidity range
(|[ | < 1.7). The endcap and forward regions are instrumented with LAr calorimeters for both the EM and
hadronic energy measurements up to |[ | = 4.9. The muon spectrometer surrounds the calorimeters and is
based on three large superconducting air-core toroidal magnets with eight coils each. The field integral
of the toroids ranges between 2.0 and 6.0 Tm across most of the detector. The muon spectrometer (MS)
includes a system of precision chambers for tracking and fast detectors for triggering. A two-level trigger
system is used to select events. The first-level trigger is implemented in hardware and uses a subset of
the detector information to accept events at a rate below 100 kHz. This is followed by a software-based
trigger that reduces the accepted event rate to 1 kHz on average depending on the data-taking conditions.
An extensive software suite [103] is used in data simulation, in the reconstruction and analysis of real and
simulated data, in detector operations, and in the trigger and data acquisition systems of the experiment.

4 Data set and simulated event samples

This paper analyses proton–proton collision data collected by the ATLAS detector between 2015 and
2018. In this period, the LHC delivered colliding beams with a peak instantaneous luminosity reaching
2.1 × 1034 cm−2 s−1, achieved in 2018, and an average number of 𝑝𝑝 interactions per bunch crossing,
〈`〉, of 33.7. After the application of beam, detector, and data-quality criteria [104], the total integrated
luminosity of the data set is 139 fb−1 with a combined uncertainty of 1.7% [105], obtained using the
LUCID-2 detector [106] for the primary luminosity measurements.

Events with 𝐸missT < 250GeV were selected using dilepton triggers [107, 108], with lepton 𝑝T thresholds
increasing during the Run 2 data-taking period to a maximum of 24GeV for triggers requiring two electrons,
22GeV for the leading-𝑝T muon in triggers requiring two muons, and 17GeV (14GeV) for the electron
(muon) in different-flavour dilepton triggers. For events with 𝐸missT > 250GeV, a logical OR of these
triggers and 𝐸missT triggers [109] was used. The above strategy was chosen to maximise the trigger efficiency,
while selecting events relevant to the targeted final states [35]. The selection thresholds are defined such that
the trigger efficiencies are constant throughout the lepton 𝑝T and 𝐸missT range considered in the analysis.

Signal and background events produced in 𝑝𝑝 collisions were simulated with various Monte Carlo (MC)
generators. They include the effect of multiple 𝑝𝑝 interactions in the same and neighbouring bunch
crossings (‘pile-up’), which was modelled by overlaying each simulated hard-scattering interaction with
simulated inelastic 𝑝𝑝 events generated by Pythia 8.186 [110, 111] with the NNPDF2.3lo set of parton
distribution functions (PDF) [112] and a set of tuned parameter values called the A3 tune [113]. The
simulated events were weighted to reproduce the 〈`〉 distribution observed in the data. The EvtGen [114]
program was used to simulate the 𝑏- and 𝑐-flavoured hadron decays.

The detector response was simulated using either the full ATLAS detector description [115] based on
Geant4 [116], or a fast simulation based on a parameterisation of the performance of the electromagnetic
and hadronic calorimeters and Geant4 for the other parts of the detector [117]. The generated events are
reconstructed in the same manner as the data.
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4.1 Signal samples

The signal samples for the targeted models were generated using MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.2.3 [1,
118] interfaced to Pythia 8.186 with the A14 tune [119] for the modelling of the parton showering
(PS) [120], hadronisation and underlying event. The matrix element (ME) calculation was performed at
tree level, including the emission of up to two additional partons. The PDF set used for the generation was
NNPDF2.3lo [112]. The ME–PS matching was carried out using the CKKW-L prescription [121, 122],
with a matching scale set to one quarter of the pair-produced superpartner mass. For the bRPV model, the
RPV parameters (together with the mass spectra and the decay modes) were determined by a fit to neutrino
experimental data performed by the SPheno [123, 124] spectrum calculator produced by the Sarah [125,
126] package.

Signal cross sections were calculated to next-to-leading order (NLO) in the strong coupling constant, adding
the resummation of soft gluon emission at next-to-leading-logarithm (NLL) accuracy (NLO+NLL) using
Resummino 2.0.1 [127–131]. The nominal cross section and its uncertainty were taken from an envelope
of cross-section predictions using different PDF sets and factorisation and renormalisation scales [132,
133]. Production cross sections range between O(10−3 pb) and O(1 pb).

4.2 Irreducible-background samples

Production of 𝑊𝑍 and 𝑊±𝑊± represents the dominant irreducible background in most signal regions.
Samples of fully leptonic, semileptonic and loop-induced 𝑉𝑉 (𝑉 = 𝑊, 𝑍) processes and electroweak 𝑉𝑉 𝑗 𝑗

processes were simulated. The associated production of a vector gauge boson with a 𝑡𝑡 pair, 𝑡𝑡+𝑉 , is also
an important background. Depending on the targeted signal model, considerable background contributions
come from 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, tribosons and rare top processes, with the last including 𝑡𝑊𝑍 , 𝑡𝑍𝑞 and samples with
three or four top quarks. Higgs boson production via vector-boson fusion (VBF) and in association with a
vector boson (𝑉𝐻) was also simulated, whereas production via gluon–gluon fusion and decay into two
vector bosons was not simulated separately since the events are included in the diboson processes.

Samples of diboson final states𝑉𝑉 were simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.2 [134] generator, including off-shell
effects and Higgs boson contributions where appropriate. Fully leptonic final states and semileptonic
final states, where one boson decays leptonically and the other hadronically, were generated using MEs
at NLO accuracy in QCD for up to one additional parton and at leading-order (LO) accuracy for up to
three additional parton emissions. Samples for the loop-induced processes 𝑔𝑔 → 𝑉𝑉 were generated
using LO-accurate MEs for up to one additional parton emission for both the cases of fully leptonic and
semileptonic final states. The ME calculations were matched and merged with the Sherpa PS based on
Catani–Seymour (CS) dipole factorisation [135, 136] using the MEPS@NLO prescription [137–140]. The
virtual QCD corrections were provided by the OpenLoops library [141–143]. The NNPDF3.0nnlo set
of PDFs was used [144], along with the dedicated set of tuned PS parameters developed by the Sherpa
authors.

Electroweak diboson production in association with two jets, 𝑉𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 , was simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.2
generator. The LO-accurate MEs were matched to the PS based on CS dipole factorisation using the
MEPS@LO prescription. Samples were generated using the NNPDF3.0nnlo PDF set, along with the
dedicated set of tuned PS parameters developed by the Sherpa authors.
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The production of 𝑡𝑡+𝑉 events was modelled using theMadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 [1] generator at
NLO with the NNPDF3.0nlo [144] PDF. The events were interfaced to Pythia 8.210 [111], which used
the A14 tune and the NNPDF2.3lo [144] PDF set.

Higgs bosons produced in association with a 𝑡𝑡 pair, 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, were generated using the PowhegBox v2 [145–
149] generator at NLO with the NNPDF3.0nlo PDF set. The events were interfaced to Pythia 8.230 [111],
which used the A14 tune [119] and the NNPDF2.3lo PDF set.

Triboson (𝑉𝑉𝑉) event production was simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.1 [134] generator. MEs accurate
to LO in QCD for up to one additional parton emission were matched and merged with the Sherpa PS
based on CS dipole factorisation using theMEPS@LO prescription. Samples were generated using the
NNPDF3.0nnlo PDF set, along with the dedicated set of tuned PS parameters developed by the Sherpa
authors.

The production of rare top events was modelled using the MadGraph5_aMC@NLO 2.3.3 generator,
which provides MEs at NLO in the strong coupling constant 𝛼s, with the NNPDF3.1nlo [144] PDF. The
functional form of the renormalisation and factorisation scales was set to 0.25×∑

𝑖

√︃
𝑚2

𝑖
+ 𝑝2T,𝑖 , where the

sum runs over all the particles generated by the ME calculation, following Ref. [150]. Top quarks were
decayed at LO usingMadSpin [151, 152] to preserve all spin correlations. The events were interfaced with
Pythia 8.230 [111] for the PS and hadronisation, using the A14 tune and the NNPDF2.3lo PDF set.

Higgs boson production was simulated with PowhegBox v2 [146–148, 153] and interfaced with Py-
thia 8 [111] for the PS and non-perturbative effects. The PowhegBox prediction is accurate to NLO and
uses the PDF4LHC15nlo PDF set [133] and the AZNLO tune [154] of Pythia 8 [111]. The loop-induced
𝑔𝑔 → 𝑍𝐻 process was generated separately at LO. The MC prediction was normalised to cross sections
calculated at next-to-NLO (NNLO) in QCD with NLO electroweak corrections for 𝑞𝑞/𝑞𝑔 → 𝑉𝐻 and at
NLO and NLL in QCD for 𝑔𝑔 → 𝑍𝐻 [155–161]. The VBF production sample was normalised to an
approximate-NNLO QCD cross section with NLO electroweak corrections [162–164]. The normalisation
of all Higgs boson samples accounts for the decay branching ratio calculated with HDECAY [165–167]
and Prophecy4f [168–170].

4.3 Reducible-background samples

Even though they do not share the same final state as the signal, some SM processes are possible sources of
background due to misidentification of leptons or their charges. These reducible backgrounds, discussed in
detail in Section 7, are estimated with data-driven techniques. They include 𝑉+jets and electroweak VBF
𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 , as well as top-quark pairs and single-top events.

The production of𝑉+jets was simulated with the Sherpa 2.2.1 [134] generator using NLOMEs for up to two
partons, and LO MEs for up to four partons, calculated with the Comix [135] and OpenLoops [141–143]
libraries. They were matched with the Sherpa parton shower [136] using the MEPS@NLO prescrip-
tion [137–140] and the set of tuned parameters developed by the Sherpa authors. The NNPDF3.0nnlo set
of PDFs [144] was used and the samples were normalised to a NNLO prediction [171].

Electroweak VBF 𝑉 𝑗 𝑗 production leading to ℓℓ 𝑗 𝑗 , ℓa 𝑗 𝑗 and aa 𝑗 𝑗 final states was simulated with
Sherpa 2.2.11 [134] using LO MEs with up to one additional parton emission. The MEs were merged with
the Sherpa PS [136] following theMEPS@LO prescription [139] and using the set of tuned parameters
developed by the Sherpa authors. The NNPDF3.0nnlo set of PDFs [144] was employed. The samples

8



were produced in the VBF approximation, which avoids overlap with semileptonic diboson topologies by
requiring a 𝑡-channel colour-singlet exchange. The starting conditions of the CS shower were set according
to the large-𝑁𝑐 amplitudes supplied by Comix [172] to achieve the correct VBF-appropriate radiation
pattern.

The production of 𝑡𝑡 events was modelled using the PowhegBox v2 [145–148] generator at NLO with the
NNPDF3.0nlo [144] PDF set and the ℎdamp parameter2 set to 1.5𝑚top [173]. The events were interfaced
to Pythia 8.230 [111] to model the PS, hadronisation, and underlying event, with parameter values set
according to the A14 tune [119] and using the NNPDF2.3lo set of PDFs [112].

The associated production of a top quark and a𝑊 boson (𝑡𝑊) and production of single-top in the 𝑠-channel
(𝑡-channel) were modelled using the PowhegBox v2 [146–148, 174, 175] generator at NLO in QCD in the
five-flavour (four-flavour) scheme with the NNPDF3.0nlo [144] PDF set. For 𝑡𝑊 production, the diagram
removal scheme [176] was used to remove interference and overlap with 𝑡𝑡 production. The events were
interfaced with Pythia 8.230 [111], which used the A14 tune [119] and the NNPDF2.3lo PDF set.

5 Object identification and reconstruction

Leptons and jets selected for analysis are categorised as ‘baseline’ (BL) or ‘signal’ (Sig) according to
various quality and kinematic selection criteria. The baseline objects are used in the computation of
the missing-transverse-momentum vector pmissT and its magnitude 𝐸missT , defined below, and to resolve
ambiguities between closely spaced analysis objects.

Each electron candidate is reconstructed from a cluster of energy deposits in the EM calorimeter matched
to an ID track. Baseline electrons are required to satisfy the Loose identification [177] and to have
𝑝T > 10GeV and |[ | < 2.47, excluding the barrel-to-endcap transition region 1.37 < |[ | < 1.52 in
the EM calorimeter. The electron track’s transverse impact parameter 𝑑0, measured from the beamline
with uncertainty 𝜎(𝑑0), must satisfy |𝑑0/𝜎(𝑑0) | < 5, and its longitudinal impact parameter 𝑧0, the
𝑧-distance from the primary vertex3 to the point where 𝑑0 is measured, must satisfy |𝑧0 sin(\) | < 0.5mm.
Baseline electrons that satisfy the tighter Medium identification [177] and satisfy both a track-based and a
calorimeter-based isolation criterion are selected as signal electrons. Track-based isolation requires the
summed scalar 𝑝T of nearby ID tracks not to exceed 6% of the electron 𝑝T. Similarly to the isolation
variables defined in Ref. [178], these nearby tracks must lie within in a cone of 𝑝T(𝑒)-dependent size
Δ𝑅 =

√︁
(Δ[)2 + (Δ𝜙)2 = min {0.2, 10GeV/𝑝T(𝑒)} around the electron, and must be associated with the

primary vertex to limit sensitivity to pile-up. Calorimeter-based isolation requires the sum of the transverse
energies of the calorimeter energy clusters in a cone of Δ𝑅 = 0.2 around the electron (excluding its own
energy) to be less than 6% of the electron’s energy. Only signal electrons with |[ | < 2.0 are considered,
since this suppresses contributions from electrons having misidentified charge, and these are further rejected
by exploiting information related to the electron track reconstruction and its compatibility with the primary
vertex and the electron’s energy cluster [177].

Muon candidates are reconstructed [178] in the region |[ | < 2.5 fromMS tracksmatching ID tracks. Baseline
muons satisfy 𝑝T > 10GeV, |[ | < 2.5, |𝑧0 sin(\) | < 0.5mm and a set of Medium requirements [179] on
the quality of the tracks. Signal muons are defined as baseline muons that also satisfy the requirement

2 The ℎdamp parameter is a resummation damping factor and one of the parameters that controls the matching of PowhegMEs to
the PS and thus effectively regulates the high-𝑝T radiation against which the 𝑡𝑡 system recoils.
3 The primary vertex is defined as the vertex with the largest sum of track 𝑝2T.
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|𝑑0/𝜎(𝑑0) | < 3 and pass track-based isolation requirements that are robust against pile-up and similar to
those for electrons, but with the maximal cone size increased to 0.3.

Jets are reconstructed from particle-flow energy deposits using the anti-𝑘𝑡 algorithm [180] with four-
momentum recombination and distance parameter 𝑅 = 0.4. The reconstructed jets are then calibrated by
the application of a jet energy scale derived from 13 TeV data and simulation [181]. Jets with 𝑝T > 20 GeV
and |[ | < 4.5 are used as baseline jets in the analysis and are also used in computing the 𝐸missT . Signal jets
are selected as jets satisfying the requirements of 𝑝T > 20GeV and |[ | < 2.8. To suppress jets originating
from pile-up, additional track-based criteria are applied by using the Tight working point of the jet vertex
tagger [181, 182].

Signal jets containing 𝑏-hadrons, referred to as 𝑏-jets, are identified (𝑏-tagged) by the DL1r algorithm [183,
184] via a multivariate discriminant combining information from the impact parameters of displaced tracks
with topological properties of secondary and tertiary decay vertices reconstructed within the jet. The
chosen working point has a 𝑏-jet tagging efficiency of 70% and rejection factors of 6 and 134 for charm-jets
and light-flavour jets, respectively. Additionally, the selected 𝑏-jets must satisfy |[ | < 2.5.

To avoid the double counting of analysis baseline objects, a procedure to remove reconstruction ambiguities
is applied as follows:

• Electron candidates within Δ𝑅′ =
√︁
(Δ𝑦)2 + (Δ𝜙)2 = 0.01 of a muon are removed.4 Softer electron

candidates are removed if they are within Δ𝑅′ = 0.05 of other electron candidates.

• Jet candidates within Δ𝑅′ = 0.2 of an electron candidate are removed unless the jet candidate is
a 𝑏-jet with 𝑝T < 100GeV. Jets with fewer than three tracks that lie within Δ𝑅′ = 0.4 of a muon
candidate are removed.

• Subsequently, electrons and muons within Δ𝑅′ = min {0.4, 0.1 + 9.6GeV/𝑝T(ℓ)} of a jet candidate
are removed to reject non-prompt or fake leptons originating from hadron decays.

The pmissT is defined as the negative vector sum of the transverse momenta of all identified objects (baseline
electrons, photons [177], muons and jets) and an additional soft term. The soft term is constructed from all
tracks associated with the primary vertex but not with leptons or jets. In this way, the magnitude of the
pmissT , 𝐸missT , is adjusted for the best calibration of the identified objects listed above, while maintaining
approximate pile-up independence in the soft term [185, 186]. Overlaps between objects in the 𝐸missT
calculation are resolved as described in Ref. [185].

6 Analysis strategy and event selection

After a basic event-cleaning procedure is applied, events are required to have a primary vertex with at
least two associated tracks with 𝑝T > 500 MeV. Jets likely to have been produced by beam-induced
backgrounds, cosmic rays or detector noise are removed and other jet quality criteria are imposed [187].
Events with at least one muon with low momentum resolution are rejected.

Events with at least two signal leptons, with the leading lepton satisfying 𝑝T > 20GeV, are selected. In
addition, there must be either at least one pair of leptons with identical electric charges among the ensemble
of signal leptons or exactly three leptons. The presence of at least one jet is also required in most signal
regions (SRs) in order to improve the selection of signal events and to specifically target compressed-spectra

4 The quantity 𝑦 = (1/2) [(𝐸 + 𝑝𝑧)/(𝐸 − 𝑝𝑧)] denotes the rapidity of an object.
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Table 1: Signal region definitions designed for the𝑊ℎ model. The variables are defined in the text.

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 SR𝑊ℎ

low-𝑚T2

𝑒±𝑒± 𝑒±`± `±`± 𝑒±𝑒± 𝑒±`± `±`±

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 2
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 2
Charge(ℓ) same-sign
𝑝T(ℓ) ≥ 25GeV
𝑛jets (𝑝T > 25 GeV) ≥ 1
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0
𝑚jj < 350GeV
𝑚T2 ≥ 80GeV < 80GeV
𝑚minT – ≥ 100GeV
S(𝐸missT ) ≥ 7 ≥ 6
𝐸missT ≥ 75GeV ≥ 50GeV

𝐸missT binning [GeV ]a
SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-1: ∈ [75, 125)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-2: ∈ [125, 175) –

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-3: ∈ [175, +∞)

a The 𝐸missT binning applies separately to each flavour channel of SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2

.

regions. To distinguish between hypothetical SUSY signal processes and SM backgrounds, sets of SRs are
optimised for the SUSY models defined in Section 2. Each of these SRs, described in Tables 1 to 3, is
kept orthogonal to those in other ATLAS analyses [56] to facilitate future statistical combinations. Several
kinematic variables are deployed to maximise the sensitivities to the targeted signals.

The ‘stransverse mass’, 𝑚T2, is an event variable used to bound the masses of an unseen pair of particles
which are presumed to have decayed semi-invisibly into particles which were seen [188, 189]. Therefore, it
is defined as a function of the momenta of two visible particles and the pmissT of the event:

𝑚T2 = minqT

[
max

(
𝑚T,ℓ1 (pT,ℓ1 , qT ), 𝑚T,ℓ2 (pT,ℓ2 , pmissT − qT )

)]
,

where pT,ℓ1 and pT,ℓ2 are the transverse momenta of the two leading leptons, and qT is the transverse
momentum vector that minimises the larger of the two transverse masses 𝑚T,ℓ1 and 𝑚T,ℓ2 . These two
transverse masses are defined as

𝑚T(pT , qT ) =
√︁
2(𝑝T𝑞T − pT · qT ).

In this analysis, the invisible particle mass is always set to zero when calculating the event 𝑚T2.

For the𝑊ℎ and𝑊𝑍 models, 𝑚T2 was used to define two orthogonal sets of signal regions, ‘high-𝑚T2’ and
‘low-𝑚T2’, to target models with different kinematics. Exactly two baseline leptons, 𝑁BL(ℓ) = 2, were
required for these two models to further suppress the background. Requiring the invariant mass of the two
leading jets, 𝑚jj,5 to be less than 350GeV proved to be efficient in reducing the𝑊±𝑊± background. The

5 If the event has only one jet, 𝑚jj was set to zero.
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Table 2: Signal region definitions designed for the𝑊𝑍 model. The variables are defined in the text.

SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 SR𝑊𝑍

low-𝑚T2

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 2
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 2
Charge(ℓ) same-sign
𝑝T(ℓ) ≥ 25GeV

𝑛jets (𝑝T > 25 GeV) ≥ 1
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0
𝑚jj ≤ 350 GeV
𝑚T2 ≥ 100 GeV ≤ 100 GeV
𝑚minT ≥ 100 GeV ≥ 130 GeV
𝐸missT ≥ 100 GeV ≥ 140 GeV
𝑚eff – ≤ 600 GeV

Δ𝑅(ℓ±, ℓ±) – ≤ 3

Bins

S(𝐸missT ): ∈ [0, 10)

–
Spread(Φ) ≥ 2.2

S(𝐸missT ): ∈ [10, 13)
S(𝐸missT ): ∈ [13, +∞]

Δ𝑅(ℓ±, ℓ±) ≥ 1

Table 3: Signal region definitions designed for the bRPV model. The variables are defined in the text.

SRbRPV2ℓ-SS SRbRPV3ℓ

𝑁BL(ℓ) –
𝑝T (ℓ) ≥ 20GeV for (sub)leading leptons

𝑛jets (𝑝T > 25 GeV) ≥ 1
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 2 = 3
Charge(ℓ) same-sign –

𝑚T2 ≥ 60GeV ≥ 80GeV
𝐸missT ≥ 100GeV ≥ 120GeV
𝑚eff – ≥ 350GeV
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0 –

𝑛jets (𝑝T > 40 GeV) ≥ 4 –
𝑚𝑒±𝑒∓ , 𝑚`±`∓ – ∉ [81, 101] GeV

transverse mass of the pmissT and each of the two leading leptons was calculated, and the smaller of the
two values, 𝑚minT , is used to recover the sensitivity which would otherwise be lost if only high 𝑚T2 were
considered. The 𝐸missT and its significance, S(𝐸missT ) [190],6 which quantifies the robustness of the 𝐸missT

6 S(𝐸missT ) = |𝐸missT |2

𝜎2L (1−𝜌
2
LT)
, with 𝜎2L the total variance in the longitudinal direction along pmissT and 𝜌2LT the correlation between the
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values against object mismeasurements in events without a genuine source of 𝐸missT , are also used to target
the large 𝐸missT induced by the (invisible) LSP in RPC scenarios. The angular distance between the two SS
leptons, Δ𝑅(ℓ±, ℓ±), is used only for the𝑊𝑍 model since the SS leptons come from two separate decay
legs and should not be too far apart when the masses of the SUSY particles are similar.

A multi-bin strategy is applied in the ‘high-𝑚T2’ SRs, using 𝐸missT and flavour for the 𝑊ℎ model and
S(𝐸missT ) for the 𝑊𝑍 model, to maximise the sensitivity across the model’s phase space. No similar
binning is employed in the ‘low-𝑚T2’ SRs for the𝑊𝑍 model, due to the limited number of surviving events.
For the bins defined for SR𝑊𝑍

high-𝑚T2 , requirements on the Spread(Φ)
7 or Δ𝑅(ℓ±, ℓ±) are applied to further

improve the sensitivities to the benchmark model. The𝑊ℎ SRs are divided into different flavour channels
to maximise the power of the analysis.

For the bRPV model, large 𝐸missT is expected due to the presence of a neutrino in the leptonic decay of the
𝑊 boson. High jet multiplicity is required in the two-SS-lepton SR to improve the sensitivity to possible
hadronic decays of the higgsinos and the 𝑊 boson. An 𝑚T2 threshold at 60GeV or 80GeV is found to
be helpful because the 𝐸missT composition differs between the signal and the background sources. For the
two-SS-lepton SR, a 𝑏-jet veto is applied to further reduce the 𝑡𝑡 backgrounds. For the three-lepton SR, a
lower bound on the effective mass 𝑚eff , defined as the scalar sum of the 𝐸missT and the objects’ 𝑝T values, is
placed at 350GeV and has proven useful in reducing the remaining background after applying the 𝑍-boson
veto (𝑚𝑒±𝑒∓ , 𝑚`±`∓ ∉ [81, 101] GeV).

Within each signal model, the SRs are designed to be orthogonal to allow their statistical combination in
the interpretation of the results. In the wino–bino models, this is achieved with the 𝑚T2 variable, while the
number of signal leptons, 𝑁Sig(ℓ), ensures orthogonality in the bRPV model.

While these SRs are designed to maximise the sensitivity to specific benchmark models, a different set of
discovery SRs were defined to enhance the discovery potential for a variety of BSM scenarios, such as
simplified models with electroweak SUSY production which span the compressed to high mass-splitting
scenarios. The inclusive SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 for the𝑊ℎ model and the SR𝑊𝑍

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊𝑍
low-𝑚T2 for

the𝑊𝑍 model, defined without any 𝐸missT or S(𝐸missT ) binning or flavour splitting, act as such discovery
regions.

The product 𝐴 × 𝜖 of the acceptance 𝐴 of the selection criteria and the efficiency 𝜖 that accounts for the
detector effects, ranges from 0.01% to a few percent for the SRs defined in Tables 1 to 3. For example,
SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 (SR

𝑊𝑍
low-𝑚T2) yields an 𝐴× 𝜖 of ∼0.02% (∼2%) in the𝑊ℎ (𝑊𝑍) model for 𝑚( �̃�±

1 /�̃�
0
2) = 200GeV

and a massless LSP.

7 Background estimation

The treatment of the SM backgrounds is based on their classification as either irreducible backgrounds,
from processes with genuine same-sign prompt leptons, or reducible backgrounds, with events entering the
SRs because of misidentification of the lepton (‘fake/non-prompt’) or the lepton charge (‘charge-flip’). The

longitudinal and transverse resolutions of the objects.
7 The spread of the Φ angles of the leptons, 𝐸missT , and jets is used to describe the event topology in the transverse plane. It

was defined and used in Ref. [191]. It is defined as: Spread(Φ) =
R(𝜙ℓ1 , 𝜙ℓ2 , 𝜙𝐸missT

) ·R (𝜙 𝑗1 , 𝜙 𝑗2 ,... )
R (𝜙ℓ1 , 𝜙ℓ2 , 𝜙𝐸missT

, 𝜙 𝑗1 , 𝜙 𝑗2 ,... ) , where R means the

root-mean-square of the inputs.
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‘charge-flip’ events (referred to in the following as CF events) are caused by the emission of a bremsstrahlung
photon which, through interaction with detector material, converts into a pair of secondary electron tracks.
One of those tracks happens to match the position of the calorimeter energy cluster better than the original
electron track does, and has a charge opposite to that of the prompt electron. The CF contribution coming
from muons is negligible due to the small cross section for interactions with matter. The ‘fake/non-prompt’
events (referred to in the following as FNP events) are mainly due to heavy-flavour meson decays, converted
photons of various origin, light hadrons faking the electron shower, and in-flight decays of kaons or pions
to muons. Lepton candidates reconstructed from these different sources share the properties of being
generally not well-isolated and being mostly rejected by the lepton identification and isolation criteria and
impact parameter requirements.

The dominant irreducible background processes in the SRs defined in this analysis are𝑊𝑍 ,𝑊±𝑊± for SRs
with a 𝑏-jet veto (SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 , SR
𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 , SR

𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 , SR

𝑊𝑍
low-𝑚T2 and SR

bRPV
2ℓ-SS) and 𝑡𝑡+𝑉 for the 𝑏-jet-agnostic

SR (SRbRPV3ℓ ). The𝑊𝑍 and𝑊±𝑊± contributions to the respective SRs are evaluated by normalising the MC
prediction in dedicated control regions (CRs). All other irreducible backgrounds, discussed in Section 4, are
estimated from MC simulation. The reducible backgrounds are estimated through data-driven estimation
techniques.

The background estimates are obtained by performing a profile log-likelihood fit [192], implemented in
the HistFitter [193] software framework, considering only the CRs and assuming no signal presence.
The statistical and systematic uncertainties are implemented as nuisance parameters in the likelihood;
Poisson constraints are used to estimate the uncertainties arising from limited numbers of events in the MC
samples, whilst Gaussian constraints are used for experimental and theoretical systematic uncertainties.
The normalisation factors and nuisance parameters are adjusted by maximising the likelihood. The
significance of the difference between the observed and expected yields is calculated with the profile
likelihood method [194].

The validation regions (VRs), which serve solely to validate the background estimation in the SRs, are
defined to be orthogonal to, but close to, both the SRs and the CRs. The background prediction as obtained
from this background-only fit is compared with data in the VRs to assess the quality of the background
modelling.

For the dominant backgrounds in SRs optimised for the𝑊ℎ model (SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 and SR

𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2), dedicated

CRs are designed for the𝑊𝑍 (CR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ) process and the𝑊±𝑊± process (CR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ). The correction
factor for each targeted background process is obtained via a simultaneous fit in the specific control region.
VRs with enriched contributions from𝑊𝑍 (VR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ) or𝑊±𝑊± (VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ) are also defined in order
to validate the estimates. The CR and VR definitions for the𝑊ℎ model are listed in Table 4.

The requirements on the numbers of leptons, 𝑁Sig(ℓ) and 𝑁BL(ℓ), number of jets, 𝑛jets, and 𝐸missT applied
in the CRs and VRs are similar to those applied in SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 , and are listed in Table 4.

Values of the 𝐸missT significance (S(𝐸missT )) larger or smaller than six are used to distinguish the CRs from
the VRs while keeping the VRs close to the SRs. For𝑊𝑍-enriched regions, the third lepton satisfies the
baseline lepton criteria without fulfilling the signal lepton definition in order to maintain the orthogonality
between CRs, VRs and SRs. In addition, the invariant mass of a pair of same-flavour opposite-sign leptons
(SFOS), 𝑚SFOS, is required to be within a window of ±15 GeV around 𝑚𝑍 , and the invariant mass of the
three leptons, 𝑚ℓℓℓ , is required to be away from the 𝑍 mass peak. Such criteria further improve the purity
and suppress other backgrounds. The purity of the𝑊𝑍 process in CR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ and VR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ is about 90%
with negligible contamination from signal.
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Table 4: Control region and validation region definitions for evaluating and validating the dominant irreducible
backgrounds in SRs defined for the𝑊ℎ model. Requirements guaranteeing orthogonality to SRs are in boldface.

CR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ VR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ CR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 3 = 2
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 2
Charge(ℓ) same-sign
𝑝T(ℓ) ≥ 25GeV
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0
𝐸missT ≥ 50GeV
𝑛jets ≥ 1 ≥ 2

S(𝐸missT ) < 6 ≥ 6 < 6 ≥ 6

Other cuts

75 < 𝑚SFOS < 105GeV –
𝑚ℓℓℓ ∉ [80, 100]GeV –

– 𝒎jj ≥ 350GeV
– 𝑝T(jets) ≥ 75GeV for (sub)leading jets
– |𝑚𝑒±𝑒± − 𝑚𝑍 | ≥ 15GeV

Purity 90% 90% 45% 55%

To target the𝑊±𝑊± process for the𝑊±𝑊±-enriched regions CR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ and VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ, two boosted jets
with 𝑝T ≥ 75GeV are required, while requiring 𝑚jj ≥ 350GeV ensures orthogonality with respect to the
SRs. To suppress the CF contribution, events are rejected if |𝑚𝑒±𝑒± − 𝑚𝑍 | < 15GeV. The final purity
of CR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ (VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ) is about 45% (55%) with a signal contamination of less than 3% in both the
CR and the VR. The correction factors are 1.06+0.14−0.08 and 1.00

+0.25
−0.28 for the𝑊𝑍 and𝑊±𝑊± backgrounds,

respectively, and are applied to these background events in the regions designed for the𝑊ℎ model. Both
the statistical and systematic uncertainties, described in Section 8, are considered in the corrections factors.
In Figure 3, good agreement between the observed data and the estimated backgrounds can be seen for
VR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ and VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ.

For SRs designed for the𝑊𝑍 model and models of higgsino-like electroweakinos in RPV SUSY considered
in this analysis, a general control region CR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 for the 𝑊𝑍 process is defined in order to

correct the cross section in a region of phase space with at least two jets, where imprecise modelling was
observed in previous analyses [35]. The validation regions for the 𝑊𝑍 process (VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
4 𝑗 and

VR𝑊𝑍
𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
5 𝑗 ) and the 𝑡𝑡+𝑉 process (VR𝑡𝑡𝑉𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV), defined in Table 5, are designed to validate

the estimates from the MC simulation of these processes. Large jet multiplicities are required in those
validation regions in order to validate the modelling of those processes in the phase space where previous
analyses observed the largest disagreements [35].

To define 𝑊𝑍 and bRPV CRs, requirements are placed on the number of signal leptons, 𝑁Sig(ℓ), the
number of baseline leptons, 𝑁BL(ℓ), the number of jets, 𝑛jets, and the number of 𝑏-jets, 𝑛𝑏-jets. Additional
requirements are set on 𝐸missT , 𝑚eff , 𝑚SFOS and the presence of SS leptons. A minimum angular separation
between the leading lepton and the jets, Δ𝑅(ℓ1, 𝑗)min, is required in the validation regions targeting 𝑡𝑡+𝑉
events, as well as requirements on

∑
𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T . The leading and subleading lepton 𝑝T are required to be

above 20GeV. The events belonging to the SRs of the𝑊𝑍 model and the bRPV model defined in Section 6
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Figure 3: Expected SM backgrounds and data yields in the CR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ , CR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ , VR𝑊𝑍𝑊ℎ , VR𝑊𝑊𝑊ℎ , VRCF𝑊ℎ

and VRFNP𝑊ℎ designed for the𝑊ℎ model. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and other
diboson processes with the SS final state. The error band includes the statistical, theoretical and experimental
uncertainties. The bottom panel shows the obtained scale factors (`𝑊𝑍 , `𝑊𝑊 ) in the CRs and the statistical
significance [194] of the discrepancy between the observed number of events and the SM expectation.

are vetoed. In addition, the selections given in Table 5 are applied to ensure a more stringent rejection
of possible bRPV and UDD RPV signal events, as well as other SUSY signals with several (𝑏-)jets and
moderate 𝐸missT in the final state. These vetoes help to reduce the expected signal contamination to a few
percent. The purity of the target background process varies from a minimum of 62% (VR𝑡𝑡𝑉𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV) to
a maximum of 85% (CR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 ).

The correction factor and its uncertainty are extracted from CR𝑊𝑍
𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 and are found to be 0.88±0.30.

The estimated backgrounds and the observed data in CR𝑊𝑍
𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 , VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
4 𝑗 , VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
5 𝑗

and VR𝑡𝑡𝑉𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV are shown in Figure 4, where good agreement is observed.

The contributions of CF events are evaluated from reweighted data events with two opposite-sign leptons
(𝑒±𝑒∓, 𝑒±`∓). The weight expresses the probability of one electron charge to be mismeasured and is a
function of the electron CF rates. This method largely improves the statistical accuracy by relying entirely
on data to obtain the reweighting factors, thus eliminating uncertainties associated with MC simulations.
An additional 25% uncertainty stems from the choice of lepton selections, and was derived by comparing
the nominal CF predictions with those obtained using BL leptons.

The CF rates are measured as a function of lepton 𝑝T and |[ | for simulated SM processes that contribute to
the SRs due to CF. They are multiplied by the scale factors obtained from a ‘tag and probe’ method [177] to
match the rates observed in data. The nominal CF rates are no more than O(10−6) in the low-𝑝T region, but
reach O(1%) in the higher 𝑝T and |[ | regions. Systematic uncertainties are estimated from the statistical
uncertainties of the measured CF rates and the uncertainties from the scale factors, leading to a 10% to
40% uncertainty in the predicted SR yields for the CF background.
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Table 5: Control region and validation region definitions for evaluating and validating the dominant irreducible
backgrounds in SRs defined for the 𝑊𝑍 model and models of higgsino-like electroweakinos in (b)RPV SUSY.
Requirements guaranteeing orthogonality with SRs are in boldface.

CR𝑊𝑍
𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
4 𝑗 VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
5 𝑗 VR𝑡𝑡𝑉𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 3 ≥ 2
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 3 ≥ 2
Charge(ℓ) – same-sign
𝑝T(ℓ) 𝑝T > 20GeV for (sub)leading leptons 𝑝T > 30GeV for SS pair leptons
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0 ≥ 1

𝑛jets (𝑝T ≥ 25GeV) ≥ 2 ≥ 4 ≥ 5 ≥ 3 with 𝑝T > 40GeV

Other selections

50 < 𝐸missT < 150GeV 50 < 𝐸missT < 250GeV –
𝑚eff < 1 TeV 𝑚eff < 1.5 TeV –

81 < 𝑚SFOS < 101 GeV 81 < 𝑚SFOS < 101 GeV –
– Δ𝑅(ℓ1, jet)min > 1.1
–

∑
𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T > 0.4

– 𝐸missT /𝑚eff > 0.1
explicit veto on SR𝑾𝒁

high-𝒎T2
& SR𝑾𝒁

low-𝒎T2
& SRbRPV

2ℓ-SS & SRbRPV
3ℓ events

Vetoing other pos-
sible BSM events

𝑛𝑏-jets ≥ 3
𝑛𝑏-jets ≥ 1, 𝑛jets ≥ 4 (𝑝T > 50GeV), 𝐸missT > 130GeV
𝑛𝑏-jets = 0, 𝑛jets ≥ 3 (𝑝T > 50GeV), 𝐸missT > 130GeV

𝑛𝑏-jets = 0, 𝑛jets ≥ 5 (𝑝T > 50GeV)
Purity 85% 84% 77% 62%

The fake-factor method, the matrix method and the MC template method are used in this analysis to
estimate the contributions of FNP events in the SRs. Both the fake-factor method and the matrix method
are purely data-driven methods, which are commonly employed in the ATLAS Collaboration [195–197]
to estimate the FNP background in dedicated regions. In this analysis, the fake-factor method is used
to estimate the contribution of FNP events in the 𝑊ℎ regions. Hence, the measurements of the values
of the fake-factors are specifically tailored to reflect the FNP composition of the two-SS-lepton SRs of
the𝑊ℎ model. The implementation of the matrix method in this analysis is instead designed to be more
universal, which enables it to estimate the FNP contribution in more complex regions. Therefore, it is used
to evaluate the FNP events in SRs defined for the𝑊𝑍 model and models of higgsino-like electroweakinos
in RPV SUSY which have two SS leptons or three leptons, and 𝑏-vetoed or 𝑏-favoured channels. Finally,
the (semi-data-driven) MC template method [39] is used to validate specific matrix-method estimates to
ensure that the more universal matrix method is functioning well for the specific cases in this analysis.

The fake-factor method estimates the FNP events in a specific region by reweighting events passing the same
selection except for inverted lepton identification and/or isolation requirements. The reweighting factors,
called ‘fake factors’ (FFs), are measured separately for electrons and muons from data in FNP-enriched
CRs (CRFF𝑒 and CRFF`) as functions of the lepton 𝑝T and |[ |. The CRs listed in Table 6 are designed to
be as close as possible to SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 in order to share the same sources of FNP contributions

as the target SRs. The measured FFs are around 0.1 for both electrons and muons in most bins, but reach
0.3 for some 𝑝T and |[ | bins. The uncertainties of this method come principally from the measurement of
the FFs which are propagated to the final estimate via the reweighting. In this analysis, the FF uncertainties
coming from statistics, possible FNP contribution differences between the CRs and the targeted SRs,
and prompt-lepton and CF background subtraction, amount to around 20% of the final estimate in total.
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Figure 4: Expected SM backgrounds and data yields in CR𝑊𝑍
𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 , VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
4 𝑗 , VR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
5 𝑗 and

VR𝑡𝑡𝑉𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV designed for the𝑊𝑍 model and models of higgsino-like electroweakinos in RPV SUSY. The ‘Other’
category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻 and rare top processes with the SS final state. The error band includes the statistical,
theoretical and experimental uncertainties. The bottom panel shows the scale factor obtained from CR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗

(`𝑊𝑍 ) and the statistical significance [194] of the discrepancy between the observed number of events and the SM
expectation.

Two validation regions VRFNP𝑊ℎ and VRCF𝑊ℎ, listed in Table 6, are defined in order to validate
the data-driven methods applied to estimate the FNP and CF events in SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 . Good

agreement between data and expectation is observed in the VRs, as shown in Figure 3, thus validating the
application of the above methods.

The matrix method involves the inversion of the matrix relating the numbers of observed baseline and
signal leptons to the estimated numbers of real and FNP leptons via measured real (Y) and FNP (Z ) lepton
efficiencies; the implementation used in Ref. [35] is applied here. The value of Y is around 50%–60%
(70%) for electrons (muons) in the region of lepton 𝑝T around 15GeV, increasing to 98% (99%) for
lepton 𝑝T > 100GeV (60GeV). The total uncertainty in Y is 0.33%–7% (0.1%–3%) for electrons (muons)
depending on the (𝑝T, [) region. The Z probabilities are ∼10%–20% for both electrons and muons up to
𝑝T ∼ 45GeV, and increase to 30%–40% for 𝑝T > 60GeV. They can be up to twice as large in events with
two 𝑏-tagged jets. The effects of variations in the relative contributions of different sources of FNP leptons
or in the overall event activity are considered as uncertainties of Z . For electrons (muons), the latter is
30%–50% (30%–80%), increasing with 𝑝T. The level of agreement between the data and the estimated
background in a loose event preselection region requiring two SS leptons, 𝐸missT > 50GeV and at least one
jet with 𝑝T > 25GeV, in different lepton-flavour and 𝑏-jet-multiplicity combinations, as shown in Figure 5,
indicates the universality of the matrix method in estimating the FNP lepton background in general cases.
Together with the level of agreement observed seen in Figure 4, this validates the estimation of the FNP
background using the matrix method.

To further validate the estimation of the FNP and CF backgrounds, the MC template method is introduced

18



Table 6: Definitions of the FNP-enriched control regions used to measure the FFs, and definitions of the validation
regions used to validate the estimates of the FNP and CF events in SRs defined for the𝑊ℎ model. Requirements
guaranteeing orthogonality to SRs are in boldface.

CRFF𝑒 CRFF` VRFNP𝑊ℎ VRCF𝑊ℎ

𝑒±𝑒± `±`± 𝑒±𝑒± 𝑒±`± `±`± 𝑒±𝑒±

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 2
Charge(ℓ) same-sign
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 1 = 2
𝑝T(ℓ) ≥ 25GeV
𝑛jets ≥ 1
𝑛𝑏-jets – = 1 = 0
𝐸missT ∈ [30, 50) GeV < 50 GeV ≥ 50GeV

|𝑚ℓ±ℓ± − 𝑚𝑍 | ≥ 15GeV – ≥ 15GeV – – < 15GeV
𝑚jj – < 350GeV
𝑚T2 – < 80GeV
𝑚minT – < 100GeV

S(𝐸missT ) – < 5
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Figure 5: Data event yields compared with the expected contributions from the irreducible and the reducible
backgrounds after a loose preselection requiring SS leptons, 𝐸missT > 50GeV and at least one jet with 𝑝T > 25GeV.
The observed and predicted event yields are classified as a function of the number of leptons and their flavour, as
well as the number of 𝑏-jets. The error bars only include the statistical uncertainty and the full uncertainties for the
data-driven background estimates, in order to validate the matrix method itself. The bottom panel shows the ratio of
the observed data to the predicted yields.

to this analysis. It relies on data-corrected CRs enriched in various sources of fake leptons and electron CF
backgrounds to extrapolate the background predictions to the SRs. In this analysis, the correction factors
are obtained for seven templates representing different types of backgrounds from six control regions,
using discriminating variables such as 𝑚eff and lepton 𝑝T. The uncertainties due to limited statistical
precision and from the effects of the used discriminating variables are considered. The similarity of the
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𝑚T2 distributions obtained using the matrix method and the MC template method for SRs defined for the
𝑊𝑍 and bRPV models proves the validity of the background estimation.

8 Systematic uncertainties

Several sources of systematic uncertainty, besides the various statistical uncertainties, are considered in this
analysis. They are grouped into experimental uncertainties, theoretical uncertainties, uncertainties from
the data-driven methods applied in this analysis, and normalisation and MC statistical uncertainties.

The experimental uncertainties encompass all possible differences between data and simulations in all
analysis elements including the trigger, pile-up, and reconstructed objects. A 1.7% relative uncertainty
in the luminosity [105] is applied. For leptons, uncertainties in the reconstruction efficiencies [177],
identification efficiencies [179], isolation efficiencies, energy scales [177] and resolutions, and trigger
efficiencies are considered. For jets, uncertainties in the jet vertex tagger [198] performance which
affect the residual contamination from pile-up jets, uncertainties in the jet energy scale [181] and jet
energy resolution [199], and uncertainties in flavour tagging [183, 200, 201] are also considered. The
uncertainties associated with the objects used to compute the 𝐸missT are propagated through the computation,
and additional uncertainties in the scale and resolution of the contribution from low-momentum tracks
not associated with the primary objects are also included [186]. These experimental uncertainties are
correlated between the processes and regions that enter the simultaneous fit, including the signal models.

The theoretical uncertainties account for the uncertainties in modelling of the relevant SM and SUSY
processes, including uncertainties in cross sections and due to the choice of scales, the PDF and the value of
𝛼s. Modelling uncertainties for backgrounds making subdominant contributions in the SRs are neglected
except for cross-section uncertainties. If the background process is normalised to data, the associated
uncertainties are applied instead of the total cross-section uncertainty. The uncertainties that affect the
acceptance, such as the choice of scales and the PDF, are applied everywhere. The theoretical uncertainties
vary from 10% to 50% in all regions defined in this analysis.

The total uncertainty and the contributions from different sources are shown in Figures 6 and 7 for all
the signal regions. For regions designed for the𝑊ℎ model, the total uncertainties vary from 8% to 25%.
In some 𝑊ℎ-model-specific SRs, the total uncertainty is less than the largest uncertainty contribution
because of the large anti-correlation between the FNP-related uncertainties and the normalisation-related
uncertainties. The largest contribution comes from the estimation of the FNP background.

For SRs designed for the 𝑊𝑍 and bRPV models, total uncertainties vary from 30% to 50%, with the
uncertainties from the estimations of FNP and CF events accounting for the largest contribution in most of
the regions. They are larger than those of the𝑊ℎ model, as the correlations between the relevant systematic
uncertainties were not constrained by the CRs during the fit.

20



-1
-e

e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µ
-1

-e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µµ
-1

-
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

-2
-e

e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µ
-2

-e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µµ
-2

-
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

-3
-e

e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µ
-3

-e
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

µµ
-3

-
T

2
hi

gh
-m

W
h

S
R

-e
e

T
2

lo
w

-m
W

h
S

R

µ
-e

T
2

lo
w

-m
W

h
S

R

µµ-
T

2
lo

w
-m

W
h

S
R

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

R
el

at
iv

e 
un

ce
rt

ai
nt

y

Fake/Non-Prompt Normalisation

Modelling Statistics

Experimental Charge Flip

Total

ATLAS
-1 = 13 TeV, 139 fbs

Figure 6: Breakdown of the total systematic uncertainty in the background prediction for each of the SRs of the𝑊ℎ

model. Total and individual uncertainties for different source categories are shown. The individual components can
be correlated and therefore do not necessarily add up in quadrature to the total systematic uncertainty.
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Figure 8: 𝐸missT distributions after the background-only fit, showing the data and the post-fit expected background in
all the flavour and 𝐸missT bins of the SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 region. The vertical black lines and the corresponding arrows indicate
the cuts defining the three 𝐸missT bins of the SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2 region: SR
𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-1, SR

𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-2, and SR

𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2-3. The

last bin includes overflow. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and other diboson processes
with the SS final state. Distributions for three representative signal mass points of the𝑊ℎ model are overlaid. The
bottom panel shows the ratio of the observed data to the predicted yields. The hatched bands indicate the combined
theoretical, experimental, data-driven and MC statistical uncertainties.

9 Results

The 𝐸missT and S(𝐸missT ) distributions for all events passing the𝑊ℎ SR requirements, except for the 𝐸missT
andS(𝐸missT ) requirements themselves, are shown in Figure 8 and Figure 9, respectively. Data are compared
with the expected SM background; each source is estimated as described in Section 7. Separate distributions
are provided for each SS-dilepton flavour: 𝑒±𝑒±, 𝑒±`± and `±`±. Fake and non-prompt leptons as well as
the𝑊𝑍 irreducible background dominate the events mimicking signal events, while the CF events are an
important source of background in the 𝑒±𝑒± SRs, as observed in Figure 8(a) and Figure 9(a). The expected
distributions for three representative signal mass points are also overlaid as indicated. Good agreement
between the data and total expected SM background is observed.
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Figure 9: S(𝐸missT ) distributions after the background-only fit, showing the data and the post-fit expected background
in all the flavour bins of the SR𝑊ℎ

low-𝑚T2 region. The vertical black line and the corresponding arrow indicates the
cut defining the SR𝑊ℎ

low-𝑚T2 region. The last bin includes overflow. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top,
triboson, and other diboson processes with the SS final state. Distributions for three representative signal mass points
of the𝑊ℎ model are overlaid. The bottom panel shows the ratio of the observed data to the predicted yields. The
hatched bands indicate the combined theoretical, experimental, data-driven and MC statistical uncertainties.

The observed number of events in each SR defined in Section 6 for the𝑊ℎmodel along with the background
expectations and uncertainties are reported in Figure 10. The observed data are compatible with the SM
prediction, with a −2.0𝜎 data deficit observed in SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2-3-``. The largest excess of events is observed
in SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2-1-𝑒𝑒, with a significance of less than 2.0𝜎.

The distributions of 𝑚T2 in the SRs defined for the 𝑊𝑍 model and the bRPV models after applying
all selection criteria apart from the 𝑚T2 cut are shown in Figures 11(a) to 11(b) and in Figures 11(c)
to 11(d), respectively. All considered sources of background are also plotted, estimated with the data-driven
techniques detailed in Section 7. The background is dominated by the SM𝑊𝑍 process and the reducible
background due to fake and non-prompt leptons. For comparison, representative signal mass points for
winos/binos and higgsinos (�̃�) are overlaid. The data distributions are in agreement with the background
expectations.
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Figure 10: Expected SM background and data yields in the SRs optimised for the𝑊ℎ model. The total uncertainties
in the expected event yields are shown as the hashed bands. The SM prediction is taken from the background-only fit.
The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and other diboson processes with the SS final state. The
bottom panel shows the statistical significance [194] of the discrepancy between the observed number of events and
the SM expectation.

In Figure 12, the observed yields in each signal region defined in Section 6 along with the background
expectations and uncertainties are presented for the 𝑊𝑍 and bRPV models. The observed data are
compatible with the SM prediction.

The results from the UDD RPV model SRs are discussed in Appendix A.3. The data agree within
uncertainties with the SM expectation in the SRs designed for this model.
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Figure 11: 𝑚T2 distributions in SRs defined for the𝑊𝑍 model ((a) and (b)) and the bRPV model ((c) and (d)). All
SR selection criteria are satisfied except for that on 𝑚T2. The vertical black lines and the corresponding arrows
indicate the cuts defining those regions. The matrix method is used for background estimation and the CF events are
estimated via a data-driven method. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and other diboson
processes with the SS final state. Uncertainties from theoretical, experimental, data-driven and MC statistical sources
are all considered. The last bin includes overflow. Distributions for representative signal mass points are overlaid.
The bottom panel shows the ratio of the observed data to the predicted yields.
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Figure 12: Expected SM background and data yields in the SRs optimised for the𝑊𝑍 and bRPV models. The SM
prediction is taken from the background-only fit. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and
other diboson processes with the SS final state. The total uncertainties in the expected event yields are shown as the
hashed bands. The bottom panel shows the statistical significance [194] of the discrepancy between the observed
number of events and the SM expectation.

10 Interpretation

Model-independent upper limits on the number of BSM events in each SR are derived using the CLs
prescription [202, 203] and neglecting any possible signal contamination in the control regions. The
HistFitter [193] framework is used for the statistical interpretation of the results. In order to quantify the
probability for the background-only hypothesis to fluctuate to at least the observed number of events, a
one-sided 𝑝0-value is calculated using pseudo-experiments, where the profile likelihood ratio is used as
a test statistic [192] to exclude the signal-plus-background hypothesis. Normalisation to the integrated
luminosity of the data sample allows an interpretation in terms of upper limits on the visible BSM cross
section, defined as the product of the acceptance, reconstruction efficiency and production cross section.

The number of observed events and the background expectation in each SR are used to set an upper limit
on the number of events from any BSM physics scenario. The model-independent upper limits at 95%
confidence level (CL) on the visible cross section, 〈𝜖𝜎〉95obs, for the𝑊ℎ,𝑊𝑍 and bRPV signal regions are
presented in Table 7. Also listed are the 95% CL upper limits on the number of signal events 𝑆95obs, as well
as the expected 95% CL upper limit on the number of signal events, 𝑆95exp. The last two columns indicate
the CLb value and the discovery 𝑝-value, 𝑝0 (𝑝(𝑠) = 0), with the corresponding Gaussian significance 𝑍 .
The CLb value provides a measure of compatibility of the observed data with the 95% CL signal strength
hypothesis relative to fluctuations of the background, and 𝑝0 measures the compatibility of the observed
data with the background-only (zero signal strength) hypothesis relative to fluctuations of the background.
Larger values indicate greater relative compatibility.

For SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 , SR

bRPV
2ℓ-SS and SR

bRPV
3ℓ , 𝑝0 is capped at 0.5 since the predictions exceed the data. In all other

SRs the significances are low, with no appreciable excess observed over the expected background. The most
stringent observed limit is from SR𝑊𝑍

low-𝑚T2 , where visible cross sections larger than 0.04 fb are excluded.
Model-independent limits are also provided in Appendix A (Table 9) for the UDD RPV SRs.
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Table 7: Model-independent statistical analysis for SRs (binned and inclusively) optimised for the 𝑊ℎ, 𝑊𝑍 and
bRPV models: 95% CL upper limits on the visible cross section, 〈𝜖𝜎〉95obs, and on the number of signal events 𝑆

95
obs.

The 𝑆95exp is the expected 95% CL upper limit on the number of signal events, given the expected number (and ±1𝜎
variations) of background events. The last two columns report the CLb value for the background-only hypothesis, the
one-sided 𝑝0-value and the local significance 𝑍 (the number of equivalent Gaussian standard deviations).

Signal region 〈𝜖𝜎〉95obs [fb] 𝑆95obs 𝑆95exp CLb 𝑝0 (𝑍)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 0.28 39.3 33.9+14.3−10.0 0.66 0.34 (0.41)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -1-𝑒𝑒 0.13 17.4 9.9+4.4−2.8 0.94 0.04 (1.72)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -1-𝑒` 0.17 23.6 12.9+5.6−3.6 0.96 0.03 (1.85)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -1-`` 0.09 13.0 12.6+5.4−3.6 0.55 0.45 (0.14)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -2-𝑒𝑒 0.06 7.8 7.2+3.1−2.2 0.63 0.36 (0.36)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -2-𝑒` 0.05 6.8 9.5+4.0−2.7 0.16 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -2-`` 0.07 9.6 7.7+0.6−0.2 0.64 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -3-𝑒𝑒 0.05 6.9 6.1+3.0−1.6 0.61 0.37 (0.33)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -3-𝑒` 0.03 4.8 6.1+3.0−1.6 0.24 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊ℎ
high-𝑚T2 -3-`` 0.03 4.3 6.9+3.0−2.0 0.06 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 0.24 33.0 29.5+11.7−8.8 0.63 0.33 (0.43)

SR𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 -𝑒𝑒 0.12 16.2 12.6+5.4−3.6 0.76 0.23 (0.76)

SR𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 -𝑒` 0.14 19.9 17.6+7.4−5.1 0.63 0.36 (0.35)

SR𝑊ℎ
low-𝑚T2 -`` 0.13 18.2 17.0+7.0−4.9 0.59 0.41 (0.22)

SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 0.13 18.7 24.4+6.8−5.0 0.12 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 -1 0.01 1.7 3.6+1.3−0.6 0.02 0.45 (0.12)

SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 -2 0.05 7.4 8.3+3.2−2.2 0.34 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 -3 0.04 5.2 7.3+2.7−1.8 0.11 0.50 (0.00)

SR𝑊𝑍
low-𝑚T2 0.04 5.9 4.4+1.8−0.8 0.81 0.22 (0.76)

SRbRPV2ℓ-SS 0.16 22.6 25.8+7.9−5.8 0.29 0.50 (0.00)
SRbRPV3ℓ 0.44 61.4 93.0+56.0−20.3 0.02 0.50 (0.00)
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Figure 13: Exclusion limits at 95% CL for the (a)𝑊ℎ-mediated and the (b)𝑊𝑍-mediated simplified model of wino
�̃�±
1 �̃�
0
2 production. Observed (solid) and expected (dashed) limits on �̃�

±
1 /�̃�

0
2 and �̃�

0
1 masses are indicated. The red

dotted lines around the observed limit reflect the theoretical variation due to the signal cross-section uncertainty. The
band around the expected limits expresses the ±1𝜎 variation due to all uncertainties except theoretical uncertainties
in the signal cross section. The grey region in (a) denotes the observed limits obtained in a previous search in the
same channel with 36.1 fb−1 of data [43].

Model-dependent exclusion limits were extracted by performing hypothesis tests on the background-only
hypothesis and the signal-plus-background hypothesis using the HistFitter package. Both fits were carried
out simultaneously in all SRs of each model and for each benchmark point together with its uncertainty.
All SRs corresponding to a model are statistically combined. Following the CLs prescription, the 𝑝-values
of the signal-plus-background hypothesis are tested against those of the background-only hypothesis to
extract the corresponding CLs values for each point. A signal point is considered excluded at 95% CL
when such values fall below a 5% threshold.

The resulting expected and observed exclusion limits for the𝑊ℎmodel are shown in Figure 13(a). The large
±1𝜎 uncertainty band around the expected limit is almost entirely dominated by the statistical uncertainty
of the MC simulated signals. The observed bounds are stronger than the expected ones due to the deficit of
data compared to the SM background expectation seen in SR𝑊ℎ

high-𝑚T2-3-``, as shown in Figure 10. This
SR features the strongest sensitivity in the region with high chargino–LSP mass splittings, as it combines
the highest 𝐸missT threshold and the greatest expected number of events and purity that characterises the
dimuon channel. However, this discrepancy falls within a 2𝜎 fluctuation of the expected limit.

In the𝑊ℎ model, �̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2 masses are excluded up to about 525GeV for a massless �̃�

0
1 . On the other hand,

the exclusion for �̃�01 masses reaches about 180GeV for 𝑚( �̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2) ' 400GeV. The comparison with the

observed exclusion limits from the previous 36.1 fb−1 search [43] in the same channel demonstrates that
the current analysis has a greatly improved reach.

The observed and expected exclusion limits for the 𝑊𝑍 model are shown in Figure 13(b), where two
orthogonal SRs, SR𝑊𝑍

high-𝑚T2 and SR
𝑊𝑍
low-𝑚T2 , are statistically combined. The deficit of data events compared

to the SM expectation in SR𝑊𝑍
high-𝑚T2 , seen in Figure 12, leads to the observed limits being more stringent

than the expected ones, yet within the 1𝜎 band around the latter. The uncertainty in the expected exclusion
limit is dominated by the FNP background determination, as observed in Figure 7. For a massless
𝑚( �̃�01), �̃�

±
1 /�̃�

0
2 masses in the interval 200–250 GeV are excluded. This is the first analysis in ATLAS

with sensitivity to the 𝑊𝑍 model in the two-SS-lepton channel. Previous analyses, assuming a nearly
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Figure 14: Observed (black solid line) and expected (black dashed line) 95% CL exclusion limits as a function of
higgsino �̃�01 /�̃�

0
2 /�̃�

±
1 mass in the bilinear RPV model. The green (yellow) contours of the band around the expected

limit are the ±1𝜎 (±2𝜎) variations including all uncertainties. The prediction for the theoretical production cross
section is also shown (blue solid line) with its uncertainty (blue dotted lines).

massless �̃�01 , excluded �̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2 masses of up to 640GeV by selecting three-lepton events [56], while the

search with boosted hadronically decaying bosons was sensitive to higher masses, excluding a mass range
of 440–960 GeV [58].

The expected and observed production cross-section upper limits for light higgsinos in the bRPV model
can be seen in Figure 14 with the statistical combination of two orthogonal SRs, namely SRbRPV2ℓ-SS and
SRbRPV3ℓ . By comparing the observed upper limits on the cross section with the theoretical expected cross
section, higgsino �̃�01 /�̃�

0
2 /�̃�

±
1 masses smaller than 440GeV are excluded when assuming inclusive higgsino

production and allowing all predicted sparticle decay modes. These are the first experimental constraints
on bRPV models with degenerate higgsino masses.

11 Conclusion

This paper presents a search for directly produced electroweak gauginos and higgsinos in events with
two electrons or muons of the same charge or three leptons based on a 139 fb−1 sample of

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV

proton–proton collisions collected by the ATLAS experiment at the LHC from 2015 to 2018. Events
are categorised according to the number of jets, the number of 𝑏-jets, the missing transverse momentum,
the effective mass and other relevant observables, substantially improving the sensitivity to specific
𝑅-parity-conserving and 𝑅-parity-violating scenarios. No significant excess over the expected background
is observed. Observed 95% CL limits are placed on the visible cross section in the defined signal regions
and constraints are set on the parameters of the simplified topologies and complete models considered. In
a wino–bino𝑊ℎ-mediated model, NLSP masses of up to 525 GeV are excluded for a massless lightest
neutralino, a considerable improvement on previous limits of 240 GeV and 300 GeV set by ATLAS [43]
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with a 36.1 fb−1 data set and CMS [46] with a 137 fb−1 sample, respectively. The analogous excluded
�̃�±
1 /�̃�

0
2 mass range for the 𝑊𝑍 topology is between 200 GeV and 250 GeV in a channel probed for the

first time by ATLAS in the two-same-sign-lepton final state. In a natural RPV model with bilinear terms,
never explored before in electroweak SUSY production, mass-degenerate higgsinos �̃�01 /�̃�

0
2 /�̃�

±
1 lighter than

440 GeV are excluded. Model-independent production cross-section upper bounds as low as 40 ab are set
in signal regions inspired by an 𝑅-parity-violating scenario with a baryon-number-violating term. Search
regions orthogonal to those in other ATLAS analyses were deployed in all considered models, allowing
better future statistical combinations with other channels.
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Appendix

A RPV analysis with UDD terms

A.1 Signal regions

The signal regions designed to maximise the sensitivity to signals in this model are listed in Table 8.
Orthogonal signal regions are defined with the number of 𝑏-jets. In each case, the signal regions are split
according to the jet multiplicity targeting different higgsino mass ranges.

Within each SR, variables such as the sum of the jets’ 𝑝T (
∑

𝑝
jet
T ), the sum of the 𝑏-jets’ 𝑝T divided by the

sum of the jets’ 𝑝T (
∑

𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T ), the minimum angular distance between the leading lepton and jets

(Δ𝑅(ℓ1, jet)min) and the angular distance between the two SS leptons are used to maximise the sensitivity
to the target signal, based on a series of dedicated optimisation studies.

Table 8: Signal region definitions designed for the UDD RPV model. The variables are defined in the text.

SRRPV2ℓ1𝑏 SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏 SRRPV2ℓ3𝑏
L M L M H L M H

𝑁BL(ℓ) = 2
𝑁Sig(ℓ) = 2
Charge(ℓ) same-sign
𝑝T(ℓ) > 25 GeV

𝑛jets (𝑝T > 25 GeV) ≥ 1
𝑛𝑏-jets = 1 = 2 ≥ 3∑
𝑝T(ℓ) ≥ 100GeV – –
𝐸missT ≥ 100GeV ≥ 50GeV ≥ 80GeV ≥ 20GeV

𝑛jets (𝑝T > 25 GeV) ≤ 2 = 2 or = 3 ≤ 3 =3 or = 4 ≥ 5 and ≤ 6 ≤ 3 ≤ 3 ≤ 6∑
𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T ≥ 0.7 ≥ 0.45 ≥ 0.9 ≥ 0.75 – ≥ 0.8 ≥ 0.8 ≥ 0.5∑

𝑝
jet
T ≥ 120GeV ≥ 400GeV ≥ 300GeV ≥ 420GeV ≥ 420GeV – – ≥ 350GeV

Δ𝑅(ℓ1, jet)min ≤ 1.2 ≤ 1.0 ≤ 1.0 ≤ 1.0 ≤ 1.0 ≤ 1.5 – ≤ 1.0
Δ𝑅(ℓ±, ℓ±) ≥ 2.0 ≥ 2.5 ≥ 2.5 ≥ 2.5 ≥ 2.0 ≥ 2.0 – ≥ 2.0

A.2 Background estimation and systematic uncertainties

The background composition is similar to that in the SRs described in Section 6, but with 𝑡𝑡+𝑉 as the
dominant irreducible background in the above SRs because of the 𝑏-jet requirement.

The background estimation strategy is the same as that used for the regions designed for the 𝑊𝑍 and
bRPV models, described in detail in Section 7. The irreducible backgrounds are estimated through MC
simulation, after applying data-driven correction factors for the𝑊𝑍 background events with at least two
jets obtained from CR𝑊𝑍

𝑊𝑍,(b)RPV
2 𝑗 . The CF events are estimated via the data-driven method described

in Section 7. The FNP events are estimated from the data by applying the matrix method, after it was
validated by comparing its estimates with those of the MC template method.
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Figure 15: Relative contributions from experimental and theoretical uncertainties in SRs defined for the UDD RPV
model. The individual components can be correlated and therefore do not necessarily add up in quadrature to the
total systematic uncertainty.

Figure 15 shows the uncertainties’ contributions in the signal regions designed for this model. The
uncertainties vary from 20% to 50% depending on the regions. The largest contribution comes from the
data-driven methods applied.

A.3 Results

The
∑

𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T distributions for the data and background sources are presented for a subset of the SRs

in Figure 16. All selection criteria defined in Table 8 are applied apart from the one on
∑

𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T ,

which is indicated in the graphs by a vertical line and an arrow. The data and total background expectation
are in agreement, considering the involved uncertainties.

A comparison between the data and background yields for all the SRs defined for the UDD RPV model is
shown in Figure 17. The observed and expected numbers of events are compatible in all SRs, with the
largest excess being ∼1𝜎, observed in SRRPV2ℓ3𝑏-H. Following the procedure described in Section 10, these
results are used to set model-independent upper limits as low as 40 ab on BSM production cross sections,
as listed in Table 9.

Figure 18 shows the expected upper limits for the higgsino UDD RPV model. All combinations of
orthogonal SRs which target the same mass point are considered, including SRRPV-L (the statistical
combination of SRRPV2ℓ1𝑏-L, SR

RPV
2ℓ2𝑏-L, SR

RPV
2ℓ3𝑏-L), SR

RPV-M (the statistical combination of SRRPV2ℓ1𝑏-M,
SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏-M, SR

RPV
2ℓ3𝑏-M) and SR

RPV-H (the statistical combination of SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏-H, SR
RPV
2ℓ3𝑏-H). Among these

combinations, the one providing the strongest expected limit is chosen for each �̃�01,2 mass point.

A higgsino-like �̃�01 /�̃�
0
2 mass of 200GeV is excluded in this analysis, considering �̃�01�̃�

0
2 production only.

This value was excluded by a previous ATLAS search [84] based on the selection of events with one lepton,
but also using �̃�±

1 �̃�
0
1 and �̃�

±
1 �̃�
0
2 production with �̃�

±
1 → 𝑏𝑏𝑠.
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Figure 16:
∑

𝑝
𝑏-jet
T /∑ 𝑝

jet
T distributions of the data and the expected background in some SRs defined for the UDD

RPV model with data-driven methods applied. All uncertainties are considered. The vertical black lines and the
corresponding arrows indicate the cuts defining those regions. The last bin includes overflow. The ‘Other’ category
contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and other diboson processes with the SS final state. Distributions for a
representative signal mass point are overlaid. The bottom panel shows the ratio of the observed data to the predicted
yields.
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Figure 17: Expected SM background and data yields in the SRs optimised for the UDD RPV model. The SM
prediction is taken from the background-only fit. The ‘Other’ category contains the 𝑡𝑡+𝐻, rare top, triboson, and
other diboson processes with the SS final state. The total uncertainties in the expected event yields are shown as the
hashed bands. The bottom panel shows the statistical significance [194] of the discrepancy between the observed
number of events and the SM expectation.
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Table 9: Model-independent statistical analysis for SRs optimised for the UDD RPV models: the 95% CL upper limit
on the visible cross section times efficiency (〈𝜖𝜎〉95obs), the observed number of signal events (𝑆

95
obs), and the signal

events given the expected number of background events (𝑆95exp, ±1𝜎 variations of the expected number). The last two
columns report the CLb value for the background-only hypothesis, the one-sided 𝑝0-value and the local significance
𝑍 (the number of equivalent Gaussian standard deviations).

Signal channel 〈𝜖𝜎〉95obs [fb] 𝑆95obs 𝑆95exp CLb 𝑝0 (𝑍)

SRRPV2ℓ1𝑏-L 0.13 17.5 15.1+4.8−3.7 0.69 0.38 (0.32)
SRRPV2ℓ1𝑏-M 0.07 10.1 8.9+3.1−1.7 0.66 0.46 (0.11)
SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏-L 0.04 6.1 6.2+2.4−1.1 0.48 0.50 (0.00)
SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏-M 0.05 6.8 6.0+2.3−1.2 0.65 0.38 (0.30)
SRRPV2ℓ2𝑏-H 0.15 20.7 18.6+6.0−4.3 0.64 0.41 (0.22)
SRRPV2ℓ3𝑏-L 0.04 6.1 5.7+1.9−1.0 0.61 0.50 (0.00)
SRRPV2ℓ3𝑏-M 0.08 11.5 9.7+3.2−1.8 0.70 0.35 (0.37)
SRRPV2ℓ3𝑏-H 0.10 13.5 8.6+3.2−2.5 0.92 0.10 (1.31)
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Figure 18: Observed (black solid line) and expected (black dashed line) 95% CL exclusion limits as a function of
higgsino �̃�01 /�̃�

0
2 mass in the UDD RPV model. The green (yellow) contours of the band around the expected limit are

the ±1𝜎 (±2𝜎) variations including all uncertainties. The prediction for the theoretical production cross section is
also shown (blue solid line) with its uncertainty (blue dotted lines).

34



References

[1] J. Alwall et al., The automated computation of tree-level and next-to-leading order differential
cross sections, and their matching to parton shower simulations, JHEP 07 (2014) 079,
arXiv: 1405.0301 [hep-ph].

[2] P. A. Zyla et al., Review of Particle Physics, PTEP 2020 (2020) 083C01.
[3] R. M. Barnett, J. F. Gunion and H. E. Haber, Discovering supersymmetry with like-sign dileptons,

Phys. Lett. B 315 (1993) 349, arXiv: hep-ph/9306204.
[4] M. Guchait and D. P. Roy, Like-sign dilepton signature for gluino production at CERN LHC

including top quark and Higgs boson effects, Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995) 133,
arXiv: hep-ph/9412329.

[5] Y. Bai and Z. Han,
Top-antitop and Top-top Resonances in the Dilepton Channel at the CERN LHC,
JHEP 04 (2009) 056, arXiv: 0809.4487 [hep-ph].

[6] E. L. Berger, Q.-H. Cao, C.-R. Chen, C. S. Li and H. Zhang,
Top Quark Forward-Backward Asymmetry and Same-Sign Top Quark Pairs,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 201801, arXiv: 1101.5625 [hep-ph].

[7] T. Plehn and T. M. P. Tait, Seeking Sgluons, J. Phys. G 36 (2009) 075001,
arXiv: 0810.3919 [hep-ph].

[8] S. Calvet, B. Fuks, P. Gris and L. Valery,
Searching for sgluons in multitop events at a center-of-mass energy of 8 TeV, JHEP 04 (2013) 043,
arXiv: 1212.3360 [hep-ph].

[9] K. J. F. Gaemers and F. Hoogeveen,
Higgs production and decay into heavy flavors with the gluon fusion mechanism,
Phys. Lett. B 146 (1984) 347.

[10] G. C. Branco et al., Theory and phenomenology of two-Higgs-doublet models,
Phys. Rept. 516 (2012) 1, arXiv: 1106.0034 [hep-ph].

[11] F. M. L. Almeida Jr., Y. do Amaral Coutinho, J. A. Martins Simoes, P. P. Queiroz Filho and
C. M. Porto,
Same-sign dileptons as a signature for heavy Majorana neutrinos in hadron hadron collisions,
Phys. Lett. B 400 (1997) 331, arXiv: hep-ph/9703441.

[12] A. Atre, T. Han, S. Pascoli and B. Zhang, The Search for Heavy Majorana Neutrinos,
JHEP 05 (2009) 030, arXiv: 0901.3589 [hep-ph].

[13] R. Contino and G. Servant,
Discovering the top partners at the LHC using same-sign dilepton final states,
JHEP 06 (2008) 026, arXiv: 0801.1679 [hep-ph].

[14] L. Evans and P. Bryant, LHC Machine, JINST 3 (2008) S08001.
[15] ATLAS Collaboration, The ATLAS Experiment at the CERN Large Hadron Collider,

JINST 3 (2008) S08003.
[16] CMS Collaboration, The CMS Experiment at the CERN LHC, JINST 3 (2008) S08004.
[17] Y. Golfand and E. Likhtman,

Extension of the Algebra of Poincare Group Generators and Violation of P Invariance,
JETP Lett. 13 (1971) 323, [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 13 (1971) 452].

35

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0301
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91623-U
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9306204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.133
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412329
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/056
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.4487
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.201801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.5625
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/36/7/075001
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.3919
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.3360
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(84)91711-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2012.02.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.0034
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)00143-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703441
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/05/030
https://arxiv.org/abs/0901.3589
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/06/026
https://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1679
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/3/08/S08004


[18] D. Volkov and V. Akulov, Is the neutrino a goldstone particle?, Phys. Lett. B 46 (1973) 109.
[19] J. Wess and B. Zumino, Supergauge transformations in four dimensions,

Nucl. Phys. B 70 (1974) 39.
[20] J. Wess and B. Zumino, Supergauge invariant extension of quantum electrodynamics,

Nucl. Phys. B 78 (1974) 1.
[21] S. Ferrara and B. Zumino, Supergauge invariant Yang-Mills theories, Nucl. Phys. B 79 (1974) 413.
[22] A. Salam and J. Strathdee, Super-symmetry and non-Abelian gauges, Phys. Lett. B 51 (1974) 353.
[23] S. P. Martin, A Supersymmetry Primer, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 18 (1998) 1,

arXiv: hep-ph/9709356.

[24] N. Sakai, Naturalness in supersymmetric GUTS, Z. Phys. C 11 (1981) 153.
[25] S. Dimopoulos, S. Raby and F. Wilczek, Supersymmetry and the scale of unification,

Phys. Rev. D 24 (1981) 1681.
[26] L. E. Ibáñez and G. G. Ross, Low-energy predictions in supersymmetric grand unified theories,

Phys. Lett. B 105 (1981) 439.
[27] S. Dimopoulos and H. Georgi, Softly broken supersymmetry and SU(5),

Nucl. Phys. B 193 (1981) 150.
[28] R. Barbieri and G. Giudice, Upper bounds on supersymmetric particle masses,

Nucl. Phys. B 306 (1988) 63.
[29] B. de Carlos and J. Casas, One-loop analysis of the electroweak breaking in supersymmetric

models and the fine-tuning problem, Phys. Lett. B 309 (1993) 320, arXiv: hep-ph/9303291.
[30] H. Goldberg, Constraint on the Photino Mass from Cosmology, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983) 1419,

Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 099905.
[31] J. Ellis, J. Hagelin, D. V. Nanopoulos, K. A. Olive and M. Srednicki,

Supersymmetric relics from the big bang, Nucl. Phys. B 238 (1984) 453.
[32] G. R. Farrar and P. Fayet, Phenomenology of the production, decay, and detection of new hadronic

states associated with supersymmetry, Phys. Lett. B 76 (1978) 575.
[33] D. Hooper and T. Plehn, Supersymmetric dark matter: How light can the LSP be?,

Phys. Lett. B 562 (2003) 18, arXiv: hep-ph/0212226.
[34] H. K. Dreiner, An Introduction to Explicit R-Parity Violation,

Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 21 (2010) 565, ed. by G. L. Kane, arXiv: hep-ph/9707435.
[35] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for squarks and gluinos in final states with same-sign leptons and

jets using 139 fb−1 of data collected with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 06 (2020) 046,
arXiv: 1909.08457 [hep-ex].

[36] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for electroweak production of supersymmetric states in scenarios
with compressed mass spectra at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 052010, arXiv: 1712.08119 [hep-ex].
[37] CMS Collaboration,

Search for supersymmetry with a compressed mass spectrum in the vector boson fusion topology
with 1-lepton and 0-lepton final states in proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV,

JHEP 08 (2019) 150, arXiv: 1905.13059 [hep-ex].

36

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(73)90490-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90355-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90112-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90559-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(74)90226-3
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812839657_0001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9709356
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01573998
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.24.1681
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(81)91200-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90522-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90171-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90940-J
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9303291
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.099905
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90461-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90858-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(03)00548-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0212226
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789814307505_0017
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9707435
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.08457
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.052010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.08119
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)150
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.13059


[38] ATLAS Collaboration, Searches for electroweak production of supersymmetric particles with
compressed mass spectra in

√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 052005, arXiv: 1911.12606 [hep-ex].
[39] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for supersymmetry at

√
𝑠 = 8TeV in final states with jets and two

same-sign leptons or three leptons with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 06 (2014) 035,
arXiv: 1404.2500 [hep-ex].

[40] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for direct pair production of a chargino and a neutralino decaying
to the 125GeV Higgs boson in

√
𝑠 = 8TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector,

Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 208, arXiv: 1501.07110 [hep-ex].
[41] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for supersymmetry at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV in final states with jets and two

same-sign leptons or three leptons with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 259,
arXiv: 1602.09058 [hep-ex].

[42] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for supersymmetry in final states with two same-sign or three
leptons and jets using 36 fb−1 of

√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collision data with the ATLAS detector,

JHEP 09 (2017) 084, arXiv: 1706.03731 [hep-ex], Erratum: JHEP 08 (2019) 121.
[43] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for chargino and neutralino production in final states with a Higgs

boson and missing transverse momentum at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 012006, arXiv: 1812.09432 [hep-ex].
[44] CMS Collaboration, Search for physics beyond the standard model in events with two leptons of

same sign, missing transverse momentum, and jets in proton–proton collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV,

Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 578, arXiv: 1704.07323 [hep-ex].
[45] CMS Collaboration, Search for physics beyond the standard model in events with jets and two

same-sign or at least three charged leptons in proton–proton collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV,

Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 752, arXiv: 2001.10086 [hep-ex].
[46] CMS Collaboration, Search for electroweak production of charginos and neutralinos in

proton–proton collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV, JHEP 04 (2021) 147, arXiv: 2106.14246 [hep-ex].

[47] CMS Collaboration, Search for resonant production of second-generation sleptons with same-sign
dimuon events in proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 305,

arXiv: 1811.09760 [hep-ex].
[48] CMS Collaboration, Search for anomalous production of events with three or more leptons in 𝑝𝑝

collisions at
√
𝑠 = 8TeV, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 032006, arXiv: 1404.5801 [hep-ex].

[49] ATLAS Collaboration,
Search for direct production of charginos and neutralinos in events with three leptons and missing
transverse momentum in

√
𝑠 = 8TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 04 (2014) 169,

arXiv: 1402.7029 [hep-ex].
[50] CMS Collaboration, Search for Top Squarks in 𝑅-Parity-Violating Supersymmetry Using Three or

More Leptons and 𝑏-Tagged Jets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 221801,
arXiv: 1306.6643 [hep-ex].

[51] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for electroweak production of supersymmetric particles in final
states with two or three leptons at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 995, arXiv: 1803.02762 [hep-ex].
[52] CMS Collaboration, Search for new phenomena with multiple charged leptons in proton—proton

collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 635, arXiv: 1701.06940 [hep-ex].

37

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.052005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12606
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2014)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.2500
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3408-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.07110
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4095-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.09058
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)084
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03731
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)121
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.012006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.09432
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5079-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.07323
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8168-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.10086
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)147
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.14246
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6800-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.09760
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.032006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.5801
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)169
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.7029
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.221801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6643
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6423-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02762
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-5182-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.06940


[53] CMS Collaboration, Search for supersymmetry in events with at least three electrons or muons,
jets, and missing transverse momentum in proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV,

JHEP 02 (2018) 067, arXiv: 1710.09154 [hep-ex].
[54] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for chargino–neutralino production using recursive jigsaw

reconstruction in final states with two or three charged leptons in proton–proton collisions at√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 092012,
arXiv: 1806.02293 [hep-ex].

[55] ATLAS Collaboration,
Search for chargino–neutralino production with mass splittings near the electroweak scale in
three-lepton final states in

√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 072001, arXiv: 1912.08479 [hep-ex].
[56] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for chargino–neutralino pair production in final states with three

leptons and missing transverse momentum in
√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector,

Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 1118, arXiv: 2106.01676 [hep-ex].
[57] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for trilepton resonances from chargino and neutralino pair

production in
√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 103 (2020) 112003, arXiv: 2011.10543 [hep-ex].
[58] ATLAS Collaboration,

Search for charginos and neutralinos in final states with two boosted hadronically decaying bosons
and missing transverse momentum in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 112010, arXiv: 2108.07586 [hep-ex].
[59] ATLAS Collaboration,

Search for direct production of electroweakinos in final states with missing transverse momentum
and a Higgs boson decaying into photons in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector,

JHEP 10 (2020) 005, arXiv: 2004.10894 [hep-ex].
[60] CMS Collaboration, Search for electroweak production of charginos and neutralinos in

multilepton final states in proton–proton collisions at
√
𝑠 = 13TeV, JHEP 03 (2018) 166,

arXiv: 1709.05406 [hep-ex].

[61] ATLAS Collaboration, Searches for new phenomena in events with two leptons, jets, and missing
transverse momentum in 139 fb−1 of

√
𝑠 = 13TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the ATLAS detector, (2022),

arXiv: 2204.13072 [hep-ex].

[62] V. A. Mitsou, R-parity violating supersymmetry and neutrino physics: experimental signatures,
PoS PLANCK2015 (2015) 085, ed. by I. Antoniadis, G. K. Leontaris and K. Tamvakis,
arXiv: 1510.02660 [hep-ph].

[63] A. H. Chamseddine, R. L. Arnowitt and P. Nath, Locally Supersymmetric Grand Unification,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 (1982) 970.

[64] R. Barbieri, S. Ferrara and C. A. Savoy,
Gauge Models with Spontaneously Broken Local Supersymmetry, Phys. Lett. B 119 (1982) 343.

[65] G. L. Kane, C. F. Kolda, L. Roszkowski and J. D. Wells,
Study of constrained minimal supersymmetry, Phys. Rev. D 49 (1994) 6173,
arXiv: hep-ph/9312272.

38

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09154
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.092012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.02293
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.072001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08479
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09749-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.01676
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.10543
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.112010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.07586
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.10894
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.05406
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13072
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.258.0085
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.02660
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.970
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90685-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.6173
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9312272


[66] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for supersymmetry in final states with jets, missing transverse
momentum and one isolated lepton in

√
𝑠 = 7TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions using 1 fb−1 of ATLAS data,

Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 012006, arXiv: 1109.6606 [hep-ex].
[67] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for squarks and gluinos in events with isolated leptons, jets and

missing transverse momentum at
√
𝑠 = 8TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 04 (2015) 116,

arXiv: 1501.03555 [hep-ex].
[68] ATLAS Collaboration,

Search for supersymmetry in events with large missing transverse momentum, jets, and at least one
tau lepton in 20 fb−1 of

√
𝑠 = 8TeV proton–proton collision data with the ATLAS detector,

JHEP 09 (2014) 103, arXiv: 1407.0603 [hep-ex].
[69] ATLAS Collaboration, Summary of the searches for squarks and gluinos using

√
𝑠 = 8TeV 𝑝𝑝

collisions with the ATLAS experiment at the LHC, JHEP 10 (2015) 054,
arXiv: 1507.05525 [hep-ex].

[70] ATLAS Collaboration, Constraints on promptly decaying supersymmetric particles with
lepton-number- and 𝑅-parity-violating interactions using Run-1 ATLAS data,
ATLAS-CONF-2015-018, 2015, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2017303.

[71] A. Djouadi et al., The Minimal supersymmetric standard model: Group summary report, 1998,
arXiv: hep-ph/9901246.

[72] C. F. Berger, J. S. Gainer, J. L. Hewett and T. G. Rizzo, Supersymmetry Without Prejudice,
JHEP 02 (2009) 023, arXiv: 0812.0980 [hep-ph].

[73] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for massive supersymmetric particles decaying to many jets using
the ATLAS detector in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 8TeV, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 112016,

arXiv: 1502.05686 [hep-ex], Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 039901.
[74] ATLAS Collaboration, A search for top squarks with 𝑅-parity-violating decays to all-hadronic

final states with the ATLAS detector in
√
𝑠 = 8TeV proton–proton collisions, JHEP 06 (2016) 067,

arXiv: 1601.07453 [hep-ex].
[75] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for new phenomena in a lepton plus high jet multiplicity final state

with the ATLAS experiment using
√
𝑠 = 13TeV proton–proton collision data, JHEP 09 (2017) 088,

arXiv: 1704.08493 [hep-ex].
[76] ATLAS Collaboration, A search for pair-produced resonances in four-jet final states at√

𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 250,
arXiv: 1710.07171 [hep-ex].

[77] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for R-parity-violating supersymmetric particles in multi-jet final
states produced in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV using the ATLAS detector at the LHC,

Phys. Lett. B 785 (2018) 136, arXiv: 1804.03568 [hep-ex].
[78] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for phenomena beyond the Standard Model in events with large

𝑏-jet multiplicity using the ATLAS detector at the LHC, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 11,
arXiv: 2010.01015 [hep-ex].

[79] CMS Collaboration,
Search for anomalous production of multilepton events in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 7TeV,

JHEP 06 (2012) 169, arXiv: 1204.5341 [hep-ex].
[80] CMS Collaboration, Searches for R-parity-violating supersymmetry in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 8TeV

in final states with 0–4 leptons, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 112009, arXiv: 1606.08076 [hep-ex].

39

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.012006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.6606
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)116
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.03555
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)103
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.0603
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.05525
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2017303
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9901246
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/02/023
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.0980
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.112016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.05686
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.039901
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2016)067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.07453
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2017)088
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08493
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5693-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.07171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.03568
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08730-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.01015
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2012)169
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5341
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.112009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.08076


[81] CMS Collaboration, Search for R-parity violating supersymmetry with displaced vertices in
proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 8TeV, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 012009,

arXiv: 1610.05133 [hep-ex].
[82] CMS Collaboration, Search for 𝑅-parity violating supersymmetry in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV

using 𝑏 jets in a final state with a single lepton, many jets, and high sum of large-radius jet masses,
Phys. Lett. B 783 (2018) 114, arXiv: 1712.08920 [hep-ex].

[83] CMS Collaboration, Search for top squarks in final states with two top quarks and several
light-flavor jets in proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 032006,

arXiv: 2102.06976 [hep-ex].
[84] ATLAS Collaboration, Search for R-parity-violating supersymmetry in a final state containing

leptons and many jets with the ATLAS experiment using
√
𝑠 = 13TeV proton–proton collision data,

Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 1023, arXiv: 2106.09609 [hep-ex].
[85] ATLAS Collaboration, Reinterpretation of searches for supersymmetry in models with variable

𝑅-parity-violating coupling strength and long-lived 𝑅-hadrons, ATLAS-CONF-2018-003, 2018,
url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2308391.

[86] J. Alwall, M.-P. Le, M. Lisanti and J. G. Wacker,
Searching for directly decaying gluinos at the Tevatron, Phys. Lett. B 666 (2008) 34,
arXiv: 0803.0019 [hep-ph].

[87] J. Alwall, P. Schuster and N. Toro,
Simplified models for a first characterization of new physics at the LHC,
Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 075020, arXiv: 0810.3921 [hep-ph].

[88] D. Alves et al., Simplified models for LHC new physics searches, J. Phys. G 39 (2012) 105005,
arXiv: 1105.2838 [hep-ph].

[89] W. Porod, M. Hirsch, J. Romao and J. W. F. Valle,
Testing neutrino mixing at future collider experiments, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 115004,
arXiv: hep-ph/0011248.

[90] S. Roy and B. Mukhopadhyaya,
Some implications of a supersymmetric model with R-parity breaking bilinear interactions,
Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 7020, arXiv: hep-ph/9612447.

[91] J. C. Romao, M. A. Diaz, M. Hirsch, W. Porod and J. W. F. Valle,
Supersymmetric solution to the solar and atmospheric neutrino problems,
Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 071703, arXiv: hep-ph/9907499.

[92] M. Hirsch, M. A. Diaz, W. Porod, J. C. Romao and J. W. F. Valle,
Neutrino masses and mixings from supersymmetry with bilinear R parity violation: A theory for
solar and atmospheric neutrino oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 113008,
arXiv: hep-ph/0004115, Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 119901.

[93] M. A. Diaz, M. Hirsch, W. Porod, J. C. Romao and J. W. F. Valle, Solar neutrino masses and
mixing from bilinear R parity broken supersymmetry: Analytical versus numerical results,
Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 013009, arXiv: hep-ph/0302021,
Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 059904.

[94] S. Biswas, E. J. Chun and P. Sharma,
Di-Higgs signatures from R-parity violating supersymmetry as the origin of neutrino mass,
JHEP 12 (2016) 062, arXiv: 1604.02821 [hep-ph].

40

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.012009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.05133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.08920
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.032006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.06976
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09761-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.09609
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2308391
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.06.065
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.0019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.075020
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.3921
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/39/10/105005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.2838
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.115004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011248
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7020
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9612447
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.071703
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9907499
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.113008
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0004115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.119901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.059904
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.059904
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)062
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.02821


[95] F. Thomas and W. Porod, Determining R-parity violating parameters from neutrino and LHC data,
JHEP 10 (2011) 089, arXiv: 1106.4658 [hep-ph].

[96] R. Barbier et al., R-Parity-violating supersymmetry, Phys. Rept. 420 (2005) 1,
arXiv: hep-ph/0406039.

[97] C. Csaki, Y. Grossman and B. Heidenreich, MFV SUSY: A Natural Theory for R-Parity Violation,
Phys. Rev. D 85 (2012) 095009, arXiv: 1111.1239 [hep-ph].

[98] H. Georgi and S. L. Glashow, Unity of All Elementary-Particle Forces,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 32 (1974) 438.

[99] J. D. Bekenstein, Nonexistence of baryon number for static black holes,
Phys. Rev. D 5 (1972) 1239.

[100] A. D. Sakharov, Violation of CP Invariance, C asymmetry, and baryon asymmetry of the universe,
Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 5 (1967) 32.

[101] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS Insertable B-Layer: Technical Design Report,
ATLAS-TDR-19; CERN-LHCC-2010-013, 2010,
url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1291633, Addendum: ATLAS-TDR-19-ADD-1;
CERN-LHCC-2012-009, 2012, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1451888.

[102] B. Abbott et al., Production and integration of the ATLAS Insertable B-Layer,
JINST 13 (2018) T05008, arXiv: 1803.00844 [physics.ins-det].

[103] ATLAS Collaboration, The ATLAS Collaboration Software and Firmware,
ATL-SOFT-PUB-2021-001, 2021, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2767187.

[104] ATLAS Collaboration,
ATLAS data quality operations and performance for 2015–2018 data-taking,
JINST 15 (2020) P04003, arXiv: 1911.04632 [physics.ins-det].

[105] ATLAS Collaboration,
Luminosity determination in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV using the ATLAS detector at the LHC,

ATLAS-CONF-2019-021, 2019, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2677054.

[106] G. Avoni et al., The new LUCID-2 detector for luminosity measurement and monitoring in ATLAS,
JINST 13 (2018) P07017.

[107] ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of electron and photon triggers in ATLAS during LHC Run 2,
Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 47, arXiv: 1909.00761 [hep-ex].

[108] ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of the ATLAS muon triggers in Run 2,
JINST 15 (2020) P09015, arXiv: 2004.13447 [hep-ex].

[109] ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of the missing transverse momentum triggers for the ATLAS
detector during Run-2 data taking, JHEP 08 (2020) 080, arXiv: 2005.09554 [hep-ex].

[110] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna and P. Skands, A brief introduction to PYTHIA 8.1,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 178 (2008) 852, arXiv: 0710.3820 [hep-ph].

[111] T. Sjöstrand et al., An introduction to PYTHIA 8.2, Comput. Phys. Commun. 191 (2015) 159,
arXiv: 1410.3012 [hep-ph].

[112] R. D. Ball et al., Parton distributions with LHC data, Nucl. Phys. B 867 (2013) 244,
arXiv: 1207.1303 [hep-ph].

41

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2011)089
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.4658
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2005.08.006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.095009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1239
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.438
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.5.1239
https://doi.org/10.1070/PU1991v034n05ABEH002497
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1291633
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1451888
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/05/T05008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.00844
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2767187
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/04/P04003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.04632
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2677054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/13/07/P07017
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7500-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.00761
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/15/09/p09015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.13447
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.09554
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2008.01.036
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3820
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.01.024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2012.10.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.1303


[113] ATLAS Collaboration, The Pythia 8 A3 tune description of ATLAS minimum bias and inelastic
measurements incorporating the Donnachie–Landshoff diffractive model,
ATL-PHYS-PUB-2016-017, 2016, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2206965.

[114] D. J. Lange, The EvtGen particle decay simulation package,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 462 (2001) 152.

[115] ATLAS Collaboration, The ATLAS Simulation Infrastructure, Eur. Phys. J. C 70 (2010) 823,
arXiv: 1005.4568 [physics.ins-det].

[116] GEANT4 Collaboration, S. Agostinelli et al., Geant4 – a simulation toolkit,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 506 (2003) 250.

[117] ATLAS Collaboration,
The simulation principle and performance of the ATLAS fast calorimeter simulation FastCaloSim,
ATL-PHYS-PUB-2010-013, 2010, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1300517.

[118] R. Frederix and S. Frixione, Merging meets matching in MC@NLO, JHEP 12 (2012) 061,
arXiv: 1209.6215 [hep-ph].

[119] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS Pythia 8 tunes to 7 TeV data, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2014-021, 2014,
url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1966419.

[120] S. Mrenna and P. Skands, Automated parton-shower variations in PYTHIA 8,
Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 074005, arXiv: 1605.08352 [hep-ph].

[121] L. Lönnblad, Correcting the Colour-Dipole Cascade Model with Fixed Order Matrix Elements,
JHEP 05 (2002) 046, arXiv: hep-ph/0112284.

[122] L. Lönnblad and S. Prestel, Matching tree-level matrix elements with interleaved showers,
JHEP 03 (2012) 019, arXiv: 1109.4829 [hep-ph].

[123] W. Porod, SPheno, a program for calculating supersymmetric spectra, SUSY particle decays and
SUSY particle production at e+ e- colliders, Comput. Phys. Commun. 153 (2003) 275,
arXiv: hep-ph/0301101.

[124] W. Porod and F. Staub,
SPheno 3.1: Extensions including flavour, CP-phases and models beyond the MSSM,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 183 (2012) 2458, arXiv: 1104.1573 [hep-ph].

[125] F. Staub, Exploring New Models in All Detail with SARAH,
Adv. High Energy Phys. 2015 (2015) 840780, arXiv: 1503.04200 [hep-ph].

[126] A. Vicente, Computer tools in particle physics, (2015), arXiv: 1507.06349 [hep-ph].
[127] W. Beenakker et al., Production of Charginos, Neutralinos, and Sleptons at Hadron Colliders,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 3780, arXiv: hep-ph/9906298,
Erratum: Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 (2008) 029901.

[128] J. Debove, B. Fuks and M. Klasen,
Threshold resummation for gaugino pair production at hadron colliders,
Nucl. Phys. B 842 (2011) 51, arXiv: 1005.2909 [hep-ph].

[129] B. Fuks, M. Klasen, D. R. Lamprea and M. Rothering,
Gaugino production in proton-proton collisions at a center-of-mass energy of 8TeV,
JHEP 10 (2012) 081, arXiv: 1207.2159 [hep-ph].

42

https://cds.cern.ch/record/2206965
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(01)00089-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-010-1429-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.4568
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)01368-8
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1300517
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2012)061
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.6215
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1966419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.074005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.08352
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/05/046
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0112284
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2012)019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.4829
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(03)00222-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0301101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.05.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.1573
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/840780
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.04200
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06349
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.3780
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.029901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.08.016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.2909
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.2159


[130] B. Fuks, M. Klasen, D. R. Lamprea and M. Rothering,
Precision predictions for electroweak superpartner production at hadron colliders with resummino,
Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2480, arXiv: 1304.0790 [hep-ph].

[131] J. Fiaschi and M. Klasen, Neutralino-chargino pair production at NLO+NLL with
resummation-improved parton density functions for LHC Run II, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 055014,
arXiv: 1805.11322 [hep-ph].

[132] C. Borschensky et al.,
Squark and gluino production cross sections in pp collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13, 14, 33 and 100TeV,

Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 3174, arXiv: 1407.5066 [hep-ph].
[133] J. Butterworth et al., PDF4LHC recommendations for LHC Run II, J. Phys. G 43 (2016) 023001,

arXiv: 1510.03865 [hep-ph].

[134] E. Bothmann et al., Event generation with Sherpa 2.2, SciPost Phys. 7 (2019) 034,
arXiv: 1905.09127 [hep-ph].

[135] T. Gleisberg and S. Höche, Comix, a new matrix element generator, JHEP 12 (2008) 039,
arXiv: 0808.3674 [hep-ph].

[136] S. Schumann and F. Krauss,
A parton shower algorithm based on Catani–Seymour dipole factorisation, JHEP 03 (2008) 038,
arXiv: 0709.1027 [hep-ph].

[137] S. Höche, F. Krauss, M. Schönherr and F. Siegert,
A critical appraisal of NLO+PS matching methods, JHEP 09 (2012) 049,
arXiv: 1111.1220 [hep-ph].

[138] S. Höche, F. Krauss, M. Schönherr and F. Siegert,
QCD matrix elements + parton showers. The NLO case, JHEP 04 (2013) 027,
arXiv: 1207.5030 [hep-ph].

[139] S. Catani, F. Krauss, B. R. Webber and R. Kuhn, QCD Matrix Elements + Parton Showers,
JHEP 11 (2001) 063, arXiv: hep-ph/0109231.

[140] S. Höche, F. Krauss, S. Schumann and F. Siegert, QCD matrix elements and truncated showers,
JHEP 05 (2009) 053, arXiv: 0903.1219 [hep-ph].

[141] F. Buccioni et al., OpenLoops 2, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 866, arXiv: 1907.13071 [hep-ph].
[142] F. Cascioli, P. Maierhöfer and S. Pozzorini, Scattering Amplitudes with Open Loops,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 111601, arXiv: 1111.5206 [hep-ph].
[143] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and L. Hofer,

Collier: A fortran-based complex one-loop library in extended regularizations,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 212 (2017) 220, arXiv: 1604.06792 [hep-ph].

[144] R. D. Ball et al., Parton distributions for the LHC run II, JHEP 04 (2015) 040,
arXiv: 1410.8849 [hep-ph].

[145] S. Frixione, G. Ridolfi and P. Nason,
A positive-weight next-to-leading-order Monte Carlo for heavy flavour hadroproduction,
JHEP 09 (2007) 126, arXiv: 0707.3088 [hep-ph].

[146] P. Nason, A new method for combining NLO QCD with shower Monte Carlo algorithms,
JHEP 11 (2004) 040, arXiv: hep-ph/0409146.

43

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2480-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0790
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.055014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.11322
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3174-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.5066
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/43/2/023001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03865
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.3.034
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.09127
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/12/039
https://arxiv.org/abs/0808.3674
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1027
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)049
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1220
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/11/063
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0109231
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/05/053
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.1219
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7306-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.13071
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.111601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.5206
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2016.10.013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.06792
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.8849
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/09/126
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.3088
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/11/040
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0409146


[147] S. Frixione, P. Nason and C. Oleari,
Matching NLO QCD computations with parton shower simulations: the POWHEG method,
JHEP 11 (2007) 070, arXiv: 0709.2092 [hep-ph].

[148] S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari and E. Re, A general framework for implementing NLO calculations
in shower Monte Carlo programs: the POWHEG BOX, JHEP 06 (2010) 043,
arXiv: 1002.2581 [hep-ph].

[149] H. B. Hartanto, B. Jäger, L. Reina and D. Wackeroth,
Higgs boson production in association with top quarks in the POWHEG BOX,
Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 094003, arXiv: 1501.04498 [hep-ph].

[150] R. Frederix, D. Pagani and M. Zaro, Large NLO corrections in 𝑡𝑡𝑊± and 𝑡𝑡𝑡𝑡 hadroproduction
from supposedly subleading EW contributions, JHEP 02 (2018) 031,
arXiv: 1711.02116 [hep-ph].

[151] S. Frixione, E. Laenen, P. Motylinski and B. R. Webber, Angular correlations of lepton pairs from
vector boson and top quark decays in Monte Carlo simulations, JHEP 04 (2007) 081,
arXiv: hep-ph/0702198.

[152] P. Artoisenet, R. Frederix, O. Mattelaer and R. Rietkerk,
Automatic spin-entangled decays of heavy resonances in Monte Carlo simulations,
JHEP 03 (2013) 015, arXiv: 1212.3460 [hep-ph].

[153] P. Nason and C. Oleari,
NLO Higgs boson production via vector-boson fusion matched with shower in POWHEG,
JHEP 02 (2010) 037, arXiv: 0911.5299 [hep-ph].

[154] ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the 𝑍/𝛾∗ boson transverse momentum distribution in 𝑝𝑝
collisions at

√
𝑠 = 7TeV with the ATLAS detector, JHEP 09 (2014) 145,

arXiv: 1406.3660 [hep-ex].

[155] M. L. Ciccolini, S. Dittmaier and M. Krämer,
Electroweak radiative corrections to associated𝑊𝐻 and 𝑍𝐻 production at hadron colliders,
Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 073003, arXiv: hep-ph/0306234 [hep-ph].

[156] O. Brein, A. Djouadi and R. Harlander,
NNLO QCD corrections to the Higgs-strahlung processes at hadron colliders,
Phys. Lett. B 579 (2004) 149, arXiv: hep-ph/0307206.

[157] O. Brein, R. V. Harlander, M. Wiesemann and T. Zirke,
Top-quark mediated effects in hadronic Higgs-Strahlung, Eur. Phys. J. C 72 (2012) 1868,
arXiv: 1111.0761 [hep-ph].

[158] L. Altenkamp, S. Dittmaier, R. V. Harlander, H. Rzehak and T. J. E. Zirke,
Gluon-induced Higgs-strahlung at next-to-leading order QCD, JHEP 02 (2013) 078,
arXiv: 1211.5015 [hep-ph].

[159] A. Denner, S. Dittmaier, S. Kallweit and A. Mück, HAWK 2.0: A Monte Carlo program for Higgs
production in vector-boson fusion and Higgs strahlung at hadron colliders,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 195 (2015) 161, arXiv: 1412.5390 [hep-ph].

[160] O. Brein, R. V. Harlander and T. J. E. Zirke, vh@nnlo – Higgs Strahlung at hadron colliders,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 184 (2013) 998, arXiv: 1210.5347 [hep-ph].

44

https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/11/070
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2092
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.2581
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.094003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04498
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02116
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/04/081
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0702198
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2013)015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.3460
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2010)037
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.5299
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.3660
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.073003
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0306234
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.10.112
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0307206
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-012-1868-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.0761
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)078
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.5015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.04.021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5390
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.11.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.5347


[161] R. V. Harlander, A. Kulesza, V. Theeuwes and T. Zirke,
Soft gluon resummation for gluon-induced Higgs Strahlung, JHEP 11 (2014) 082,
arXiv: 1410.0217 [hep-ph].

[162] M. Ciccolini, A. Denner and S. Dittmaier, Strong and Electroweak Corrections to the Production
of a Higgs Boson + 2 Jets via Weak Interactions at the Large Hadron Collider,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 161803, arXiv: 0707.0381 [hep-ph].

[163] M. Ciccolini, A. Denner and S. Dittmaier,
Electroweak and QCD corrections to Higgs production via vector-boson fusion at the CERN LHC,
Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 013002, arXiv: 0710.4749 [hep-ph].

[164] P. Bolzoni, F. Maltoni, S.-O. Moch and M. Zaro,
Higgs Boson Production via Vector-Boson Fusion at Next-to-Next-to-Leading Order in QCD,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 011801, arXiv: 1003.4451 [hep-ph].

[165] A. Djouadi, J. Kalinowski and M. Spira, HDECAY: A program for Higgs boson decays in the
Standard Model and its supersymmetric extension, Comput. Phys. Commun. 108 (1998) 56,
arXiv: hep-ph/9704448.

[166] M. Spira, QCD Effects in Higgs Physics, Fortsch. Phys. 46 (1998) 203, arXiv: hep-ph/9705337.
[167] A. Djouadi, M. M. Mühlleitner and M. Spira,

Decays of Supersymmetric particles: The Program SUSY-HIT (SUspect-SdecaY-Hdecay-InTerface),
Acta Phys. Polon. B 38 (2007) 635, arXiv: hep-ph/0609292.

[168] A. Bredenstein, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and M. M. Weber, Radiative corrections to the
semileptonic and hadronic Higgs-boson decays 𝐻 → 𝑊𝑊/𝑍𝑍 → 4 fermions,
JHEP 02 (2007) 080, arXiv: hep-ph/0611234.

[169] A. Bredenstein, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and M. M. Weber,
Precise predictions for the Higgs-boson decay 𝐻 → 𝑊𝑊/𝑍𝑍 → 4 leptons,
Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 013004, arXiv: hep-ph/0604011 [hep-ph].

[170] A. Bredenstein, A. Denner, S. Dittmaier and M. M. Weber,
Precision calculations for the Higgs decays 𝐻 → 𝑍𝑍/𝑊𝑊 → 4 leptons,
Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 160 (2006) 131, arXiv: hep-ph/0607060 [hep-ph].

[171] C. Anastasiou, L. Dixon, K. Melnikov and F. Petriello, High-precision QCD at hadron colliders:
Electroweak gauge boson rapidity distributions at next-to-next-to leading order,
Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 094008, arXiv: hep-ph/0312266.

[172] A. Buckley et al., A comparative study of Higgs boson production from vector-boson fusion,
JHEP 11 (2021) 108, arXiv: 2105.11399 [hep-ph].

[173] ATLAS Collaboration, Studies on top-quark Monte Carlo modelling for Top2016,
ATL-PHYS-PUB-2016-020, 2016, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2216168.

[174] S. Alioli, P. Nason, C. Oleari and E. Re,
NLO single-top production matched with shower in POWHEG: 𝑠- and 𝑡-channel contributions,
JHEP 09 (2009) 111, arXiv: 0907.4076 [hep-ph], Erratum: JHEP 02 (2010) 011.

[175] R. Frederix, E. Re and P. Torrielli,
Single-top 𝑡-channel hadroproduction in the four-flavour scheme with POWHEG and aMC@NLO,
JHEP 09 (2012) 130, arXiv: 1207.5391 [hep-ph].

45

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)082
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.0217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.161803
https://arxiv.org/abs/0707.0381
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.013002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.011801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.4451
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(97)00123-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9704448
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-3978(199804)46:3<203::AID-PROP203>3.0.CO;2-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9705337
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0609292
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/080
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0611234
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.013004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0604011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2006.09.104
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.094008
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312266
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.11399
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2216168
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/09/111
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.4076
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2010)011
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)130
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5391


[176] S. Frixione, E. Laenen, P. Motylinski, C. White and B. R. Webber,
Single-top hadroproduction in association with a𝑊 boson, JHEP 07 (2008) 029,
arXiv: 0805.3067 [hep-ph].

[177] ATLAS Collaboration, Electron and photon performance measurements with the ATLAS detector
using the 2015–2017 LHC proton–proton collision data, JINST 14 (2019) P12006,
arXiv: 1908.00005 [hep-ex].

[178] ATLAS Collaboration, Muon reconstruction performance of the ATLAS detector in proton–proton
collision data at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 292, arXiv: 1603.05598 [hep-ex].

[179] ATLAS Collaboration,Muon reconstruction and identification efficiency in ATLAS using the full
Run 2 𝑝𝑝 collision data set at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) 578,

arXiv: 2012.00578 [hep-ex].

[180] M. Cacciari, G. P. Salam and G. Soyez, The anti-𝑘𝑡 jet clustering algorithm, JHEP 04 (2008) 063,
arXiv: 0802.1189 [hep-ph].

[181] ATLAS Collaboration, Jet energy scale measurements and their systematic uncertainties in
proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 072002,

arXiv: 1703.09665 [hep-ex].

[182] ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of pile-up mitigation techniques for jets in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at√
𝑠 = 8TeV using the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 581,
arXiv: 1510.03823 [hep-ex].

[183] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS 𝑏-jet identification performance and efficiency measurement with 𝑡𝑡
events in 𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 970,

arXiv: 1907.05120 [hep-ex].

[184] ATLAS Collaboration, Optimisation and performance studies of the ATLAS 𝑏-tagging algorithms
for the 2017-18 LHC run, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2017-013, 2017,
url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2273281.

[185] ATLAS Collaboration, Performance of missing transverse momentum reconstruction with the
ATLAS detector using proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 903,

arXiv: 1802.08168 [hep-ex].

[186] ATLAS Collaboration,
𝐸missT performance in the ATLAS detector using 2015–2016 LHC 𝑝𝑝 collisions,
ATLAS-CONF-2018-023, 2018, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2625233.

[187] ATLAS Collaboration,
Selection of jets produced in 13 TeV proton–proton collisions with the ATLAS detector,
ATLAS-CONF-2015-029, 2015, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2037702.

[188] C. G. Lester and D. J. Summers,
Measuring masses of semiinvisibly decaying particles pair produced at hadron colliders,
Phys. Lett. B 463 (1999) 99, arXiv: hep-ph/9906349.

[189] A. Barr, C. Lester and P. Stephens, m(T2): The Truth behind the glamour,
J. Phys. G 29 (2003) 2343, arXiv: hep-ph/0304226.

[190] ATLAS Collaboration,
Object-based missing transverse momentum significance in the ATLAS Detector,
ATLAS-CONF-2018-038, 2018, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2630948.

46

https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/029
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.3067
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/14/12/P12006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.00005
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4120-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05598
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09233-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00578
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/063
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.072002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09665
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4395-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03823
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7450-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05120
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2273281
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6288-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.08168
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2625233
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2037702
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(99)00945-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9906349
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/29/10/304
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0304226
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2630948


[191] ATLAS Collaboration,
Search for doubly and singly charged Higgs bosons decaying into vector bosons in multi-lepton
final states with the ATLAS detector using proton–proton collisions at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV,

JHEP 06 (2021) 146, arXiv: 2101.11961 [hep-ex].
[192] G. Cowan, K. Cranmer, E. Gross and O. Vitells,

Asymptotic formulae for likelihood-based tests of new physics, Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1554,
arXiv: 1007.1727 [physics.data-an], Erratum: Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2501.

[193] M. Baak et al., HistFitter software framework for statistical data analysis,
Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 153, arXiv: 1410.1280 [hep-ex].

[194] R. D. Cousins, J. T. Linnemann and J. Tucker,
Evaluation of three methods for calculating statistical significance when incorporating a
systematic uncertainty into a test of the background-only hypothesis for a Poisson process,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 595 (2008) 480, arXiv: physics/0702156 [physics.data-an].

[195] ATLAS Collaboration,Measurement of the𝑊𝑊 cross section in
√
𝑠 = 7TeV 𝑝𝑝 collisions with the

ATLAS detector and limits on anomalous gauge couplings, Phys. Lett. B 712 (2012) 289,
arXiv: 1203.6232 [hep-ex].

[196] ATLAS Collaboration, Prospects for Higgs boson searches using the 𝐻 → 𝑊𝑊 (∗) → ℓaℓa decay
mode with the ATLAS detector at 10 TeV, ATL-PHYS-PUB-2010-005, 2010,
url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/1270568.

[197] ATLAS Collaboration,Measurement of the top quark-pair production cross section with ATLAS in
𝑝𝑝 collisions at

√
𝑠 = 7TeV, Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1577, arXiv: 1012.1792 [hep-ex].

[198] ATLAS Collaboration, Forward jet vertex tagging using the particle flow algorithm,
ATL-PHYS-PUB-2019-026, 2019, url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2683100.

[199] ATLAS Collaboration, Jet energy scale and resolution measured in proton–proton collisions at√
𝑠 = 13TeV with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2020) 689,
arXiv: 2007.02645 [hep-ex].

[200] ATLAS Collaboration, Measurement of the 𝑐-jet mistagging efficiency in 𝑡𝑡 events using 𝑝𝑝
collision data at

√
𝑠 = 13TeV collected with the ATLAS detector, Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2021) 95,

arXiv: 2109.10627 [hep-ex].

[201] ATLAS Collaboration, Calibration of light-flavour 𝑏-jet mistagging rates using ATLAS
proton–proton collision data at

√
𝑠 = 13 TeV, ATLAS-CONF-2018-006, 2018,

url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2314418.

[202] T. Junk, Confidence level computation for combining searches with small statistics,
Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 434 (1999) 435, arXiv: hep-ex/9902006.

[203] A. L. Read, Presentation of search results: the 𝐶𝐿𝑆 technique, J. Phys. G 28 (2002) 2693.
[204] ATLAS Collaboration, ATLAS Computing Acknowledgements, ATL-SOFT-PUB-2021-003, 2021,

url: https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776662.

47

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2021)146
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11961
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1554-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1727
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-013-2501-z
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3327-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.1280
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2008.07.086
https://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0702156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.05.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.6232
https://cds.cern.ch/record/1270568
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1577-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.1792
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2683100
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09402-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.02645
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09843-w
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10627
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2314418
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(99)00498-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9902006
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/28/10/313
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2776662


The ATLAS Collaboration

G. Aad 102, B. Abbott 120, D.C. Abbott 103, K. Abeling 55, S.H. Abidi 29, A. Aboulhorma 35e,
H. Abramowicz 151, H. Abreu 150, Y. Abulaiti 117, A.C. Abusleme Hoffman 137a,
B.S. Acharya 69a,69b,o, C. Adam Bourdarios 4, L. Adamczyk 85a, L. Adamek 155,
S.V. Addepalli 26, J. Adelman 115, A. Adiguzel 21c, S. Adorni 56, T. Adye 134, A.A. Affolder 136,
Y. Afik 36, M.N. Agaras 13, J. Agarwala 73a,73b, A. Aggarwal 100, C. Agheorghiesei 27c,
J.A. Aguilar-Saavedra 130f, A. Ahmad 36, F. Ahmadov 38,y, W.S. Ahmed 104, S. Ahuja 95,
X. Ai 48, G. Aielli 76a,76b, M. Ait Tamlihat 35e, B. Aitbenchikh 35a, I. Aizenberg 169,
M. Akbiyik 100, T.P.A. Åkesson 98, A.V. Akimov 37, K. Al Khoury 41, G.L. Alberghi 23b,
J. Albert 165, P. Albicocco 53, S. Alderweireldt 52, M. Aleksa 36, I.N. Aleksandrov 38,
C. Alexa 27b, T. Alexopoulos 10, A. Alfonsi 114, F. Alfonsi 23b, M. Alhroob 120, B. Ali 132,
S. Ali 148, M. Aliev 37, G. Alimonti 71a, W. Alkakhi 55, C. Allaire 66, B.M.M. Allbrooke 146,
C.A. Allendes Flores 137f, P.P. Allport 20, A. Aloisio 72a,72b, F. Alonso 90, C. Alpigiani 138,
M. Alvarez Estevez 99, A. Alvarez Fernandez 100, M.G. Alviggi 72a,72b, M. Aly 101,
Y. Amaral Coutinho 82b, A. Ambler 104, C. Amelung36, M. Amerl 1, C.G. Ames 109,
D. Amidei 106, S.P. Amor Dos Santos 130a, K.R. Amos 163, V. Ananiev 125, C. Anastopoulos 139,
T. Andeen 11, J.K. Anders 36, S.Y. Andrean 47a,47b, A. Andreazza 71a,71b, S. Angelidakis 9,
A. Angerami 41,aa, A.V. Anisenkov 37, A. Annovi 74a, C. Antel 56, M.T. Anthony 139,
E. Antipov 121, M. Antonelli 53, D.J.A. Antrim 17a, F. Anulli 75a, M. Aoki 83, T. Aoki 153,
J.A. Aparisi Pozo 163, M.A. Aparo 146, L. Aperio Bella 48, C. Appelt 18, N. Aranzabal 36,
V. Araujo Ferraz 82a, C. Arcangeletti 53, A.T.H. Arce 51, E. Arena 92, J-F. Arguin 108,
S. Argyropoulos 54, J.-H. Arling 48, A.J. Armbruster 36, O. Arnaez 155, H. Arnold 114,
Z.P. Arrubarrena Tame109, G. Artoni 75a,75b, H. Asada 111, K. Asai 118, S. Asai 153,
N.A. Asbah 61, J. Assahsah 35d, K. Assamagan 29, R. Astalos 28a, R.J. Atkin 33a, M. Atkinson162,
N.B. Atlay 18, H. Atmani62b, P.A. Atmasiddha 106, K. Augsten 132, S. Auricchio 72a,72b,
A.D. Auriol 20, V.A. Austrup 171, G. Avner 150, G. Avolio 36, K. Axiotis 56, G. Azuelos 108,ac,
D. Babal 28a, H. Bachacou 135, K. Bachas 152,q, A. Bachiu 34, F. Backman 47a,47b, A. Badea 61,
P. Bagnaia 75a,75b, M. Bahmani 18, A.J. Bailey 163, V.R. Bailey 162, J.T. Baines 134,
C. Bakalis 10, O.K. Baker 172, P.J. Bakker 114, E. Bakos 15, D. Bakshi Gupta 8, S. Balaji 147,
R. Balasubramanian 114, E.M. Baldin 37, P. Balek 133, E. Ballabene 71a,71b, F. Balli 135,
L.M. Baltes 63a, W.K. Balunas 32, J. Balz 100, E. Banas 86, M. Bandieramonte 129,
A. Bandyopadhyay 24, S. Bansal 24, L. Barak 151, E.L. Barberio 105, D. Barberis 57b,57a,
M. Barbero 102, G. Barbour96, K.N. Barends 33a, T. Barillari 110, M-S. Barisits 36, T. Barklow 143,
R.M. Barnett 17a, P. Baron 122, D.A. Baron Moreno 101, A. Baroncelli 62a, G. Barone 29,
A.J. Barr 126, L. Barranco Navarro 47a,47b, F. Barreiro 99, J. Barreiro Guimarães da Costa 14a,
U. Barron 151, M.G. Barros Teixeira 130a, S. Barsov 37, F. Bartels 63a, R. Bartoldus 143,
A.E. Barton 91, P. Bartos 28a, A. Basalaev 48, A. Basan 100, M. Baselga 49, I. Bashta 77a,77b,
A. Bassalat 66, M.J. Basso 155, C.R. Basson 101, R.L. Bates 59, S. Batlamous35e, J.R. Batley 32,
B. Batool 141, M. Battaglia 136, D. Battulga 18, M. Bauce 75a,75b, P. Bauer 24, J.B. Beacham 51,
T. Beau 127, P.H. Beauchemin 158, F. Becherer 54, P. Bechtle 24, H.P. Beck 19,p, K. Becker 167,
A.J. Beddall 21d, V.A. Bednyakov 38, C.P. Bee 145, L.J. Beemster15, T.A. Beermann 36,
M. Begalli 82d,82d, M. Begel 29, A. Behera 145, J.K. Behr 48, C. Beirao Da Cruz E Silva 36,
J.F. Beirer 55,36, F. Beisiegel 24, M. Belfkir 159, G. Bella 151, L. Bellagamba 23b, A. Bellerive 34,
P. Bellos 20, K. Beloborodov 37, K. Belotskiy 37, N.L. Belyaev 37, D. Benchekroun 35a,
F. Bendebba 35a, Y. Benhammou 151, D.P. Benjamin 29, M. Benoit 29, J.R. Bensinger 26,

48

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6665-4934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5888-2734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7248-3203
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1002-1652
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8496-9294
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9987-2292
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5329-6640
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1599-2896
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0403-3697
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0762-7204
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8588-9157
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2634-4958
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5859-2075
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1562-3502
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2919-6663
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1041-3496
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6644-0517
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3620-1149
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0627-5059
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9058-7217
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8102-356X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4355-5589
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4754-7455
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1922-2039
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3695-1847
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5475-8920
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8638-0582
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3644-540X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0128-3279
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4368-9285
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3856-2415
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0573-8114
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1322-4666
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8020-1181
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2150-1624
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7342-3130
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4141-5408
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2846-2958
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0547-8199
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2388-987X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0253-2505
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6430-1038
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8224-7036
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1936-9217
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7381-6762
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0922-7669
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8977-279X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7406-4531
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0966-0211
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7569-7111
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8653-5556
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5216-3133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9012-3746
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7128-9046
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9355-4245
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4745-538X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5738-2471
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1509-3217
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7303-2570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3883-6693
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9431-8156
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7641-5814
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8181-6532
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1525-4620
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0026-982X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3043-3715
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1798-7230
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2184-3480
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1155-7982
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2126-4246
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6814-0355
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7566-6067
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1757-5620
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3649-7621
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1587-5830
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4413-871X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1846-0262
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9766-2670
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5161-5759
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8274-6118
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7834-8750
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7201-5936
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4649-4398
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9683-0890
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5270-0143
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6678-7665
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2293-5726
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8084-7786
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2734-130X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7498-0097
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6618-5170
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7401-4331
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4675-7810
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3942-1702
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1205-6784
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9013-2274
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1177-7563
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8648-2896
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7255-0832
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5970-8677
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0229-3858
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7748-1429
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1577-5090
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9007-530X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6096-0893
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3578-2228
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3477-4499
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1420-4955
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3670-6908
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5279-2298
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8381-2255
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3207-9783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4826-2662
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5095-605X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1972-1006
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1094-4825
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7639-9703
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8324-0576
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7599-7712
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3623-1228
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6918-9065
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1616-3587
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2664-3437
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3664-8186
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4241-022X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7657-6004
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2256-4515
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9047-6517
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8599-024X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7489-9184
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5199-9588
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4578-2651
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4173-0926
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3301-2986
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8291-5711
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0770-2702
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9931-7379
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1346-5774
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3479-1125
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1110-4433
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6580-008X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5364-2109
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5840-1788
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9854-975X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0942-1966
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9700-2587
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0844-4207
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7041-7096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7048-4915
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2866-9446
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5325-6040
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2014-9489
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5256-839X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8754-1074
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3436-2726
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3111-0910
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3938-4553
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7824-3358
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9165-9331
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7326-0565
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0253-106X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7709-037X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7210-9887
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5170-0053
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9864-7985
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7090-7474
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5163-5936
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3533-3740
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3380-8167
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3021-0258
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2387-0386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3455-7208
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0914-8178
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2872-7116
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3407-0918
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5317-9794
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9696-9497
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1419-3213
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5623-2853
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8021-8525
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1533-0876
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2961-2735
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0129-1423
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9278-3863
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1693-5946
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6923-5372
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7658-7766
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6544-9376
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9608-543X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6389-5364
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9148-4658
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4568-5360
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3623-3335
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2022-2140
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4889-8748
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0562-4616
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3479-2221
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7212-1096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6691-6498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8451-9672
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4864-8909
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6294-6561
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9805-2893
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4868-6059
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1634-4399
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7739-295X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5501-4640
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1231-3819
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9024-4989
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7659-8948
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9974-1527
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4009-0990
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7098-9393
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6775-0111
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2049-9622
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0945-4087
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4617-8819
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1131-7121
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5196-8327
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5360-5973
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0392-1783
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9338-4581
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8623-1699
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6117-4536


S. Bentvelsen 114, L. Beresford 36, M. Beretta 53, E. Bergeaas Kuutmann 161, N. Berger 4,
B. Bergmann 132, J. Beringer 17a, S. Berlendis 7, G. Bernardi 5, C. Bernius 143,
F.U. Bernlochner 24, T. Berry 95, P. Berta 133, A. Berthold 50, I.A. Bertram 91, S. Bethke 110,
A. Betti 75a,75b, A.J. Bevan 94, M. Bhamjee 33c, S. Bhatta 145, D.S. Bhattacharya 166,
P. Bhattarai 26, V.S. Bhopatkar 121, R. Bi29,af, R.M. Bianchi 129, O. Biebel 109, R. Bielski 123,
M. Biglietti 77a, T.R.V. Billoud 132, M. Bindi 55, A. Bingul 21b, C. Bini 75a,75b, A. Biondini 92,
C.J. Birch-sykes 101, G.A. Bird 20,134, M. Birman 169, M. Biros 133, T. Bisanz 36,
E. Bisceglie 43b,43a, D. Biswas 170, A. Bitadze 101, K. Bjørke 125, I. Bloch 48, C. Blocker 26,
A. Blue 59, U. Blumenschein 94, J. Blumenthal 100, G.J. Bobbink 114, V.S. Bobrovnikov 37,
M. Boehler 54, D. Bogavac 36, A.G. Bogdanchikov 37, C. Bohm 47a, V. Boisvert 95, P. Bokan 48,
T. Bold 85a, M. Bomben 5, M. Bona 94, M. Boonekamp 135, C.D. Booth 95, A.G. Borbély 59,
H.M. Borecka-Bielska 108, L.S. Borgna 96, G. Borissov 91, D. Bortoletto 126, D. Boscherini 23b,
M. Bosman 13, J.D. Bossio Sola 36, K. Bouaouda 35a, N. Bouchhar 163, J. Boudreau 129,
E.V. Bouhova-Thacker 91, D. Boumediene 40, R. Bouquet 5, A. Boveia 119, J. Boyd 36,
D. Boye 29, I.R. Boyko 38, J. Bracinik 20, N. Brahimi 62d, G. Brandt 171, O. Brandt 32,
F. Braren 48, B. Brau 103, J.E. Brau 123, K. Brendlinger 48, R. Brener 169, L. Brenner 114,
R. Brenner 161, S. Bressler 169, D. Britton 59, D. Britzger 110, I. Brock 24, G. Brooĳmans 41,
W.K. Brooks 137f, E. Brost 29, L.M. Brown 165, T.L. Bruckler 126, P.A. Bruckman de Renstrom 86,
B. Brüers 48, D. Bruncko 28b,*, A. Bruni 23b, G. Bruni 23b, M. Bruschi 23b, N. Bruscino 75a,75b,
T. Buanes 16, Q. Buat 138, P. Buchholz 141, A.G. Buckley 59, I.A. Budagov 38,*,
M.K. Bugge 125, O. Bulekov 37, B.A. Bullard 143, S. Burdin 92, C.D. Burgard 49,
A.M. Burger 40, B. Burghgrave 8, J.T.P. Burr 32, C.D. Burton 11, J.C. Burzynski 142,
E.L. Busch 41, V. Büscher 100, P.J. Bussey 59, J.M. Butler 25, C.M. Buttar 59,
J.M. Butterworth 96, W. Buttinger 134, C.J. Buxo Vazquez107, A.R. Buzykaev 37, G. Cabras 23b,
S. Cabrera Urbán 163, D. Caforio 58, H. Cai 129, Y. Cai 14a,14d, V.M.M. Cairo 36, O. Cakir 3a,
N. Calace 36, P. Calafiura 17a, G. Calderini 127, P. Calfayan 68, G. Callea 59, L.P. Caloba82b,
D. Calvet 40, S. Calvet 40, T.P. Calvet 102, M. Calvetti 74a,74b, R. Camacho Toro 127,
S. Camarda 36, D. Camarero Munoz 26, P. Camarri 76a,76b, M.T. Camerlingo 72a,72b,
D. Cameron 125, C. Camincher 165, M. Campanelli 96, A. Camplani 42, V. Canale 72a,72b,
A. Canesse 104, M. Cano Bret 80, J. Cantero 163, Y. Cao 162, F. Capocasa 26, M. Capua 43b,43a,
A. Carbone 71a,71b, R. Cardarelli 76a, J.C.J. Cardenas 8, F. Cardillo 163, T. Carli 36,
G. Carlino 72a, J.I. Carlotto 13, B.T. Carlson 129,r, E.M. Carlson 165,156a, L. Carminati 71a,71b,
M. Carnesale 75a,75b, S. Caron 113, E. Carquin 137f, S. Carrá 71a,71b, G. Carratta 23b,23a,
F. Carrio Argos 33g, J.W.S. Carter 155, T.M. Carter 52, M.P. Casado 13,i, A.F. Casha155,
E.G. Castiglia 172, F.L. Castillo 63a, L. Castillo Garcia 13, V. Castillo Gimenez 163,
N.F. Castro 130a,130e, A. Catinaccio 36, J.R. Catmore 125, V. Cavaliere 29, N. Cavalli 23b,23a,
V. Cavasinni 74a,74b, E. Celebi 21a, F. Celli 126, M.S. Centonze 70a,70b, K. Cerny 122,
A.S. Cerqueira 82a, A. Cerri 146, L. Cerrito 76a,76b, F. Cerutti 17a, A. Cervelli 23b, S.A. Cetin 21d,
Z. Chadi 35a, D. Chakraborty 115, M. Chala 130f, J. Chan 170, W.Y. Chan 153, J.D. Chapman 32,
B. Chargeishvili 149b, D.G. Charlton 20, T.P. Charman 94, M. Chatterjee 19, S. Chekanov 6,
S.V. Chekulaev 156a, G.A. Chelkov 38,a, A. Chen 106, B. Chen 151, B. Chen 165, H. Chen 14c,
H. Chen 29, J. Chen 62c, J. Chen 142, S. Chen 153, S.J. Chen 14c, X. Chen 62c, X. Chen 14b,ab,
Y. Chen 62a, C.L. Cheng 170, H.C. Cheng 64a, S. Cheong 143, A. Cheplakov 38,
E. Cheremushkina 48, E. Cherepanova 114, R. Cherkaoui El Moursli 35e, E. Cheu 7, K. Cheung 65,
L. Chevalier 135, V. Chiarella 53, G. Chiarelli 74a, N. Chiedde 102, G. Chiodini 70a,
A.S. Chisholm 20, A. Chitan 27b, M. Chitishvili 163, Y.H. Chiu 165, M.V. Chizhov 38, K. Choi 11,
A.R. Chomont 75a,75b, Y. Chou 103, E.Y.S. Chow 114, T. Chowdhury 33g, L.D. Christopher 33g,

49

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3280-0953
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3080-1824
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7026-8171
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1253-8583
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7963-9725
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8076-5614
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9975-1781
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1911-772X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2837-2442
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3433-1687
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8153-2719
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9569-8231
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0780-0345
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3824-409X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4073-4941
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0073-3821
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0839-9311
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4105-9629
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2697-4589
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9045-3278
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3837-4166
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9977-0416
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3024-587X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7345-7798
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8663-6856
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2079-5344
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5442-1351
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6280-3306
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6172-545X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2455-8039
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6674-7869
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1559-3473
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6329-9191
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2025-5935
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3835-0968
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2781-623X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7820-3065
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6410-9046
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7543-3471
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7979-1092
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3485-0321
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6696-5169
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6898-5633
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7716-5626
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6134-0303
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5412-1236
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8462-351X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2003-0261
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9734-574X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2138-9062
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8635-9342
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3807-7831
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7736-0173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2668-889X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2432-411X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9807-861X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9660-580X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0078-9817
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5880-7761
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6890-1601
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5702-739X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0012-7856
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4226-9521
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1287-4712
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9207-6413
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7290-643X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7134-8077
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7723-5030
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5129-5705
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9314-5860
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5103-1558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7809-3118
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9683-7101
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6647-6699
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7360-0726
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2704-835X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3355-4662
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5762-3477
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0992-3509
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7992-0309
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5219-1417
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4339-4727
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9726-4376
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1292-9725
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9096-780X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5791-4872
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5350-7081
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8204-4124
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4194-2734
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9998-4342
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9246-7366
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0903-8948
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3354-1810
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6161-3570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6800-9808
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5485-7419
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6199-8041
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0206-1160
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1479-2112
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0208-2372
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4806-0718
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5667-7748
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4319-4023
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6168-689X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8977-121X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7318-5251
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4049-0134
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8355-9237
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3711-148X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8650-8125
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5687-2073
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7148-6536
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4831-4132
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6900-825X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0685-4122
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5686-0948
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6726-6362
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3427-6537
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4690-0528
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4482-2666
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9196-0629
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0988-7878
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2834-836X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0188-6491
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5905-5394
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5116-1897
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5458-5564
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8467-8235
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7640-7913
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7808-8442
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7575-3603
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4946-153X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0758-7575
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9016-138X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1494-9538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1692-1678
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9495-9145
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1600-464X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5969-3786
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9953-5333
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2531-3463
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3342-3566
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0125-2165
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9192-8028
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0479-7689
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2855-7738
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5732-5645
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9417-8613
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6097-2256
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5929-1357
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6746-3374
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6386-9788
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2303-9306
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9227-5217
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8880-434X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8449-1019
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8747-2809
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3562-9592
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2443-6525
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4117-3800
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4541-4189
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6511-7096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4478-3524
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4058-5376
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3924-0445
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1718-307X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7550-7821
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4139-9543
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4535-2926
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3570-7332
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2941-2829
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-1166
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8650-942X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8846-2714
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1990-2947
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7836-4264
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2966-6036
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0394-5646
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7991-2018
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1172-1052
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1396-2826
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8245-1790
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8491-4376
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8774-8887
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8915-0184
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4297-8539
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1096-5290
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6203-9347
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3793-0159
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6962-4573
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7945-4392
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0683-2177
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4300-703X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1904-6661
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8077-7850
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9669-9642
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0518-1459
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5050-8441
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3117-5415
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9865-4146
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4343-9094
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7069-0295
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5369-8540
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2926-8962
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5376-2397
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0211-2041
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6288-5236
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4241-7405
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7314-7247
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4034-2326
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3468-9761
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9973-7966
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3034-8943
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7985-9023
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5895-6799
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9936-0115
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2554-2725
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1586-5253
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7987-9764
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0447-5348
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4977-2717
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4027-3305
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6793-3604
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4086-1847
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8912-4389
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2797-6383
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0967-2351
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8772-0961
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3150-8478
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5842-2818
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2562-9724
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2176-4053
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3762-7264
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4210-2924
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9851-4816
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1256-1043
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2458-9513
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9214-8528
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2262-4773
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1523-7783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9487-9348
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5841-3316
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0748-694X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3243-5610
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2204-5731
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4549-2219
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2681-8105
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2509-0132


K.L. Chu64a, M.C. Chu 64a, X. Chu 14a,14d, J. Chudoba 131, J.J. Chwastowski 86, D. Cieri 110,
K.M. Ciesla 85a, V. Cindro 93, A. Ciocio 17a, F. Cirotto 72a,72b, Z.H. Citron 169,l, M. Citterio 71a,
D.A. Ciubotaru27b, B.M. Ciungu 155, A. Clark 56, P.J. Clark 52, J.M. Clavĳo Columbie 48,
S.E. Clawson 101, C. Clement 47a,47b, J. Clercx 48, L. Clissa 23b,23a, Y. Coadou 102,
M. Cobal 69a,69c, A. Coccaro 57b, R.F. Coelho Barrue 130a, R. Coelho Lopes De Sa 103,
S. Coelli 71a, H. Cohen 151, A.E.C. Coimbra 71a,71b, B. Cole 41, J. Collot 60,
P. Conde Muiño 130a,130g, M.P. Connell 33c, S.H. Connell 33c, I.A. Connelly 59, E.I. Conroy 126,
F. Conventi 72a,ad, H.G. Cooke 20, A.M. Cooper-Sarkar 126, F. Cormier 164, L.D. Corpe 36,
M. Corradi 75a,75b, E.E. Corrigan 98, F. Corriveau 104,w, A. Cortes-Gonzalez 18, M.J. Costa 163,
F. Costanza 4, D. Costanzo 139, B.M. Cote 119, G. Cowan 95, J.W. Cowley 32, K. Cranmer 117,
S. Crépé-Renaudin 60, F. Crescioli 127, M. Cristinziani 141, M. Cristoforetti 78a,78b,c, V. Croft 158,
G. Crosetti 43b,43a, A. Cueto 36, T. Cuhadar Donszelmann 160, H. Cui 14a,14d, Z. Cui 7,
W.R. Cunningham 59, F. Curcio 43b,43a, P. Czodrowski 36, M.M. Czurylo 63b,
M.J. Da Cunha Sargedas De Sousa 62a, J.V. Da Fonseca Pinto 82b, C. Da Via 101, W. Dabrowski 85a,
T. Dado 49, S. Dahbi 33g, T. Dai 106, C. Dallapiccola 103, M. Dam 42, G. D’amen 29,
V. D’Amico 109, J. Damp 100, J.R. Dandoy 128, M.F. Daneri 30, M. Danninger 142, V. Dao 36,
G. Darbo 57b, S. Darmora 6, S.J. Das 29, S. D’Auria 71a,71b, C. David 156b, T. Davidek 133,
D.R. Davis 51, B. Davis-Purcell 34, I. Dawson 94, K. De 8, R. De Asmundis 72a,
M. De Beurs 114, N. De Biase 48, S. De Castro 23b,23a, N. De Groot 113, P. de Jong 114,
H. De la Torre 107, A. De Maria 14c, A. De Salvo 75a, U. De Sanctis 76a,76b, A. De Santo 146,
J.B. De Vivie De Regie 60, D.V. Dedovich38, J. Degens 114, A.M. Deiana 44, F. Del Corso 23b,23a,
J. Del Peso 99, F. Del Rio 63a, F. Deliot 135, C.M. Delitzsch 49, M. Della Pietra 72a,72b,
D. Della Volpe 56, A. Dell’Acqua 36, L. Dell’Asta 71a,71b, M. Delmastro 4, P.A. Delsart 60,
S. Demers 172, M. Demichev 38, S.P. Denisov 37, L. D’Eramo 115, D. Derendarz 86,
F. Derue 127, P. Dervan 92, K. Desch 24, K. Dette 155, C. Deutsch 24, F.A. Di Bello 57b,57a,
A. Di Ciaccio 76a,76b, L. Di Ciaccio 4, A. Di Domenico 75a,75b, C. Di Donato 72a,72b,
A. Di Girolamo 36, G. Di Gregorio 5, A. Di Luca 78a,78b, B. Di Micco 77a,77b, R. Di Nardo 77a,77b,
C. Diaconu 102, F.A. Dias 114, T. Dias Do Vale 142, M.A. Diaz 137a,137b, F.G. Diaz Capriles 24,
M. Didenko 163, E.B. Diehl 106, L. Diehl 54, S. Díez Cornell 48, C. Diez Pardos 141,
C. Dimitriadi 24,161, A. Dimitrievska 17a, J. Dingfelder 24, I-M. Dinu 27b, S.J. Dittmeier 63b,
F. Dittus 36, F. Djama 102, T. Djobava 149b, J.I. Djuvsland 16, C. Doglioni 101,98, J. Dolejsi 133,
Z. Dolezal 133, M. Donadelli 82c, B. Dong 107, J. Donini 40, A. D’Onofrio 77a,77b,
M. D’Onofrio 92, J. Dopke 134, A. Doria 72a, M.T. Dova 90, A.T. Doyle 59, M.A. Draguet 126,
E. Drechsler 142, E. Dreyer 169, I. Drivas-koulouris 10, A.S. Drobac 158, M. Drozdova 56,
D. Du 62a, T.A. du Pree 114, F. Dubinin 37, M. Dubovsky 28a, E. Duchovni 169, G. Duckeck 109,
O.A. Ducu 27b, D. Duda 110, A. Dudarev 36, E.R. Duden 26, M. D’uffizi 101, L. Duflot 66,
M. Dührssen 36, C. Dülsen 171, A.E. Dumitriu 27b, M. Dunford 63a, S. Dungs 49,
K. Dunne 47a,47b, A. Duperrin 102, H. Duran Yildiz 3a, M. Düren 58, A. Durglishvili 149b,
B.L. Dwyer 115, G.I. Dyckes 17a, M. Dyndal 85a, S. Dysch 101, B.S. Dziedzic 86,
Z.O. Earnshaw 146, B. Eckerova 28a, S. Eggebrecht 55, M.G. Eggleston51,
E. Egidio Purcino De Souza 127, L.F. Ehrke 56, G. Eigen 16, K. Einsweiler 17a, T. Ekelof 161,
P.A. Ekman 98, Y. El Ghazali 35b, H. El Jarrari 35e,148, A. El Moussaouy 35a, V. Ellajosyula 161,
M. Ellert 161, F. Ellinghaus 171, A.A. Elliot 94, N. Ellis 36, J. Elmsheuser 29, M. Elsing 36,
D. Emeliyanov 134, A. Emerman 41, Y. Enari 153, I. Ene 17a, S. Epari 13, J. Erdmann 49,
P.A. Erland 86, M. Errenst 171, M. Escalier 66, C. Escobar 163, E. Etzion 151, G. Evans 130a,
H. Evans 68, M.O. Evans 146, A. Ezhilov 37, S. Ezzarqtouni 35a, F. Fabbri 59, L. Fabbri 23b,23a,
G. Facini 96, V. Fadeyev 136, R.M. Fakhrutdinov 37, S. Falciano 75a, L.F. Falda Ulhoa Coelho 36,

50

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1971-0403
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2848-0184
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6425-2579
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6190-8376
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3533-3847
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2751-3474
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2037-7185
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3081-4879
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6556-856X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1831-6452
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0842-0654
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8920-4880
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8341-5911
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3777-0880
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3210-1722
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9952-934X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3122-3605
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7478-0850
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4876-5200
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8195-7004
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3309-0762
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2368-4559
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8985-5379
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5200-9195
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5145-3646
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6437-0981
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2301-1637
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5092-2148
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9412-7090
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9187-7478
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4799-7560
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6000-7245
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9127-6827
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0215-2767
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5575-1413
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9297-1063
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7107-5902
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2532-3207
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2136-4842
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8729-466X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2485-0248
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4970-7600
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3279-3370
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2064-2954
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8056-8469
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4920-6264
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2444-8267
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8363-9827
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7002-652X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5769-7094
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5980-5805
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6457-2575
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3893-9171
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0127-1342
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8731-4525
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5990-4811
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1494-7898
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3519-1356
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9923-1313
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4317-2449
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5517-8795
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8682-9316
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0723-1437
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1943-5883
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7991-593X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1746-1914
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6154-7323
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9061-9568
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7050-2669
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5222-7894
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9607-5124
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1391-2477
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6278-9674
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9742-3709
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2081-0129
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7290-1372
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9271-7126
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2335-793X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7807-7484
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1645-8393
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2165-0638
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9766-3657
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2693-3389
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3393-6318
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1794-1443
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3770-8307
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2679-1288
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4544-169X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5177-8950
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5647-4489
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7268-8401
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4285-2047
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5586-8224
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2178-5620
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6850-4078
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5330-2614
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4516-5269
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6651-845X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8099-7821
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4704-525X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9158-6646
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9163-2211
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6966-4935
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0360-6051
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7799-577X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7090-4134
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7630-5431
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0777-6031
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7021-3333
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4446-3368
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8530-7447
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2453-7745
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9601-4225
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2992-3805
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9556-2924
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7282-1786
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7730-3072
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4028-7881
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4910-5378
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5660-3095
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3505-3503
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3929-8046
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5836-6118
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9593-6201
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6477-764X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9870-2021
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8289-5183
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0751-8083
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8078-2759
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2213-9284
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9508-4256
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7838-576X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9074-2133
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4067-1592
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1111-3783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6193-5091
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6882-5402
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8855-3520
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1258-8684
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7934-3046
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9942-6543
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7611-355X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7962-0661
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3694-6167
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0482-1127
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9605-3558
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0086-0599
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5767-2121
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2683-7349
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5172-7520
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1760-8237
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1881-3360
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9414-8350
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6488-8219
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1509-0390
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5821-7067
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5662-3675
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8329-4240
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6075-0191
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8998-0839
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0343-6331
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2408-5099
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0683-9910
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5381-2649
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6113-0878
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6322-6195
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1530-0519
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8773-7640
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8955-9510
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2885-9779
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4782-4034
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0699-3931
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6758-0113
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8703-7938
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2182-2727
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3847-0775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7276-6342
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7756-7801
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5914-0524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5916-3467
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8713-8162
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9092-9344
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2499-1649
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4871-2176
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5833-7058
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4813-8757
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3310-4642
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7667-260X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9935-6397
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2626-2247
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5789-9825
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3469-6045
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6066-4744
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4157-592X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5430-4702
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1464-0335
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9632-6352
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7412-9187
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0805-9184
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2878-261X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0336-3723
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5238-4921
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5370-8377
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2701-968X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3529-5171
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4391-9100
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7341-9115
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7032-2799
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9172-2946
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8955-9681
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9669-5374
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5997-3569
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5265-3175
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3596-5331
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0921-0314
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1920-4930
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8899-051X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1213-0545
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1363-9175
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4963-1148
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9916-3349
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2296-1112
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4095-4808
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8073-2740
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4543-6599
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4656-3936
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4270-2775
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4442-4537
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6871-7794
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0434-6925
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2183-3127
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4259-018X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7520-293X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7912-2830
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8474-0978
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4002-8353
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4056-4578
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0154-4328
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7882-2125
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7118-341X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2298-3605


P.J. Falke 24, S. Falke 36, J. Faltova 133, Y. Fan 14a, Y. Fang 14a,14d, G. Fanourakis 46,
M. Fanti 71a,71b, M. Faraj 69a,69b, Z. Farazpay97, A. Farbin 8, A. Farilla 77a, T. Farooque 107,
S.M. Farrington 52, F. Fassi 35e, D. Fassouliotis 9, M. Faucci Giannelli 76a,76b, W.J. Fawcett 32,
L. Fayard 66, P. Federicova 131, O.L. Fedin 37,a, G. Fedotov 37, M. Feickert 170, L. Feligioni 102,
A. Fell 139, D.E. Fellers 123, C. Feng 62b, M. Feng 14b, Z. Feng 114, M.J. Fenton 160,
A.B. Fenyuk37, L. Ferencz 48, R.A.M. Ferguson 91, S.I. Fernandez Luengo 137f, J. Ferrando 48,
A. Ferrari 161, P. Ferrari 114,113, R. Ferrari 73a, D. Ferrere 56, C. Ferretti 106, F. Fiedler 100,
A. Filipčič 93, E.K. Filmer 1, F. Filthaut 113, M.C.N. Fiolhais 130a,130c,b, L. Fiorini 163,
F. Fischer 141, W.C. Fisher 107, T. Fitschen 101, I. Fleck 141, P. Fleischmann 106, T. Flick 171,
L. Flores 128, M. Flores 33d, L.R. Flores Castillo 64a, F.M. Follega 78a,78b, N. Fomin 16,
J.H. Foo 155, B.C. Forland68, A. Formica 135, A.C. Forti 101, E. Fortin 102, A.W. Fortman 61,
M.G. Foti 17a, L. Fountas 9, D. Fournier 66, H. Fox 91, P. Francavilla 74a,74b, S. Francescato 61,
S. Franchellucci 56, M. Franchini 23b,23a, S. Franchino 63a, D. Francis36, L. Franco 113,
L. Franconi 19, M. Franklin 61, G. Frattari 26, A.C. Freegard 94, P.M. Freeman20, W.S. Freund 82b,
N. Fritzsche 50, A. Froch 54, D. Froidevaux 36, J.A. Frost 126, Y. Fu 62a, M. Fujimoto 118,
E. Fullana Torregrosa 163,*, J. Fuster 163, A. Gabrielli 23b,23a, A. Gabrielli 155, P. Gadow 48,
G. Gagliardi 57b,57a, L.G. Gagnon 17a, G.E. Gallardo 126, E.J. Gallas 126, B.J. Gallop 134,
R. Gamboa Goni 94, K.K. Gan 119, S. Ganguly 153, J. Gao 62a, Y. Gao 52,
F.M. Garay Walls 137a,137b, B. Garcia29,af, C. García 163, J.E. García Navarro 163,
M. Garcia-Sciveres 17a, R.W. Gardner 39, D. Garg 80, R.B. Garg 143, C.A. Garner155,
V. Garonne 29, S.J. Gasiorowski 138, P. Gaspar 82b, G. Gaudio 73a, V. Gautam13, P. Gauzzi 75a,75b,
I.L. Gavrilenko 37, A. Gavrilyuk 37, C. Gay 164, G. Gaycken 48, E.N. Gazis 10,
A.A. Geanta 27b,27e, C.M. Gee 136, J. Geisen 98, C. Gemme 57b, M.H. Genest 60,
S. Gentile 75a,75b, S. George 95, W.F. George 20, T. Geralis 46, L.O. Gerlach55,
P. Gessinger-Befurt 36, M.E. Geyik 171, M. Ghasemi Bostanabad 165, M. Ghneimat 141,
K. Ghorbanian 94, A. Ghosal 141, A. Ghosh 160, A. Ghosh 7, B. Giacobbe 23b, S. Giagu 75a,75b,
P. Giannetti 74a, A. Giannini 62a, S.M. Gibson 95, M. Gignac 136, D.T. Gil 85b, A.K. Gilbert 85a,
B.J. Gilbert 41, D. Gillberg 34, G. Gilles 114, N.E.K. Gillwald 48, L. Ginabat 127,
D.M. Gingrich 2,ac, M.P. Giordani 69a,69c, P.F. Giraud 135, G. Giugliarelli 69a,69c, D. Giugni 71a,
F. Giuli 36, I. Gkialas 9,j, L.K. Gladilin 37, C. Glasman 99, G.R. Gledhill 123, M. Glisic123,
I. Gnesi 43b,f, Y. Go 29,af, M. Goblirsch-Kolb 26, B. Gocke 49, D. Godin108, B. Gokturk 21a,
S. Goldfarb 105, T. Golling 56, M.G.D. Gololo33g, D. Golubkov 37, J.P. Gombas 107,
A. Gomes 130a,130b, G. Gomes Da Silva 141, A.J. Gomez Delegido 163, R. Goncalves Gama 55,
R. Gonçalo 130a,130c, G. Gonella 123, L. Gonella 20, A. Gongadze 38, F. Gonnella 20,
J.L. Gonski 41, R.Y. González Andana 52, S. González de la Hoz 163, S. Gonzalez Fernandez 13,
R. Gonzalez Lopez 92, C. Gonzalez Renteria 17a, R. Gonzalez Suarez 161, S. Gonzalez-Sevilla 56,
G.R. Gonzalvo Rodriguez 163, L. Goossens 36, N.A. Gorasia 20, P.A. Gorbounov 37, B. Gorini 36,
E. Gorini 70a,70b, A. Gorišek 93, A.T. Goshaw 51, M.I. Gostkin 38, S. Goswami 121,
C.A. Gottardo 36, M. Gouighri 35b, V. Goumarre 48, A.G. Goussiou 138, N. Govender 33c,
C. Goy 4, I. Grabowska-Bold 85a, K. Graham 34, E. Gramstad 125, S. Grancagnolo 18,
M. Grandi 146, V. Gratchev37,*, P.M. Gravila 27f, F.G. Gravili 70a,70b, H.M. Gray 17a,
M. Greco 70a,70b, C. Grefe 24, I.M. Gregor 48, P. Grenier 143, C. Grieco 13, A.A. Grillo 136,
K. Grimm 31,m, S. Grinstein 13,t, J.-F. Grivaz 66, E. Gross 169, J. Grosse-Knetter 55, C. Grud106,
J.C. Grundy 126, L. Guan 106, W. Guan 170, C. Gubbels 164, J.G.R. Guerrero Rojas 163,
G. Guerrieri 69a,69b, F. Guescini 110, R. Gugel 100, J.A.M. Guhit 106, A. Guida 48,
T. Guillemin 4, E. Guilloton 167,134, S. Guindon 36, F. Guo 14a,14d, J. Guo 62c, L. Guo 66,
Y. Guo 106, R. Gupta 48, S. Gurbuz 24, S.S. Gurdasani 54, G. Gustavino 36, M. Guth 56,

51

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2004-476X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0264-1632
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4278-7182
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7868-3858
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8630-6585
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6689-4957
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8773-145X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9442-7598
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0000-2439
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3983-0728
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1363-9324
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5350-9271
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6423-7213
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1289-2141
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3731-820X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2596-8264
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2190-9091
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4176-2768
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1733-7158
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8928-4414
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4124-7862
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1403-0951
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2101-1879
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0731-9562
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9138-3200
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0698-1482
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5155-3420
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1002-6880
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5489-1759
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2352-7334
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0172-9373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1007-7816
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2887-5311
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1387-153X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5566-1373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5687-9240
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5562-7893
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4610-5612
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5671-1555
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6967-7325
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3338-2247
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9035-0335
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5070-2735
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9799-5232
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3043-3045
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1152-7372
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1461-8648
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6968-340X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8356-6987
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2748-758X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4462-2851
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1551-5974
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2317-9560
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9457-394X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4577-0685
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8308-2643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0532-7921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6418-9522
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9454-9069
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0976-7246
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9986-6597
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4836-0358
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3089-6090
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1164-6870
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5315-9275
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0695-0798
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4554-252X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8159-8010
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1687-4314
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0647-6072
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6595-883X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7829-6564
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4482-3001
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4473-1027
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9350-1060
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8259-2622
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3986-3922
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3562-9944
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7370-7395
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6701-8198
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3082-621X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1290-2031
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5346-7841
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0768-9325
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4475-6734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3550-4124
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3000-8479
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5832-5746
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1259-1034
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7401-5043
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1026-7633
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1550-1487
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1285-9261
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8420-3803
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6326-4773
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6670-1104
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1625-7452
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0279-0523
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5800-4210
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1433-9366
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8383-9343
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2691-7963
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7169-9160
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4067-2472
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9232-1332
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6833-0933
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4841-5822
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7219-2636
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3837-6567
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9354-9507
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2941-9257
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9272-4254
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2781-2933
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3271-7861
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4644-2472
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1702-5699
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4098-2024
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4550-7174
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3565-3290
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3674-7475
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7188-979X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3056-7417
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7491-0838
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3492-4538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4931-2764
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7985-9445
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0661-9288
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0819-1553
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5716-356X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2987-7642
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9192-3537
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3721-9490
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5683-814X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1236-9249
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4155-7844
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9021-8836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8813-4446
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0731-710X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0341-0171
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8451-4604
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0848-329X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7834-8117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2552-1449
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0792-6039
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8485-9351
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5765-1750
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6976-0951
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8506-274X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8402-723X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9422-8636
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2025-3817
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7701-5030
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0772-7312
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1253-1223
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2785-9654
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8074-2538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6045-8617
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1677-3097
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8535-6687
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5521-9793
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8285-3570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5940-9893
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3552-1266
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4315-2621
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8263-4263
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3826-3442
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0524-2477
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4919-0808
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8183-1612
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0885-1654
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2037-6315
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0700-1757
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5304-5390
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8176-0201
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2302-8754
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0079-8924
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6126-7230
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4458-9403
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6816-4795
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2536-4498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7152-363X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9135-1516
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4177-9666
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7688-2797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3903-3438
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5704-0885
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4311-3756
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9566-4640
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0348-0364
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9551-0251
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1294-9091
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6211-7122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5068-5429
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1297-8925
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9159-1210
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5832-8653
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5792-5352
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8490-8304
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5924-2544
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0154-577X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2422-5960
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5293-4716
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8687-7273
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7050-5301
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5976-7818
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9926-5417
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3955-4399
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2950-1872
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6587-7397
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6460-8694
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4793-7995
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1244-9350
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3085-7067
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7136-0597
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1897-1617
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5548-5194
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2329-4219
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8487-3594
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3403-1177
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5351-2673
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3349-1163
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9802-0901
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9021-9038
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9698-6000
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4814-6693
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7595-3859
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3864-9257
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8125-9433
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6785-9202
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6027-5132
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1510-3371
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9152-1455
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8836-0099
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5938-4921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6647-1433


P. Gutierrez 120, L.F. Gutierrez Zagazeta 128, C. Gutschow 96, C. Guyot 135, C. Gwenlan 126,
C.B. Gwilliam 92, E.S. Haaland 125, A. Haas 117, M. Habedank 48, C. Haber 17a,
H.K. Hadavand 8, A. Hadef 100, S. Hadzic 110, E.H. Haines 96, M. Haleem 166, J. Haley 121,
J.J. Hall 139, G.D. Hallewell 102, L. Halser 19, K. Hamano 165, H. Hamdaoui 35e, M. Hamer 24,
G.N. Hamity 52, J. Han 62b, K. Han 62a, L. Han 14c, L. Han 62a, S. Han 17a, Y.F. Han 155,
K. Hanagaki 83, M. Hance 136, D.A. Hangal 41,aa, H. Hanif 142, M.D. Hank 39, R. Hankache 101,
J.B. Hansen 42, J.D. Hansen 42, P.H. Hansen 42, K. Hara 157, D. Harada 56, T. Harenberg 171,
S. Harkusha 37, Y.T. Harris 126, N.M. Harrison 119, P.F. Harrison167, N.M. Hartman 143,
N.M. Hartmann 109, Y. Hasegawa 140, A. Hasib 52, S. Haug 19, R. Hauser 107, M. Havranek 132,
C.M. Hawkes 20, R.J. Hawkings 36, S. Hayashida 111, D. Hayden 107, C. Hayes 106,
R.L. Hayes 164, C.P. Hays 126, J.M. Hays 94, H.S. Hayward 92, F. He 62a, Y. He 154, Y. He 127,
M.P. Heath 52, N.B. Heatley 94, V. Hedberg 98, A.L. Heggelund 125, N.D. Hehir 94,
C. Heidegger 54, K.K. Heidegger 54, W.D. Heidorn 81, J. Heilman 34, S. Heim 48, T. Heim 17a,
J.G. Heinlein 128, J.J. Heinrich 123, L. Heinrich 110, J. Hejbal 131, L. Helary 48, A. Held 170,
S. Hellesund 125, C.M. Helling 164, S. Hellman 47a,47b, C. Helsens 36, R.C.W. Henderson91,
L. Henkelmann 32, A.M. Henriques Correia36, H. Herde 98, Y. Hernández Jiménez 145,
L.M. Herrmann 24, T. Herrmann 50, G. Herten 54, R. Hertenberger 109, L. Hervas 36,
N.P. Hessey 156a, H. Hibi 84, E. Higón-Rodriguez 163, S.J. Hillier 20, I. Hinchliffe 17a,
F. Hinterkeuser 24, M. Hirose 124, S. Hirose 157, D. Hirschbuehl 171, T.G. Hitchings 101,
B. Hiti 93, J. Hobbs 145, R. Hobincu 27e, N. Hod 169, M.C. Hodgkinson 139, B.H. Hodkinson 32,
A. Hoecker 36, J. Hofer 48, D. Hohn 54, T. Holm 24, M. Holzbock 110, L.B.A.H. Hommels 32,
B.P. Honan 101, J. Hong 62c, T.M. Hong 129, J.C. Honig 54, B.H. Hooberman 162,
W.H. Hopkins 6, Y. Horii 111, S. Hou 148, A.S. Howard 93, J. Howarth 59, J. Hoya 6,
M. Hrabovsky 122, A. Hrynevich 48, T. Hryn’ova 4, P.J. Hsu 65, S.-C. Hsu 138, Q. Hu 41,
Y.F. Hu 14a,14d,ae, D.P. Huang 96, S. Huang 64b, X. Huang 14c, Y. Huang 62a, Y. Huang 14a,
Z. Huang 101, Z. Hubacek 132, M. Huebner 24, F. Huegging 24, T.B. Huffman 126,
M. Huhtinen 36, S.K. Huiberts 16, R. Hulsken 104, N. Huseynov 12,a, J. Huston 107, J. Huth 61,
R. Hyneman 143, S. Hyrych 28a, G. Iacobucci 56, G. Iakovidis 29, I. Ibragimov 141,
L. Iconomidou-Fayard 66, P. Iengo 72a,72b, R. Iguchi 153, T. Iizawa 56, Y. Ikegami 83, A. Ilg 19,
N. Ilic 155, H. Imam 35a, T. Ingebretsen Carlson 47a,47b, G. Introzzi 73a,73b, M. Iodice 77a,
V. Ippolito 75a,75b, M. Ishino 153, W. Islam 170, C. Issever 18,48, S. Istin 21a, H. Ito 168,
J.M. Iturbe Ponce 64a, R. Iuppa 78a,78b, A. Ivina 169, J.M. Izen 45, V. Izzo 72a, P. Jacka 131,132,
P. Jackson 1, R.M. Jacobs 48, B.P. Jaeger 142, C.S. Jagfeld 109, P. Jain 54, G. Jäkel 171,
K. Jakobs 54, T. Jakoubek 169, J. Jamieson 59, K.W. Janas 85a, G. Jarlskog 98, A.E. Jaspan 92,
M. Javurkova 103, F. Jeanneau 135, L. Jeanty 123, J. Jejelava 149a,z, P. Jenni 54,g,
C.E. Jessiman 34, S. Jézéquel 4, C. Jia62b, J. Jia 145, X. Jia 61, X. Jia 14a,14d, Z. Jia 14c,
Y. Jiang62a, S. Jiggins 52, J. Jimenez Pena 110, S. Jin 14c, A. Jinaru 27b, O. Jinnouchi 154,
P. Johansson 139, K.A. Johns 7, J.W. Johnson 136, D.M. Jones 32, E. Jones 167, P. Jones 32,
R.W.L. Jones 91, T.J. Jones 92, R. Joshi 119, J. Jovicevic 15, X. Ju 17a, J.J. Junggeburth 36,
T. Junkermann 63a, A. Juste Rozas 13,t, S. Kabana 137e, A. Kaczmarska 86, M. Kado 75a,75b,
H. Kagan 119, M. Kagan 143, A. Kahn41, A. Kahn 128, C. Kahra 100, T. Kaji 168,
E. Kajomovitz 150, N. Kakati 169, C.W. Kalderon 29, A. Kamenshchikov 155, S. Kanayama 154,
N.J. Kang 136, D. Kar 33g, K. Karava 126, M.J. Kareem 156b, E. Karentzos 54, I. Karkanias 152,e,
S.N. Karpov 38, Z.M. Karpova 38, V. Kartvelishvili 91, A.N. Karyukhin 37, E. Kasimi 152,e,
C. Kato 62d, J. Katzy 48, S. Kaur 34, K. Kawade 140, K. Kawagoe 89, T. Kawamoto 135,
G. Kawamura55, E.F. Kay 165, F.I. Kaya 158, S. Kazakos 13, V.F. Kazanin 37, Y. Ke 145,
J.M. Keaveney 33a, R. Keeler 165, G.V. Kehris 61, J.S. Keller 34, A.S. Kelly96, D. Kelsey 146,

52

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2326-3877
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0374-1595
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0857-794X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2300-7497
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3518-0617
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9401-5304
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3676-493X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4832-0455
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7412-9355
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0155-1360
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5447-3346
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2508-0628
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8875-8523
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5417-2081
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3826-6333
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6938-7405
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8304-9170
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6267-8560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0759-7247
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9438-8020
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5709-2100
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1550-2030
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4537-0377
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1008-0943
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1627-4810
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3321-8412
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6353-9711
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8383-7348
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7084-8424
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0676-0441
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8392-0934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3826-7232
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0984-7887
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4731-6120
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4519-8949
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3684-8340
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3102-0437
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6764-4789
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1629-0535
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0792-0569
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8682-3734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0309-4490
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5816-2158
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7461-8351
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9111-4916
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0047-2908
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2683-7389
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0457-2244
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0442-3361
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7682-8857
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3031-3222
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9167-0592
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9719-0290
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5924-3803
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5220-2972
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0298-0351
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7752-9285
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2371-9723
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1554-5401
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0972-3411
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3733-4058
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0619-1579
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8068-5596
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2945-8448
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2204-4779
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4596-3965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7736-2806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0466-4472
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8821-1205
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3113-0484
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9539-6957
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6792-2294
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2639-6571
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7669-5318
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6878-9405
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0253-0924
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4048-7584
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4600-3659
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7891-8354
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8924-5885
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4424-4643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2657-7532
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5415-1600
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9243-7554
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8231-2080
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8926-6734
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9844-6200
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8794-0948
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1478-3152
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7661-5122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2646-5805
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0778-2717
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6698-9937
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4630-9914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3094-2520
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7599-6469
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5529-2173
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0556-189X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4988-9149
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2389-1286
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7998-8925
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8978-7118
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8668-6933
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5404-7857
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7602-5771
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5241-0544
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1040-1241
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2244-189X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6596-9395
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2799-5020
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5317-1247
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5407-7247
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8018-4185
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0684-600X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-4787
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7494-5504
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7834-328X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3596-6572
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4090-6099
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7814-8740
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0457-3052
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9861-151X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0625-8996
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0560-8985
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7562-0234
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4223-7316
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5411-114X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5914-8614
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3895-8356
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6214-8500
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9705-7518
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0552-3383
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1753-5621
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1177-6758
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6617-3807
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1826-2749
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5972-2855
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9008-1937
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3250-9066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1162-8763
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7472-3151
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5332-2738
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1752-3583
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3277-7418
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0095-1290
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2201-5572
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9097-3014
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6867-2538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9093-7141
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9425-4287
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9965-5442
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0330-5921
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8847-7337
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6334-6648
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5035-1242
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0940-244X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5312-4865
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7287-6579
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9488-8095
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0105-7634
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7854-3174
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3699-8517
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1314-2580
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4446-8150
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5126-1620
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7185-1334
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5624-5934
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8259-1067
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8504-6291
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2018-5850
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2325-3225
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5038-2762
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9152-383X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9846-5601
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8770-1592
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2489-9930
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0847-402X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5446-5901
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5094-5067
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1669-759X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7277-9912
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5687-1006
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8885-012X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7038-0369
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9554-0787
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5411-8934
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8731-2060
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4189-2837
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8798-808X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6360-6136
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6507-4623
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0159-6593
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4539-4192
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2839-801X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7369-6975
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5725-3397
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4178-5003
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5254-9930
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2657-3099
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2906-1977
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8705-628X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5076-7803
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7449-9164
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5073-0974
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5410-1315
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9147-6052
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4837-3733
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9204-4689
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6289-2292
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6293-6432
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6427-3513
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2580-1977
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6249-7444
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5650-4556
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9745-1638
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7205-1171
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1119-8820
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1558-3291
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0568-5750
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8880-4120
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1003-7638
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4693-7857
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3386-6869
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7131-3029
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9003-5711
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6532-7501
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8464-1790
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2155-1859
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2875-853X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7845-2301
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7796-7744
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5009-0399
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4238-9822
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5010-8613
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8967-1705
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1037-1206
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6940-261X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2230-5353
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0254-4629
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1957-3787
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9087-4315
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7139-8197
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0794-4325
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3121-395X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7602-1284
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7874-6107
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8882-129X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5841-5511
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6304-3230
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9775-7303
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7252-3201
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4906-5468
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5798-6665
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0766-5307
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0510-4189
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1119-1004
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7140-9813
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2297-1356


J.J. Kempster 146, K.E. Kennedy 41, P.D. Kennedy 100, O. Kepka 131, B.P. Kerridge 167,
S. Kersten 171, B.P. Kerševan 93, S. Keshri 66, L. Keszeghova 28a, S. Ketabchi Haghighat 155,
M. Khandoga 127, A. Khanov 121, A.G. Kharlamov 37, T. Kharlamova 37, E.E. Khoda 138,
T.J. Khoo 18, G. Khoriauli 166, J. Khubua 149b, Y.A.R. Khwaira 66, M. Kiehn 36,
A. Kilgallon 123, D.W. Kim 47a,47b, E. Kim 154, Y.K. Kim 39, N. Kimura 96, A. Kirchhoff 55,
D. Kirchmeier 50, C. Kirfel 24, J. Kirk 134, A.E. Kiryunin 110, T. Kishimoto 153, D.P. Kisliuk155,
C. Kitsaki 10, O. Kivernyk 24, M. Klassen 63a, C. Klein 34, L. Klein 166, M.H. Klein 106,
M. Klein 92, S.B. Klein 56, U. Klein 92, P. Klimek 36, A. Klimentov 29, F. Klimpel 110,
T. Klioutchnikova 36, P. Kluit 114, S. Kluth 110, E. Kneringer 79, T.M. Knight 155, A. Knue 54,
D. Kobayashi89, R. Kobayashi 87, M. Kocian 143, P. Kodyš 133, D.M. Koeck 146, P.T. Koenig 24,
T. Koffas 34, M. Kolb 135, I. Koletsou 4, T. Komarek 122, K. Köneke 54, A.X.Y. Kong 1,
T. Kono 118, N. Konstantinidis 96, B. Konya 98, R. Kopeliansky 68, S. Koperny 85a, K. Korcyl 86,
K. Kordas 152,e, G. Koren 151, A. Korn 96, S. Korn 55, I. Korolkov 13, N. Korotkova 37,
B. Kortman 114, O. Kortner 110, S. Kortner 110, W.H. Kostecka 115, V.V. Kostyukhin 141,
A. Kotsokechagia 135, A. Kotwal 51, A. Koulouris 36, A. Kourkoumeli-Charalampidi 73a,73b,
C. Kourkoumelis 9, E. Kourlitis 6, O. Kovanda 146, R. Kowalewski 165, W. Kozanecki 135,
A.S. Kozhin 37, V.A. Kramarenko 37, G. Kramberger 93, P. Kramer 100, M.W. Krasny 127,
A. Krasznahorkay 36, J.A. Kremer 100, T. Kresse 50, J. Kretzschmar 92, K. Kreul 18,
P. Krieger 155, S. Krishnamurthy 103, M. Krivos 133, K. Krizka 17a, K. Kroeninger 49,
H. Kroha 110, J. Kroll 131, J. Kroll 128, K.S. Krowpman 107, U. Kruchonak 38, H. Krüger 24,
N. Krumnack81, M.C. Kruse 51, J.A. Krzysiak 86, O. Kuchinskaia 37, S. Kuday 3a, D. Kuechler 48,
J.T. Kuechler 48, S. Kuehn 36, R. Kuesters 54, T. Kuhl 48, V. Kukhtin 38, Y. Kulchitsky 37,a,
S. Kuleshov 137d,137b, M. Kumar 33g, N. Kumari 102, A. Kupco 131, T. Kupfer49, A. Kupich 37,
O. Kuprash 54, H. Kurashige 84, L.L. Kurchaninov 156a, Y.A. Kurochkin 37, A. Kurova 37,
M. Kuze 154, A.K. Kvam 103, J. Kvita 122, T. Kwan 104, K.W. Kwok 64a, N.G. Kyriacou 106,
L.A.O. Laatu 102, C. Lacasta 163, F. Lacava 75a,75b, H. Lacker 18, D. Lacour 127, N.N. Lad 96,
E. Ladygin 38, B. Laforge 127, T. Lagouri 137e, S. Lai 55, I.K. Lakomiec 85a, N. Lalloue 60,
J.E. Lambert 120, S. Lammers 68, W. Lampl 7, C. Lampoudis 152,e, A.N. Lancaster 115,
E. Lançon 29, U. Landgraf 54, M.P.J. Landon 94, V.S. Lang 54, R.J. Langenberg 103,
A.J. Lankford 160, F. Lanni 36, K. Lantzsch 24, A. Lanza 73a, A. Lapertosa 57b,57a,
J.F. Laporte 135, T. Lari 71a, F. Lasagni Manghi 23b, M. Lassnig 36, V. Latonova 131,
A. Laudrain 100, A. Laurier 150, S.D. Lawlor 95, Z. Lawrence 101, M. Lazzaroni 71a,71b, B. Le101,
B. Leban 93, A. Lebedev 81, M. LeBlanc 36, T. LeCompte 6, F. Ledroit-Guillon 60, A.C.A. Lee96,
G.R. Lee 16, S.C. Lee 148, S. Lee 47a,47b, T.F. Lee 92, L.L. Leeuw 33c, H.P. Lefebvre 95,
M. Lefebvre 165, C. Leggett 17a, K. Lehmann 142, G. Lehmann Miotto 36, M. Leigh 56,
W.A. Leight 103, A. Leisos 152,s, M.A.L. Leite 82c, C.E. Leitgeb 48, R. Leitner 133,
K.J.C. Leney 44, T. Lenz 24, S. Leone 74a, C. Leonidopoulos 52, A. Leopold 144, C. Leroy 108,
R. Les 107, C.G. Lester 32, M. Levchenko 37, J. Levêque 4, D. Levin 106, L.J. Levinson 169,
M.P. Lewicki 86, D.J. Lewis 4, A. Li 5, B. Li 62b, C. Li62a, C-Q. Li 62c, H. Li 62a, H. Li 62b,
H. Li 14c, H. Li 62b, J. Li 62c, K. Li 138, L. Li 62c, M. Li 14a,14d, Q.Y. Li 62a, S. Li 14a,14d,
S. Li 62d,62c,d, T. Li 62b, X. Li 104, Z. Li 62b, Z. Li 126, Z. Li 104, Z. Li 92, Z. Li 14a,14d,
S. Liang14a,14d, Z. Liang 14a, M. Liberatore 48, B. Liberti 76a, K. Lie 64c, J. Lieber Marin 82b,
H. Lien 68, K. Lin 107, R.A. Linck 68, R.E. Lindley 7, J.H. Lindon 2, A. Linss 48,
E. Lipeles 128, A. Lipniacka 16, A. Lister 164, J.D. Little 4, B. Liu 14a, B.X. Liu 142,
D. Liu 62d,62c, J.B. Liu 62a, J.K.K. Liu 32, K. Liu 62d,62c, M. Liu 62a, M.Y. Liu 62a, P. Liu 14a,
Q. Liu 62d,138,62c, X. Liu 62a, Y. Liu 14c,14d, Y.L. Liu 106, Y.W. Liu 62a, M. Livan 73a,73b,
J. Llorente Merino 142, S.L. Lloyd 94, E.M. Lobodzinska 48, P. Loch 7, S. Loffredo 76a,76b,

53

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4168-3373
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3264-548X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8491-2570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2555-497X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4171-1768
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0511-2592
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4529-452X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3280-2350
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6830-4244
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8597-3834
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8785-7378
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9621-422X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1051-3833
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0387-6804
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8720-6615
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5954-3101
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6353-8452
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2350-1249
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8538-1647
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9608-2626
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1450-0009
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9635-1491
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4203-014X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3286-1326
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8883-9374
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5611-9543
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8545-5650
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1679-6907
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8096-7577
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7490-6890
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3476-8192
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4431-8400
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6854-2717
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4326-9742
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3780-1755
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0145-4747
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9999-2534
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8527-964X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2999-6150
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7391-5330
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1661-6873
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2748-4829
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9362-3973
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9580-0363
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6419-5829
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8484-2261
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6206-1912
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2486-7672
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1559-9285
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7584-078X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4559-6058
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8644-2349
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9090-5502
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0497-3550
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9612-4988
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6117-3816
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8560-8917
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3047-3146
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6901-9717
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8063-8765
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1553-2950
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4140-6360
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1859-6557
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8775-1194
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2023-5945
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8085-4505
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0486-2081
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0773-8775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3962-2099
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9291-5408
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9211-9775
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3640-8676
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7081-3275
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0352-3096
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8667-1814
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1772-6898
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0490-9209
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8057-9467
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3384-5053
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1012-4675
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6614-108X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0083-274X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6568-2047
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0294-3953
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7314-0990
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6226-8385
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4724-9017
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8625-5586
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7580-384X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0296-5899
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7440-0520
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6468-1381
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4487-6365
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0546-1634
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8515-1355
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1739-6596
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9958-949X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6169-0517
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9062-2257
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6408-2648
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9873-0228
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1808-0259
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6215-3326
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0964-6815
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9395-3430
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2116-4592
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8287-3961
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5791-0345
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1214-9262
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3664-2465
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0116-5494
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4087-1575
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9087-6230
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5270-0920
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8309-019X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1473-350X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4387-8756
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3036-5575
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3065-326X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3681-1588
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9174-6200
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3692-1410
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6042-8776
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7540-0012
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3932-016X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9392-3936
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1281-8462
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7924-1517
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8858-8440
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7243-0227
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5973-8729
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8717-4449
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0820-9998
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8523-5954
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6578-8618
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2623-6252
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4588-8325
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7183-8607
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1590-194X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3707-9010
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6206-8148
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4209-4194
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7509-7765
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9898-9253
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4357-7649
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0953-559X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5606-4164
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2958-986X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2337-0958
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9782-9920
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6212-5261
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0225-187X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8222-2066
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6828-9769
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9954-7898
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6595-1382
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8057-4351
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7197-9645
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0729-6487
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4980-6032
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6246-6787
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4815-5314
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1388-869X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6068-4473
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9541-0592
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9591-5622
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6098-0555
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2575-0743
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3211-067X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9035-9679
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4094-1273
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1501-7262
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9566-1850
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5977-6418
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9450-6568
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9398-1909
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5968-6954
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3353-2658
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0836-416X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7232-6315
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3365-6781
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7394-2408
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5560-0586
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9299-9020
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8590-8231
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9045-7853
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1406-1413
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2968-7841
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8126-3958
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0392-3663
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0335-503X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2994-2187
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1525-2695
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9560-1778
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6222-9642
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7241-2114
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9415-7903
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3105-7045
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8875-1399
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5770-4883
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5495-0656
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0244-4743
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0512-0856
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4679-0485
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8972-3066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7814-8596
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4317-3342
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1974-2229
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3495-7778
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1081-2032
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4732-5633
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2459-9068
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9346-6982
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4776-4123
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2545-0329
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6411-6107
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4317-3203
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6066-195X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1673-2794
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7879-3272
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7775-4300
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6975-102X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1189-3505
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9800-2626
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7096-2158
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0139-0149
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1561-3435
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0629-2131
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8444-8827
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6011-2851
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5779-5989
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0642-9169
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8884-2664
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2269-3632
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4593-0602
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2342-1452
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9490-7276
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3961-5016
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5982-7326
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8759-8564
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1552-3651
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9372-0730
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2823-9307
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0721-8331
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0065-5221
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3259-8775
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5359-4541
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5807-0501
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0056-7296
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0236-5404
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9815-8898
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5248-4391
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1366-5530
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3615-2332
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9190-4547
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4448-4679
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5877-0062
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0027-7969
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5073-2264
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9012-3431
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2005-671X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2516-5015


T. Lohse 18, K. Lohwasser 139, M. Lokajicek 131, J.D. Long 162, I. Longarini 160,
L. Longo 70a,70b, R. Longo 162, I. Lopez Paz 67, A. Lopez Solis 48, J. Lorenz 109,
N. Lorenzo Martinez 4, A.M. Lory 109, X. Lou 47a,47b, X. Lou 14a,14d, A. Lounis 66, J. Love 6,
P.A. Love 91, J.J. Lozano Bahilo 163, G. Lu 14a,14d, M. Lu 80, S. Lu 128, Y.J. Lu 65,
H.J. Lubatti 138, C. Luci 75a,75b, F.L. Lucio Alves 14c, A. Lucotte 60, F. Luehring 68, I. Luise 145,
O. Lukianchuk 66, O. Lundberg 144, B. Lund-Jensen 144, N.A. Luongo 123, M.S. Lutz 151,
D. Lynn 29, H. Lyons92, R. Lysak 131, E. Lytken 98, F. Lyu 14a, V. Lyubushkin 38,
T. Lyubushkina 38, M.M. Lyukova 145, H. Ma 29, L.L. Ma 62b, Y. Ma 96, D.M. Mac Donell 165,
G. Maccarrone 53, J.C. MacDonald 139, R. Madar 40, W.F. Mader 50, J. Maeda 84, T. Maeno 29,
M. Maerker 50, H. Maguire 139, D.J. Mahon 41, A. Maio 130a,130b,130d, K. Maj 85a,
O. Majersky 48, S. Majewski 123, N. Makovec 66, V. Maksimovic 15, B. Malaescu 127,
Pa. Malecki 86, V.P. Maleev 37, F. Malek 60, D. Malito 43b,43a, U. Mallik 80, C. Malone 32,
S. Maltezos10, S. Malyukov38, J. Mamuzic 13, G. Mancini 53, G. Manco 73a,73b, J.P. Mandalia 94,
I. Mandić 93, L. Manhaes de Andrade Filho 82a, I.M. Maniatis 169, J. Manjarres Ramos 50,
D.C. Mankad 169, A. Mann 109, B. Mansoulie 135, S. Manzoni 36, A. Marantis 152,
G. Marchiori 5, M. Marcisovsky 131, C. Marcon 71a,71b, M. Marinescu 20, M. Marjanovic 120,
E.J. Marshall 91, Z. Marshall 17a, S. Marti-Garcia 163, T.A. Martin 167, V.J. Martin 52,
B. Martin dit Latour 16, L. Martinelli 75a,75b, M. Martinez 13,t, P. Martinez Agullo 163,
V.I. Martinez Outschoorn 103, P. Martinez Suarez 13, S. Martin-Haugh 134, V.S. Martoiu 27b,
A.C. Martyniuk 96, A. Marzin 36, S.R. Maschek 110, D. Mascione 78a,78b, L. Masetti 100,
T. Mashimo 153, J. Masik 101, A.L. Maslennikov 37, L. Massa 23b, P. Massarotti 72a,72b,
P. Mastrandrea 74a,74b, A. Mastroberardino 43b,43a, T. Masubuchi 153, T. Mathisen 161,
N. Matsuzawa153, J. Maurer 27b, B. Maček 93, D.A. Maximov 37, R. Mazini 148, I. Maznas 152,e,
M. Mazza 107, S.M. Mazza 136, C. Mc Ginn 29, J.P. Mc Gowan 104, S.P. Mc Kee 106,
E.F. McDonald 105, A.E. McDougall 114, J.A. Mcfayden 146, G. Mchedlidze 149b,
R.P. Mckenzie 33g, T.C. Mclachlan 48, D.J. Mclaughlin 96, K.D. McLean 165, S.J. McMahon 134,
P.C. McNamara 105, C.M. Mcpartland 92, R.A. McPherson 165,w, T. Megy 40, S. Mehlhase 109,
A. Mehta 92, B. Meirose 45, D. Melini 150, B.R. Mellado Garcia 33g, A.H. Melo 55, F. Meloni 48,
E.D. Mendes Gouveia 130a, A.M. Mendes Jacques Da Costa 20, H.Y. Meng 155, L. Meng 91,
S. Menke 110, M. Mentink 36, E. Meoni 43b,43a, C. Merlassino 126, L. Merola 72a,72b,
C. Meroni 71a, G. Merz106, O. Meshkov 37, J. Metcalfe 6, A.S. Mete 6, C. Meyer 68,
J-P. Meyer 135, M. Michetti 18, R.P. Middleton 134, L. Mĳović 52, G. Mikenberg 169,
M. Mikestikova 131, M. Mikuž 93, H. Mildner 139, A. Milic 36, C.D. Milke 44, D.W. Miller 39,
L.S. Miller 34, A. Milov 169, D.A. Milstead47a,47b, T. Min14c, A.A. Minaenko 37,
I.A. Minashvili 149b, L. Mince 59, A.I. Mincer 117, B. Mindur 85a, M. Mineev 38, Y. Mino 87,
L.M. Mir 13, M. Miralles Lopez 163, M. Mironova 126, M.C. Missio 113, T. Mitani 168,
A. Mitra 167, V.A. Mitsou 163, O. Miu 155, P.S. Miyagawa 94, Y. Miyazaki89, A. Mizukami 83,
J.U. Mjörnmark 98, T. Mkrtchyan 63a, M. Mlinarevic 96, T. Mlinarevic 96, M. Mlynarikova 36,
T. Moa 47a,47b, S. Mobius 55, K. Mochizuki 108, P. Moder 48, P. Mogg 109,
A.F. Mohammed 14a,14d, S. Mohapatra 41, G. Mokgatitswane 33g, B. Mondal 141, S. Mondal 132,
K. Mönig 48, E. Monnier 102, L. Monsonis Romero163, J. Montejo Berlingen 83, M. Montella 119,
F. Monticelli 90, N. Morange 66, A.L. Moreira De Carvalho 130a, M. Moreno Llácer 163,
C. Moreno Martinez 56, P. Morettini 57b, S. Morgenstern 167, M. Morii 61, M. Morinaga 153,
A.K. Morley 36, F. Morodei 75a,75b, L. Morvaj 36, P. Moschovakos 36, B. Moser 36,
M. Mosidze149b, T. Moskalets 54, P. Moskvitina 113, J. Moss 31,n, E.J.W. Moyse 103,
O. Mtintsilana 33g, S. Muanza 102, J. Mueller 129, D. Muenstermann 91, R. Müller 19,
G.A. Mullier 161, J.J. Mullin128, D.P. Mungo 155, J.L. Munoz Martinez 13, D. Munoz Perez 163,

54

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9751-7633
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1833-9160
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8929-1243
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2115-9382
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0352-2854
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2357-7043
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3984-6452
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4300-7064
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0511-4766
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6530-1873
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7857-7606
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9657-0910
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8309-5548
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0867-2189
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4066-2087
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7743-3849
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7803-6674
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0613-140X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8133-3533
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7610-3952
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8814-1670
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2497-0509
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9285-7452
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7464-304X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1626-6255
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5992-0640
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8721-6901
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5028-3342
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3265-8371
https://orcid.org/0009-0004-1439-5151
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3867-0336
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6527-0253
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4515-0224
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9634-542X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2990-1673
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8141-3995
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7611-3728
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0136-233X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8329-7994
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8343-9809
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8916-6220
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9717-1508
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3577-9347
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5533-6300
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7234-9522
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3150-3124
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6875-6408
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4276-1046
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9084-3305
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0901-1817
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3773-8573
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6218-4309
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2640-5941
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9099-0009
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4819-9226
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8857-5770
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6871-3395
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5124-904X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9418-3941
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8813-3830
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8183-0468
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1028-8602
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0948-5775
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3996-4662
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7934-1649
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4325-7378
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3203-4243
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6158-2751
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9909-1111
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5038-5154
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0131-7523
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1792-6793
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4362-0088
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3896-5222
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5708-0510
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8497-9038
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5945-5518
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2488-0511
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7020-4098
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2655-7643
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0860-7897
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9889-8271
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4588-3578
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4468-0154
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3662-4694
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0786-2570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3897-6223
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1477-1645
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3053-8146
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3420-2105
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4466-3864
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3135-945X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8925-9518
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7102-6388
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6914-1168
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9457-1928
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4963-9441
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9080-2944
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4364-4351
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0917-1618
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8660-9893
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0038-5372
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5333-6016
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6813-8423
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4234-3111
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3735-7762
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9335-9690
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9853-0194
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8933-9494
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9984-8009
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6248-953X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5162-3713
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1449-0317
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8783-3758
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0954-0970
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8420-3742
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8273-9532
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3865-730X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1281-0193
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7551-3386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4551-4502
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8092-5331
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2489-2598
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9273-2564
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3534-4164
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9618-3689
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0930-5340
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2424-5697
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5475-2521
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3599-9075
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0676-324X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1477-1407
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9211-7019
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8569-7094
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1281-2060
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2619-9743
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0032-7022
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7018-682X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4838-1546
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3964-6736
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7075-2214
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7785-2047
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6305-8400
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7234-8351
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2901-6589
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8186-4032
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9769-0578
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6934-3752
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5445-5938
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1822-1114
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4779-3522
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6897-4651
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5454-3017
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5508-530X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3552-6566
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7497-0945
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3276-8941
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8396-9946
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0162-2891
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0460-3178
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1277-2596
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4119-6156
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0384-6955
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9173-8363
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4688-4174
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9485-9435
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5539-3233
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3863-3607
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8055-4692
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4688-3510
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3759-0588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6307-1418
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5511-2611
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2236-3879
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2984-8174
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4276-715X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7863-583X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6381-5723
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0494-9753
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9861-9140
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3714-0915
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1533-8886
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0287-8293
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4893-6778
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6672-0500
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7148-6859
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5786-3136
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3587-646X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6399-1732
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2028-1930
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7644-5984
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5911-6815
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6310-2149
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2135-9971
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2688-234X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5003-1919
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3006-6337
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9878-4373
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1025-3741
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6965-7380
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3169-7117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2551-5751
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9213-904X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5010-886X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6974-1443
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0047-7215
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1986-5720
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1113-3645
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5719-7655
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7139-7912
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7834-4781
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9324-057X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2129-1372
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0373-1346
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8251-7262
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2061-2904
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6993-9698
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6750-5060
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6508-3968
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7926-7650
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6729-4803
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4449-6178
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2168-4854
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1786-2075
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5099-4718
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6223-2497
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5835-0690
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6771-0937
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2567-7857
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2441-3366
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3215-6467


F.J. Munoz Sanchez 101, M. Murin 101, W.J. Murray 167,134, A. Murrone 71a,71b, J.M. Muse 120,
M. Muškinja 17a, C. Mwewa 29, A.G. Myagkov 37,a, A.J. Myers 8, A.A. Myers129, G. Myers 68,
M. Myska 132, B.P. Nachman 17a, O. Nackenhorst 49, A. Nag 50, K. Nagai 126, K. Nagano 83,
J.L. Nagle 29,af, E. Nagy 102, A.M. Nairz 36, Y. Nakahama 83, K. Nakamura 83, H. Nanjo 124,
R. Narayan 44, E.A. Narayanan 112, I. Naryshkin 37, M. Naseri 34, C. Nass 24, G. Navarro 22a,
J. Navarro-Gonzalez 163, R. Nayak 151, A. Nayaz 18, P.Y. Nechaeva 37, F. Nechansky 48,
L. Nedic 126, T.J. Neep 20, A. Negri 73a,73b, M. Negrini 23b, C. Nellist 113, C. Nelson 104,
K. Nelson 106, S. Nemecek 131, M. Nessi 36,h, M.S. Neubauer 162, F. Neuhaus 100,
J. Neundorf 48, R. Newhouse 164, P.R. Newman 20, C.W. Ng 129, Y.S. Ng18, Y.W.Y. Ng 48,
B. Ngair 35e, H.D.N. Nguyen 108, R.B. Nickerson 126, R. Nicolaidou 135, J. Nielsen 136,
M. Niemeyer 55, N. Nikiforou 36, V. Nikolaenko 37,a, I. Nikolic-Audit 127, K. Nikolopoulos 20,
P. Nilsson 29, I. Ninca 48, H.R. Nindhito 56, G. Ninio 151, A. Nisati 75a, N. Nishu 2,
R. Nisius 110, J-E. Nitschke 50, E.K. Nkadimeng 33g, S.J. Noacco Rosende 90, T. Nobe 153,
D.L. Noel 32, Y. Noguchi 87, T. Nommensen 147, M.A. Nomura29, M.B. Norfolk 139,
R.R.B. Norisam 96, B.J. Norman 34, J. Novak 93, T. Novak 48, O. Novgorodova 50,
L. Novotny 132, R. Novotny 112, L. Nozka 122, K. Ntekas 160, N.M.J. Nunes De Moura Junior 82b,
E. Nurse96, F.G. Oakham 34,ac, J. Ocariz 127, A. Ochi 84, I. Ochoa 130a, S. Oerdek 161,
J.T. Offermann 39, A. Ogrodnik 85a, A. Oh 101, C.C. Ohm 144, H. Oide 83, R. Oishi 153,
M.L. Ojeda 48, Y. Okazaki 87, M.W. O’Keefe92, Y. Okumura 153, A. Olariu27b,
L.F. Oleiro Seabra 130a, S.A. Olivares Pino 137e, D. Oliveira Damazio 29, D. Oliveira Goncalves 82a,
J.L. Oliver 160, M.J.R. Olsson 160, A. Olszewski 86, J. Olszowska 86,*, Ö.O. Öncel 54,
D.C. O’Neil 142, A.P. O’Neill 19, A. Onofre 130a,130e, P.U.E. Onyisi 11, M.J. Oreglia 39,
G.E. Orellana 90, D. Orestano 77a,77b, N. Orlando 13, R.S. Orr 155, V. O’Shea 59,
R. Ospanov 62a, G. Otero y Garzon 30, H. Otono 89, P.S. Ott 63a, G.J. Ottino 17a, M. Ouchrif 35d,
J. Ouellette 29,af, F. Ould-Saada 125, M. Owen 59, R.E. Owen 134, K.Y. Oyulmaz 21a,
V.E. Ozcan 21a, N. Ozturk 8, S. Ozturk 21d, J. Pacalt 122, H.A. Pacey 32, K. Pachal 51,
A. Pacheco Pages 13, C. Padilla Aranda 13, G. Padovano 75a,75b, S. Pagan Griso 17a,
G. Palacino 68, A. Palazzo 70a,70b, S. Palestini 36, J. Pan 172, T. Pan 64a, D.K. Panchal 11,
C.E. Pandini 114, J.G. Panduro Vazquez 95, H. Pang 14b, P. Pani 48, G. Panizzo 69a,69c,
L. Paolozzi 56, C. Papadatos 108, S. Parajuli 44, A. Paramonov 6, C. Paraskevopoulos 10,
D. Paredes Hernandez 64b, T.H. Park 155, M.A. Parker 32, F. Parodi 57b,57a, E.W. Parrish 115,
V.A. Parrish 52, J.A. Parsons 41, U. Parzefall 54, B. Pascual Dias 108, L. Pascual Dominguez 151,
V.R. Pascuzzi 17a, F. Pasquali 114, E. Pasqualucci 75a, S. Passaggio 57b, F. Pastore 95,
P. Pasuwan 47a,47b, P. Patel 86, J.R. Pater 101, T. Pauly 36, J. Pearkes 143, M. Pedersen 125,
R. Pedro 130a, S.V. Peleganchuk 37, O. Penc 36, E.A. Pender52, C. Peng 64b, H. Peng 62a,
K.E. Penski 109, M. Penzin 37, B.S. Peralva 82d,82d, A.P. Pereira Peixoto 60,
L. Pereira Sanchez 47a,47b, D.V. Perepelitsa 29,af, E. Perez Codina 156a, M. Perganti 10,
L. Perini 71a,71b,*, H. Pernegger 36, S. Perrella 36, A. Perrevoort 113, O. Perrin 40, K. Peters 48,
R.F.Y. Peters 101, B.A. Petersen 36, T.C. Petersen 42, E. Petit 102, V. Petousis 132,
C. Petridou 152,e, A. Petrukhin 141, M. Pettee 17a, N.E. Pettersson 36, A. Petukhov 37,
K. Petukhova 133, A. Peyaud 135, R. Pezoa 137f, L. Pezzotti 36, G. Pezzullo 172, T.M. Pham 170,
T. Pham 105, P.W. Phillips 134, M.W. Phipps 162, G. Piacquadio 145, E. Pianori 17a,
F. Piazza 71a,71b, R. Piegaia 30, D. Pietreanu 27b, A.D. Pilkington 101, M. Pinamonti 69a,69c,
J.L. Pinfold 2, B.C. Pinheiro Pereira 130a, C. Pitman Donaldson96, D.A. Pizzi 34,
L. Pizzimento 76a,76b, A. Pizzini 114, M.-A. Pleier 29, V. Plesanovs54, V. Pleskot 133,
E. Plotnikova38, G. Poddar 4, R. Poettgen 98, L. Poggioli 127, I. Pogrebnyak 107, D. Pohl 24,
I. Pokharel 55, S. Polacek 133, G. Polesello 73a, A. Poley 142,156a, R. Polifka 132, A. Polini 23b,

55

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6374-458X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2388-1969
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1710-6306
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5399-2478
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2585-3793
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8442-2718
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3504-0366
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4189-4250
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1691-4643
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2562-0930
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0982-3380
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1024-0932
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2191-2725
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6480-6079
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4285-0578
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2741-0627
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0056-6613
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5420-9537
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3561-0880
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3133-7100
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1560-0434
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0703-103X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8642-5119
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6042-6781
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6412-4801
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9191-8164
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8098-4948
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5108-0042
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4172-7965
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6988-0606
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1418-3437
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5910-4117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2684-9024
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7672-7367
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0056-8651
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7386-901X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0101-6963
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5171-8579
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5713-3803
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4194-1790
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8978-7150
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7316-0118
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8434-9274
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3819-2453
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8565-0015
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8026-3836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6252-266X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8190-4017
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9135-1321
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5807-8535
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4326-9283
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2157-9061
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3723-1745
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9175-4419
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4222-8284
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1267-7740
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6545-1820
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1681-1118
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3048-489X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6848-7463
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8158-8966
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3108-9477
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4014-7253
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5080-2293
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9048-1332
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2257-0074
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0174-4816
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0800-7963
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-1836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5809-325X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8889-427X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3113-3127
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4542-6385
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7984-5783
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4129-5736
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5736-1398
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3195-8903
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3053-0913
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6536-0179
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5165-8425
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1630-694X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8774-7099
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9252-6509
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0828-6085
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2866-1049
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2262-0780
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2024-5609
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6156-1790
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8763-0096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6468-518X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6025-4833
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9025-0422
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8015-7512
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2173-3233
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6930-7789
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3834-7830
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2677-5827
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7613-5572
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9320-8825
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4616-6973
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8601-2074
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1943-9561
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0713-6627
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4154-8139
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3368-5475
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0520-9500
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8772-1705
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0325-472X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8104-7227
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3471-2703
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4201-7997
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6203-2209
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4753-4048
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5103-5527
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0616-245X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8690-9746
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7183-1205
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5091-9216
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4803-5280
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0760-5988
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1052-7925
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8083-6411
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2954-1420
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0582-3765
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9404-835X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6820-0488
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2684-1399
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5533-9621
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4643-6347
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1125-6784
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6533-6144
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0148-7207
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2325-6792
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8332-243X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8210-1734
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7951-0166
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0014-3901
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0999-5019
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0278-9941
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9794-2851
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4110-096X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0664-9199
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4700-1516
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5732-9948
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3838-1307
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2605-8940
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1946-1769
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2149-3791
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0352-4833
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9281-1972
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3160-3077
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1499-3990
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6492-3061
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2858-9182
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3179-8524
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1910-0541
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9798-8411
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7160-4720
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5954-0974
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5164-9414
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9470-6017
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4858-6560
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7673-1067
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4701-9481
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3167-8773
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0707-7046
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8160-2545
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9200-5738
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5962-7826
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2987-2964
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7467-2470
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0598-5035
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9082-035X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5205-4065
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4281-0119
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7139-9587
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0907-7592
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-3981
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3451-2237
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3461-0945
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8082-424X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0928-3129
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1664-5658
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3424-7338
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7913-3313
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8732-6908
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0426-6538
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3451-9938
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3715-0523
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6418-8784
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4955-5130
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6343-447X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2078-6541
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7654-1677
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1702-7544
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7380-6123
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0221-3037
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3059-735X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5575-6476
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5957-6133
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0533-2277
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9208-3218
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7451-3544
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8126-9575
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0654-8398
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8933-8689
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3344-791X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3802-8944
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6653-1555
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2436-6317
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8859-1313
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3651-4081
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5367-8961
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4531-2900
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9233-5892
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3664-8912
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7850-8005
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1381-5949
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8007-0778
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5282-5050
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2397-4196
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9639-7887
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5193-1567
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1814-2758
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8891-1842
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9461-3494
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5435-497X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7424-4161
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3304-0987
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3210-6646
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3817-0879
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3332-1113
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7915-0161
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9929-9713
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8636-0186
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4063-0408
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1036-3844
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4986-6628


C.S. Pollard 167, Z.B. Pollock 119, V. Polychronakos 29, E. Pompa Pacchi 75a,75b,
D. Ponomarenko 113, L. Pontecorvo 36, S. Popa 27a, G.A. Popeneciu 27d,
D.M. Portillo Quintero 156a, S. Pospisil 132, P. Postolache 27c, K. Potamianos 126, P.P. Potepa 85a,
I.N. Potrap 38, C.J. Potter 32, H. Potti 1, T. Poulsen 48, J. Poveda 163, M.E. Pozo Astigarraga 36,
A. Prades Ibanez 163, M.M. Prapa 46, J. Pretel 54, D. Price 101, M. Primavera 70a,
M.A. Principe Martin 99, R. Privara 122, M.L. Proffitt 138, N. Proklova 128, K. Prokofiev 64c,
G. Proto 76a,76b, S. Protopopescu 29, J. Proudfoot 6, M. Przybycien 85a, J.E. Puddefoot 139,
D. Pudzha 37, P. Puzo66, D. Pyatiizbyantseva 37, J. Qian 106, D. Qichen 101, Y. Qin 101,
T. Qiu 94, A. Quadt 55, M. Queitsch-Maitland 101, G. Quetant 56, G. Rabanal Bolanos 61,
D. Rafanoharana 54, F. Ragusa 71a,71b, J.L. Rainbolt 39, J.A. Raine 56, S. Rajagopalan 29,
E. Ramakoti 37, K. Ran 48,14d, N.P. Rapheeha 33g, V. Raskina 127, D.F. Rassloff 63a, S. Rave 100,
B. Ravina 55, I. Ravinovich 169, M. Raymond 36, A.L. Read 125, N.P. Readioff 139,
D.M. Rebuzzi 73a,73b, A. Redelbach 166, G. Redlinger 29, K. Reeves 45, J.A. Reidelsturz 171,
D. Reikher 151, A. Rej 141, C. Rembser 36, A. Renardi 48, M. Renda 27b, M.B. Rendel110,
F. Renner 48, A.G. Rennie 59, S. Resconi 71a, M. Ressegotti 57b,57a, E.D. Resseguie 17a,
S. Rettie 36, J.G. Reyes Rivera 107, B. Reynolds119, E. Reynolds 17a, M. Rezaei Estabragh 171,
O.L. Rezanova 37, P. Reznicek 133, N. Ribaric 91, E. Ricci 78a,78b, R. Richter 110,
S. Richter 47a,47b, E. Richter-Was 85b, M. Ridel 127, S. Ridouani 35d, P. Rieck 117, P. Riedler 36,
M. Rĳssenbeek 145, A. Rimoldi 73a,73b, M. Rimoldi 48, L. Rinaldi 23b,23a, T.T. Rinn 29,
M.P. Rinnagel 109, G. Ripellino 144, I. Riu 13, P. Rivadeneira 48, J.C. Rivera Vergara 165,
F. Rizatdinova 121, E. Rizvi 94, C. Rizzi 56, B.A. Roberts 167, B.R. Roberts 17a,
S.H. Robertson 104,w, M. Robin 48, D. Robinson 32, C.M. Robles Gajardo137f,
M. Robles Manzano 100, A. Robson 59, A. Rocchi 76a,76b, C. Roda 74a,74b, S. Rodriguez Bosca 63a,
Y. Rodriguez Garcia 22a, A. Rodriguez Rodriguez 54, A.M. Rodríguez Vera 156b, S. Roe36,
J.T. Roemer 160, A.R. Roepe-Gier 120, J. Roggel 171, O. Røhne 125, R.A. Rojas 103, B. Roland 54,
C.P.A. Roland 68, J. Roloff 29, A. Romaniouk 37, E. Romano 73a,73b, M. Romano 23b,
A.C. Romero Hernandez 162, N. Rompotis 92, L. Roos 127, S. Rosati 75a, B.J. Rosser 39,
E. Rossi 4, E. Rossi 72a,72b, L.P. Rossi 57b, L. Rossini 48, R. Rosten 119, M. Rotaru 27b,
B. Rottler 54, C. Rougier 102, D. Rousseau 66, D. Rousso 32, G. Rovelli 73a,73b, A. Roy 162,
S. Roy-Garand 155, A. Rozanov 102, Y. Rozen 150, X. Ruan 33g, A. Rubio Jimenez 163,
A.J. Ruby 92, V.H. Ruelas Rivera 18, T.A. Ruggeri 1, F. Rühr 54, A. Ruiz-Martinez 163,
A. Rummler 36, Z. Rurikova 54, N.A. Rusakovich 38, H.L. Russell 165, J.P. Rutherfoord 7,
K. Rybacki91, M. Rybar 133, E.B. Rye 125, A. Ryzhov 37, J.A. Sabater Iglesias 56, P. Sabatini 163,
L. Sabetta 75a,75b, H.F-W. Sadrozinski 136, F. Safai Tehrani 75a, B. Safarzadeh Samani 146,
M. Safdari 143, S. Saha 104, M. Sahinsoy 110, M. Saimpert 135, M. Saito 153, T. Saito 153,
D. Salamani 36, G. Salamanna 77a,77b, A. Salnikov 143, J. Salt 163, A. Salvador Salas 13,
D. Salvatore 43b,43a, F. Salvatore 146, A. Salzburger 36, D. Sammel 54, D. Sampsonidis 152,e,
D. Sampsonidou 62d,62c, J. Sánchez 163, A. Sanchez Pineda 4, V. Sanchez Sebastian 163,
H. Sandaker 125, C.O. Sander 48, J.A. Sandesara 103, M. Sandhoff 171, C. Sandoval 22b,
D.P.C. Sankey 134, T. Sano 87, A. Sansoni 53, L. Santi 75a,75b, C. Santoni 40, H. Santos 130a,130b,
S.N. Santpur 17a, A. Santra 169, K.A. Saoucha 139, J.G. Saraiva 130a,130d, J. Sardain 7,
O. Sasaki 83, K. Sato 157, C. Sauer63b, F. Sauerburger 54, E. Sauvan 4, P. Savard 155,ac,
R. Sawada 153, C. Sawyer 134, L. Sawyer 97, I. Sayago Galvan163, C. Sbarra 23b, A. Sbrizzi 23b,23a,
T. Scanlon 96, J. Schaarschmidt 138, P. Schacht 110, D. Schaefer 39, U. Schäfer 100,
A.C. Schaffer 66,44, D. Schaile 109, R.D. Schamberger 145, E. Schanet 109, C. Scharf 18,
M.M. Schefer 19, V.A. Schegelsky 37, D. Scheirich 133, F. Schenck 18, M. Schernau 160,
C. Scheulen 55, C. Schiavi 57b,57a, Z.M. Schillaci 26, E.J. Schioppa 70a,70b, M. Schioppa 43b,43a,

56

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3690-3960
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6285-0658
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4051-0828
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4528-6594
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4213-1511
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2284-3765
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9275-4536
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9783-7736
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7042-4058
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5424-9096
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8797-012X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7839-9785
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1325-7214
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0375-6909
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9815-5208
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0800-9902
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7207-6029
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8144-1964
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3069-3077
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1418-2012
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6778-9403
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7385-8874
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2750-9977
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6866-3818
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5085-2717
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2239-0586
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0323-8252
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5237-0201
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2177-6401
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3069-7297
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7432-8242
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1032-9945
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9235-2649
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9514-3597
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7026-1412
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6659-8506
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4813-8167
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0117-7831
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6960-502X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5047-3031
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0098-384X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4643-515X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2957-3449
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1526-5848
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7151-3343
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4064-0489
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7394-0464
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5987-4648
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6543-1520
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4495-4335
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3119-9924
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8022-9697
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5773-6380
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5756-4558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0050-8053
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1622-6640
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9348-4363
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8225-1142
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5751-6636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3427-0688
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4461-3880
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8102-9686
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6437-9991
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3504-4882
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8507-4065
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5758-579X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5471-0118
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6139-2210
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4021-6482
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0429-6959
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9475-3075
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8485-3734
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2313-4020
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6777-1761
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7739-6176
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7092-3893
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8335-0505
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1506-5750
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3308-8067
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7141-0304
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4017-9829
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3212-3681
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4222-9976
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8981-1966
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6613-4448
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3823-9039
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2601-7420
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9740-7549
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0290-0566
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4871-8543
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3476-1575
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3590-7908
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1165-7940
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9608-9940
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1295-1538
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4931-0459
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4053-5144
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3742-4582
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7213-3844
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8149-4561
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2041-6236
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9834-2671
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6120-2325
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5904-0582
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5235-8256
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4096-8393
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1390-7141
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6169-4868
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7701-8864
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1659-8284
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3125-8333
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3020-4114
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4571-2509
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2729-6086
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1590-2352
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9609-3306
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8794-3209
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5933-9357
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5749-3876
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7744-9584
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6888-9462
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3397-6475
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2084-369X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6479-3079
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9241-1189
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3154-7386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6609-7250
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9434-1380
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2577-1875
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7151-9983
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0838-5980
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7492-831X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2146-677X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9476-9854
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3104-7971
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0424-5729
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9095-7142
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4088-6275
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6762-2213
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9853-7468
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7613-8063
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1427-6668
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3430-8746
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0116-1012
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1966-8567
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0504-1453
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6969-0634
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5621-6677
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9085-2175
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6978-5964
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2116-048X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9941-1966
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4452-620X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5742-2541
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8945-8760
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3051-9607
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1927-5322
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4181-0678
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4682-0667
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6033-004X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7088-1745
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0623-7426
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2328-1952
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0159-697X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0865-5891
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0019-5410
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7796-0120
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0338-9707
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8323-7318
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9296-1498
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7400-7286
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3765-1320
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5564-0935
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2567-6392
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8780-5885
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0861-0052
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3623-0161
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4181-2788
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5041-5659
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8564-2373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3709-1554
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6004-3510
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4484-1410
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9571-2304
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0384-7672
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9913-310X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8241-7835
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4143-6201
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5235-4095
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2576-259X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6016-8011
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7601-8528
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1038-723X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0955-4213
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8655-0609
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9166-099X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1766-2791
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1642-7186
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1710-9291
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6467-9970
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4644-2579
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9150-640X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7006-0864
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6932-2804
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2910-3906
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8988-4065
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8794-3228
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1921-2647
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5606-0107
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2226-9874
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2027-1428
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8295-0605
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8236-5251
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1934-3041
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2746-525X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0433-6439
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7215-7977
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8637-6134
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4489-9145
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2586-7554
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7822-9663
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1218-425X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8719-4682
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0294-1205
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8403-8924
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1870-1967
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6012-7191
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8279-4753
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0859-4312
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9142-1948
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0957-4994
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6978-5323
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1369-9944
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0628-0579


B. Schlag 100, K.E. Schleicher 54, S. Schlenker 36, J. Schmeing 171, M.A. Schmidt 171,
K. Schmieden 100, C. Schmitt 100, S. Schmitt 48, L. Schoeffel 135, A. Schoening 63b,
P.G. Scholer 54, E. Schopf 126, M. Schott 100, J. Schovancova 36, S. Schramm 56,
F. Schroeder 171, H-C. Schultz-Coulon 63a, M. Schumacher 54, B.A. Schumm 136, Ph. Schune 135,
H.R. Schwartz 136, A. Schwartzman 143, T.A. Schwarz 106, Ph. Schwemling 135,
R. Schwienhorst 107, A. Sciandra 136, G. Sciolla 26, F. Scuri 74a, F. Scutti105, C.D. Sebastiani 92,
K. Sedlaczek 49, P. Seema 18, S.C. Seidel 112, A. Seiden 136, B.D. Seidlitz 41, C. Seitz 48,
J.M. Seixas 82b, G. Sekhniaidze 72a, S.J. Sekula 44, L. Selem 4, N. Semprini-Cesari 23b,23a,
S. Sen 51, D. Sengupta 56, V. Senthilkumar 163, L. Serin 66, L. Serkin 69a,69b, M. Sessa 77a,77b,
H. Severini 120, F. Sforza 57b,57a, A. Sfyrla 56, E. Shabalina 55, R. Shaheen 144,
J.D. Shahinian 128, D. Shaked Renous 169, L.Y. Shan 14a, M. Shapiro 17a, A. Sharma 36,
A.S. Sharma 164, P. Sharma 80, S. Sharma 48, P.B. Shatalov 37, K. Shaw 146, S.M. Shaw 101,
Q. Shen 62c,5, P. Sherwood 96, L. Shi 96, C.O. Shimmin 172, Y. Shimogama 168, J.D. Shinner 95,
I.P.J. Shipsey 126, S. Shirabe 60, M. Shiyakova 38, J. Shlomi 169, M.J. Shochet 39, J. Shojaii 105,
D.R. Shope 125, S. Shrestha 119,ag, E.M. Shrif 33g, M.J. Shroff 165, P. Sicho 131,
A.M. Sickles 162, E. Sideras Haddad 33g, A. Sidoti 23b, F. Siegert 50, Dj. Sĳacki 15,
R. Sikora 85a, F. Sili 90, J.M. Silva 20, M.V. Silva Oliveira 36, S.B. Silverstein 47a, S. Simion66,
R. Simoniello 36, E.L. Simpson 59, H. Simpson 146, L.R. Simpson 106, N.D. Simpson98,
S. Simsek 21d, S. Sindhu 55, P. Sinervo 155, S. Singh 142, S. Singh 155, S. Sinha 48,
S. Sinha 33g, M. Sioli 23b,23a, I. Siral 36, S.Yu. Sivoklokov 37,*, J. Sjölin 47a,47b, A. Skaf 55,
E. Skorda 98, P. Skubic 120, M. Slawinska 86, V. Smakhtin169, B.H. Smart 134, J. Smiesko 36,
S.Yu. Smirnov 37, Y. Smirnov 37, L.N. Smirnova 37,a, O. Smirnova 98, A.C. Smith 41,
E.A. Smith 39, H.A. Smith 126, J.L. Smith 92, R. Smith143, M. Smizanska 91, K. Smolek 132,
A. Smykiewicz 86, A.A. Snesarev 37, H.L. Snoek 114, S. Snyder 29, R. Sobie 165,w, A. Soffer 151,
C.A. Solans Sanchez 36, E.Yu. Soldatov 37, U. Soldevila 163, A.A. Solodkov 37, S. Solomon 54,
A. Soloshenko 38, K. Solovieva 54, O.V. Solovyanov 40, V. Solovyev 37, P. Sommer 36,
A. Sonay 13, W.Y. Song 156b, J.M. Sonneveld 114, A. Sopczak 132, A.L. Sopio 96,
F. Sopkova 28b, V. Sothilingam63a, S. Sottocornola 68, R. Soualah 116b, Z. Soumaimi 35e,
D. South 48, S. Spagnolo 70a,70b, M. Spalla 110, F. Spanò 95, D. Sperlich 54, G. Spigo 36,
M. Spina 146, S. Spinali 91, D.P. Spiteri 59, M. Spousta 133, E.J. Staats 34, A. Stabile 71a,71b,
R. Stamen 63a, M. Stamenkovic 114, A. Stampekis 20, M. Standke 24, E. Stanecka 86,
M.V. Stange 50, B. Stanislaus 17a, M.M. Stanitzki 48, M. Stankaityte 126, B. Stapf 48,
E.A. Starchenko 37, G.H. Stark 136, J. Stark 102, D.M. Starko156b, P. Staroba 131,
P. Starovoitov 63a, S. Stärz 104, R. Staszewski 86, G. Stavropoulos 46, J. Steentoft 161,
P. Steinberg 29, A.L. Steinhebel 123, B. Stelzer 142,156a, H.J. Stelzer 129, O. Stelzer-Chilton 156a,
H. Stenzel 58, T.J. Stevenson 146, G.A. Stewart 36, M.C. Stockton 36, G. Stoicea 27b,
M. Stolarski 130a, S. Stonjek 110, A. Straessner 50, J. Strandberg 144, S. Strandberg 47a,47b,
M. Strauss 120, T. Strebler 102, P. Strizenec 28b, R. Ströhmer 166, D.M. Strom 123, L.R. Strom 48,
R. Stroynowski 44, A. Strubig 47a,47b, S.A. Stucci 29, B. Stugu 16, J. Stupak 120, N.A. Styles 48,
D. Su 143, S. Su 62a, W. Su 62d,138,62c, X. Su 62a,66, K. Sugizaki 153, V.V. Sulin 37,
M.J. Sullivan 92, D.M.S. Sultan 78a,78b, L. Sultanaliyeva 37, S. Sultansoy 3b, T. Sumida 87,
S. Sun 106, S. Sun 170, O. Sunneborn Gudnadottir 161, M.R. Sutton 146, M. Svatos 131,
M. Swiatlowski 156a, T. Swirski 166, I. Sykora 28a, M. Sykora 133, T. Sykora 133, D. Ta 100,
K. Tackmann 48,u, A. Taffard 160, R. Tafirout 156a, J.S. Tafoya Vargas 66, R.H.M. Taibah 127,
R. Takashima 88, K. Takeda 84, E.P. Takeva 52, Y. Takubo 83, M. Talby 102, A.A. Talyshev 37,
K.C. Tam 64b, N.M. Tamir151, A. Tanaka 153, J. Tanaka 153, R. Tanaka 66, M. Tanasini 57b,57a,
J. Tang62c, Z. Tao 164, S. Tapia Araya 137f, S. Tapprogge 100, A. Tarek Abouelfadl Mohamed 107,

57

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1284-4169
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2917-7032
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5239-3609
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2855-9549
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4467-2461
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1978-4928
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1471-690X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8387-1853
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8081-2353
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4499-7215
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2882-9796
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9340-2214
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4235-7265
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0016-5246
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9031-6751
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7289-1186
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0860-7240
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1733-8388
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5394-0317
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3971-9595
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5014-1245
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6680-8366
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5660-2690
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0989-5675
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6348-5410
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7163-501X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8482-1775
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9569-3089
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1073-035X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2052-2386
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3727-5636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1181-3061
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4311-8597
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4703-000X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4622-6091
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5148-7363
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4116-5309
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3199-4699
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8739-8554
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3946-377X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1240-9586
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2676-3498
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9783-8878
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3238-5382
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4749-5250
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1402-7525
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3316-846X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4065-7352
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3003-9905
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4849-556X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2673-8527
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1325-3432
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5376-1546
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9134-5925
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8540-9654
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5211-7177
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2250-4181
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3454-9558
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0190-7558
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7530-4162
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9182-0634
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8958-7826
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4085-1227
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6621-4111
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9532-5075
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2228-2251
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3066-2788
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3523-390X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4050-6420
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3191-0061
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4775-9669
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2628-3470
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3017-826X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9449-0412
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9453-9415
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7249-7456
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8352-7227
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0456-786X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5428-813X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3246-0330
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3206-395X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3277-1999
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2893-6412
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5809-9424
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5185-2367
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6035-8109
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5987-2984
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2285-478X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7734-7617
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2042-6394
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9899-7413
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3354-6088
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4689-3903
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9650-3846
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1235-5178
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5128-2373
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7710-4073
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5641-5713
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3600-2804
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2438-3785
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0912-9121
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4554-1831
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0868-8164
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5285-8995
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3614-026X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3973-9382
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6342-9283
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9386-9092
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7192-4097
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3725-2984
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6778-073X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2891-0781
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0447-2975
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2517-531X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2488-407X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6480-6829
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2799-6672
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4231-6241
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3777-4734
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5996-7000
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6088-7094
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9067-8362
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4579-2120
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8610-8423
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7430-7599
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0749-2146
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0518-4086
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0694-3272
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7674-7878
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2737-8674
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7378-4454
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9946-8188
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2168-9137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2598-5657
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9402-6329
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1703-7304
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4435-4962
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1338-2741
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8362-4414
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6981-0544
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9116-880X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6171-1119
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1430-5994
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0124-3410
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8120-478X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0786-6304
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7482-6348
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5813-1693
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6551-1878
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4454-6999
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4183-2594
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0418-4199
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9469-1583
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9226-2539
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5644-9526
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6719-9726
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6868-8329
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7282-949X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2251-0610
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7666-7544
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2610-9608
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2546-0516
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4132-7205
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9007-7658
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7561-1960
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2224-719X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5374-6402
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8495-0630
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6616-3433
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1217-672X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6009-6321
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1990-0992
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2908-3909
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7708-9259
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8549-6855
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5999-9769
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5349-8370
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4080-2919
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4091-1784
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0690-8573
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0791-9728
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4185-6484
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2399-8945
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0182-7088
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9679-0323
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7511-4614
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0276-8059
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7582-6227
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2460-6659
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8913-0981
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7253-7497
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0465-5472
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6972-7473
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0958-7656
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0062-2438
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8302-386X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4496-1626
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7863-3778
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2382-6951
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1639-4484
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1728-9272
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9610-0783
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6976-9457
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6980-0215
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7356-4961
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7755-5280
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9155-3898
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4364-006X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3943-2495
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4807-6448
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2925-279X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0059-0165
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2340-748X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2685-6187
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8802-7184
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5295-6563
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6277-1877
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4893-8041
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7199-3383
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7287-0468
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4679-6767
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3447-5621
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4422-6493
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9585-7215
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0918-9175
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3917-3761
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5800-4798
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3425-794X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0703-4452
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7002-0590
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1466-6869
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2611-8563
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3142-030X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3143-8510
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9985-6033
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8560-3756
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1433-2140
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9166-7083
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9994-5802
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9929-1797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6313-4175
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0362-8795
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3659-7270
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1251-3332
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9252-7605


S. Tarem 150, K. Tariq 62b, G. Tarna 102,27b, G.F. Tartarelli 71a, P. Tas 133, M. Tasevsky 131,
E. Tassi 43b,43a, A.C. Tate 162, G. Tateno 153, Y. Tayalati 35e,v, G.N. Taylor 105, W. Taylor 156b,
H. Teagle92, A.S. Tee 170, R. Teixeira De Lima 143, P. Teixeira-Dias 95, J.J. Teoh 155,
K. Terashi 153, J. Terron 99, S. Terzo 13, M. Testa 53, R.J. Teuscher 155,w, A. Thaler 79,
O. Theiner 56, N. Themistokleous 52, T. Theveneaux-Pelzer 18, O. Thielmann 171, D.W. Thomas95,
J.P. Thomas 20, E.A. Thompson 17a, P.D. Thompson 20, E. Thomson 128, E.J. Thorpe 94,
Y. Tian 55, V. Tikhomirov 37,a, Yu.A. Tikhonov 37, S. Timoshenko37, E.X.L. Ting 1, P. Tipton 172,
S. Tisserant 102, S.H. Tlou 33g, A. Tnourji 40, K. Todome 23b,23a, S. Todorova-Nova 133, S. Todt50,
M. Togawa 83, J. Tojo 89, S. Tokár 28a, K. Tokushuku 83, O. Toldaiev 68, R. Tombs 32,
M. Tomoto 83,111, L. Tompkins 143, K.W. Topolnicki 85b, P. Tornambe 103, E. Torrence 123,
H. Torres 50, E. Torró Pastor 163, M. Toscani 30, C. Tosciri 39, M. Tost 11, D.R. Tovey 139,
A. Traeet16, I.S. Trandafir 27b, T. Trefzger 166, A. Tricoli 29, I.M. Trigger 156a,
S. Trincaz-Duvoid 127, D.A. Trischuk 26, B. Trocmé 60, C. Troncon 71a, L. Truong 33c,
M. Trzebinski 86, A. Trzupek 86, F. Tsai 145, M. Tsai 106, A. Tsiamis 152,e, P.V. Tsiareshka37,
S. Tsigaridas 156a, A. Tsirigotis 152,s, V. Tsiskaridze 145, E.G. Tskhadadze149a, M. Tsopoulou 152,e,
Y. Tsujikawa 87, I.I. Tsukerman 37, V. Tsulaia 17a, S. Tsuno 83, O. Tsur150, D. Tsybychev 145,
Y. Tu 64b, A. Tudorache 27b, V. Tudorache 27b, A.N. Tuna 36, S. Turchikhin 38, I. Turk Cakir 3a,
R. Turra 71a, T. Turtuvshin 38,x, P.M. Tuts 41, S. Tzamarias 152,e, P. Tzanis 10, E. Tzovara 100,
K. Uchida153, F. Ukegawa 157, P.A. Ulloa Poblete 137c, E.N. Umaka 29, G. Unal 36, M. Unal 11,
A. Undrus 29, G. Unel 160, J. Urban 28b, P. Urquĳo 105, G. Usai 8, R. Ushioda 154,
M. Usman 108, Z. Uysal 21b, L. Vacavant 102, V. Vacek 132, B. Vachon 104, K.O.H. Vadla 125,
T. Vafeiadis 36, A. Vaitkus 96, C. Valderanis 109, E. Valdes Santurio 47a,47b, M. Valente 156a,
S. Valentinetti 23b,23a, A. Valero 163, A. Vallier 102, J.A. Valls Ferrer 163, D.R. Van Arneman 114,
T.R. Van Daalen 138, P. Van Gemmeren 6, M. Van Rĳnbach 125,36, S. Van Stroud 96,
I. Van Vulpen 114, M. Vanadia 76a,76b, W. Vandelli 36, M. Vandenbroucke 135, E.R. Vandewall 121,
D. Vannicola 151, L. Vannoli 57b,57a, R. Vari 75a, E.W. Varnes 7, C. Varni 17a, T. Varol 148,
D. Varouchas 66, L. Varriale 163, K.E. Varvell 147, M.E. Vasile 27b, L. Vaslin40, G.A. Vasquez 165,
F. Vazeille 40, T. Vazquez Schroeder 36, J. Veatch 31, V. Vecchio 101, M.J. Veen 103,
I. Veliscek 126, L.M. Veloce 155, F. Veloso 130a,130c, S. Veneziano 75a, A. Ventura 70a,70b,
A. Verbytskyi 110, M. Verducci 74a,74b, C. Vergis 24, M. Verissimo De Araujo 82b,
W. Verkerke 114, J.C. Vermeulen 114, C. Vernieri 143, P.J. Verschuuren 95, M. Vessella 103,
M.C. Vetterli 142,ac, A. Vgenopoulos 152,e, N. Viaux Maira 137f, T. Vickey 139,
O.E. Vickey Boeriu 139, G.H.A. Viehhauser 126, L. Vigani 63b, M. Villa 23b,23a,
M. Villaplana Perez 163, E.M. Villhauer52, E. Vilucchi 53, M.G. Vincter 34, G.S. Virdee 20,
A. Vishwakarma 52, C. Vittori 36, I. Vivarelli 146, V. Vladimirov167, E. Voevodina 110,
F. Vogel 109, P. Vokac 132, J. Von Ahnen 48, E. Von Toerne 24, B. Vormwald 36, V. Vorobel 133,
K. Vorobev 37, M. Vos 163, K. Voss 141, J.H. Vossebeld 92, M. Vozak 114, L. Vozdecky 94,
N. Vranjes 15, M. Vranjes Milosavljevic 15, M. Vreeswĳk 114, R. Vuillermet 36, O. Vujinovic 100,
I. Vukotic 39, S. Wada 157, C. Wagner103, W. Wagner 171, S. Wahdan 171, H. Wahlberg 90,
R. Wakasa 157, M. Wakida 111, V.M. Walbrecht 110, J. Walder 134, R. Walker 109,
W. Walkowiak 141, A.M. Wang 61, A.Z. Wang 170, C. Wang 100, C. Wang 62c, H. Wang 17a,
J. Wang 64a, R.-J. Wang 100, R. Wang 61, R. Wang 6, S.M. Wang 148, S. Wang 62b,
T. Wang 62a, W.T. Wang 80, X. Wang 14c, X. Wang 162, X. Wang 62c, Y. Wang 62d,
Y. Wang 14c, Z. Wang 106, Z. Wang 62d,51,62c, Z. Wang 106, A. Warburton 104, R.J. Ward 20,
N. Warrack 59, A.T. Watson 20, H. Watson 59, M.F. Watson 20, G. Watts 138, B.M. Waugh 96,
A.F. Webb 11, C. Weber 29, H.A. Weber 18, M.S. Weber 19, S.M. Weber 63a, C. Wei62a,
Y. Wei 126, A.R. Weidberg 126, J. Weingarten 49, M. Weirich 100, C. Weiser 54, C.J. Wells 48,

58

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9296-7272
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0584-8700
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5060-2208
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4244-502X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5785-7548
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1535-9732
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3335-6500
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1583-2611
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3348-0234
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8760-7259
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1831-4871
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6596-9125
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3587-187X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5545-6513
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9977-3836
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4803-5213
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6520-8070
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0132-5723
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3388-3906
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1274-8967
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8768-2272
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0134-4377
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6558-7311
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1882-5572
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9746-4172
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9454-2481
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6965-6604
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7050-8203
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6239-7715
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6031-2768
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1594-9350
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8739-9250
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9634-0581
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8023-6448
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5886-6339
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3698-3585
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0294-6727
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4934-1661
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2674-9274
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2445-1132
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2433-231X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1128-4200
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4666-3208
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8777-0590
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8262-1577
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8286-8780
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1824-034X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4603-2070
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8127-9653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9312-1842
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1129-9792
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2911-8910
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0822-1206
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5507-7924
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9898-480X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6485-2227
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1647-4329
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5543-6192
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1094-6409
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9820-1729
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8224-6105
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6127-5847
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5913-0828
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6204-4445
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9500-2487
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7997-8524
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8249-7150
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5151-7101
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6938-5867
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7878-6435
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4728-9150
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8761-4632
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6393-2302
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6632-0440
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2119-8875
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9104-2884
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8784-5684
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8965-6676
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8157-6711
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2055-4364
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8212-6894
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5865-183X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6307-1437
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5384-3843
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7672-7754
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6506-3123
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0726-5648
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8740-796X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9471-8627
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6131-5725
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8363-1072
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6828-1599
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0410-0055
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9813-7931
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0789-7581
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7725-8227
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8130-7423
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1646-0621
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1384-286X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3274-6531
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7633-8441
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0887-7953
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5032-7907
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4241-8937
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1950-0307
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7110-8065
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8964-0327
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9584-0392
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8703-6978
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6729-1584
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1492-5007
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0393-666X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9362-8451
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9931-2896
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0486-9569
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2044-6539
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9776-5880
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5496-349X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3953-3117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3895-8084
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2254-125X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7227-4006
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3728-5102
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7969-0301
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7074-5655
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2684-276X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6581-9410
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9055-4020
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3453-6156
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6814-4674
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9866-6040
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2814-1337
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7820-9144
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6733-4310
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0697-5808
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0734-4442
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4375-5190
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1017-1295
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8415-0759
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3285-7004
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1631-2714
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9780-099X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0855-0958
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1351-6757
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5284-2451
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2432-3309
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1827-2955
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5956-4244
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2598-2659
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3368-3413
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3713-8033
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8209-4757
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3228-6715
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8060-2228
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5468-2025
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4378-5736
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0235-1053
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4233-7563
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8669-9139
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7223-2965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7011-9432
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5102-9140
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1596-2611
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6497-6809
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0237-292X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6270-9176
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9181-8048
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0048-4602
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4839-6281
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5338-8972
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6779-5595
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8832-0313
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9156-970X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0097-123X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2987-3772
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8891-8606
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3429-4778
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4032-0079
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8899-4027
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2607-7287
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8757-2180
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7110-8516
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8474-5357
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4157-0996
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8178-8503
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7561-204X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2541-4827
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5415-5225
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4477-9733
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8083-0001
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3208-9209
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3473-7038
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0472-3516
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8600-9799
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9198-5911
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6324-8551
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0616-7330
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8438-7753
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5808-6228
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7385-6139
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9039-8758
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8535-4809
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0385-3784
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8972-3026
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2482-711X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9116-055X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8487-8480
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3952-8139
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5246-5497
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5059-8456
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9839-608X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8530-6487
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5821-4875
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6681-8014
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1152-2221
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7184-9891
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6229-1945
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2411-7399
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5173-2234
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2693-3442
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4693-5365
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0928-2070
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9862-3091
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0756-0206
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2298-7315
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5530-9919
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8268-8325
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7052-7973
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3704-5782
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9724-2684
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0753-7308
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0872-8920
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6700-7608
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8659-5767
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5074-0539
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2770-9031
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2841-1616
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9725-2316
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5158-307X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2165-871X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5129-872X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6456-6834
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5450-2511


T. Wenaus 29, B. Wendland 49, T. Wengler 36, N.S. Wenke110, N. Wermes 24, M. Wessels 63a,
K. Whalen 123, A.M. Wharton 91, A.S. White 61, A. White 8, M.J. White 1, D. Whiteson 160,
L. Wickremasinghe 124, W. Wiedenmann 170, C. Wiel 50, M. Wielers 134, C. Wiglesworth 42,
L.A.M. Wiik-Fuchs 54, D.J. Wilbern120, H.G. Wilkens 36, D.M. Williams 41, H.H. Williams128,
S. Williams 32, S. Willocq 103, P.J. Windischhofer 126, F. Winklmeier 123, B.T. Winter 54,
J.K. Winter 101, M. Wittgen143, M. Wobisch 97, R. Wölker 126, J. Wollrath160, M.W. Wolter 86,
H. Wolters 130a,130c, V.W.S. Wong 164, A.F. Wongel 48, S.D. Worm 48, B.K. Wosiek 86,
K.W. Woźniak 86, K. Wraight 59, J. Wu 14a,14d, M. Wu 64a, M. Wu 113, S.L. Wu 170, X. Wu 56,
Y. Wu 62a, Z. Wu 135,62a, J. Wuerzinger 126, T.R. Wyatt 101, B.M. Wynne 52, S. Xella 42,
L. Xia 14c, M. Xia14b, J. Xiang 64c, X. Xiao 106, M. Xie 62a, X. Xie 62a, S. Xin 14a,14d,
J. Xiong 17a, I. Xiotidis146, D. Xu 14a, H. Xu62a, H. Xu 62a, L. Xu 62a, R. Xu 128, T. Xu 106,
W. Xu 106, Y. Xu 14b, Z. Xu 62b, Z. Xu 14a, B. Yabsley 147, S. Yacoob 33a, N. Yamaguchi 89,
Y. Yamaguchi 154, H. Yamauchi 157, T. Yamazaki 17a, Y. Yamazaki 84, J. Yan62c, S. Yan 126,
Z. Yan 25, H.J. Yang 62c,62d, H.T. Yang 62a, S. Yang 62a, T. Yang 64c, X. Yang 62a, X. Yang 14a,
Y. Yang 44, Y. Yang62a, Z. Yang 62a,106, W-M. Yao 17a, Y.C. Yap 48, H. Ye 14c, H. Ye 55,
J. Ye 44, S. Ye 29, X. Ye 62a, Y. Yeh 96, I. Yeletskikh 38, B.K. Yeo 17a, M.R. Yexley 91,
P. Yin 41, K. Yorita 168, S. Younas 27b, C.J.S. Young 54, C. Young 143, Y. Yu 62a, M. Yuan 106,
R. Yuan 62b,k, L. Yue 96, X. Yue 63a, M. Zaazoua 35e, B. Zabinski 86, E. Zaid52,
T. Zakareishvili 149b, N. Zakharchuk 34, S. Zambito 56, J.A. Zamora Saa 137d,137b, J. Zang 153,
D. Zanzi 54, O. Zaplatilek 132, S.V. Zeißner 49, C. Zeitnitz 171, J.C. Zeng 162, D.T. Zenger Jr 26,
O. Zenin 37, T. Ženiš 28a, S. Zenz 94, S. Zerradi 35a, D. Zerwas 66, M. Zhai 14a,14d,
B. Zhang 14c, D.F. Zhang 139, J. Zhang 62b, J. Zhang 6, K. Zhang 14a,14d, L. Zhang 14c,
P. Zhang14a,14d, R. Zhang 170, S. Zhang 106, T. Zhang 153, X. Zhang 62c, X. Zhang 62b,
Y. Zhang 62c,5, Z. Zhang 17a, Z. Zhang 66, H. Zhao 138, P. Zhao 51, T. Zhao 62b, Y. Zhao 136,
Z. Zhao 62a, A. Zhemchugov 38, X. Zheng 62a, Z. Zheng 143, D. Zhong 162, B. Zhou106,
C. Zhou 170, H. Zhou 7, N. Zhou 62c, Y. Zhou7, C.G. Zhu 62b, C. Zhu 14a,14d, H.L. Zhu 62a,
H. Zhu 14a, J. Zhu 106, Y. Zhu 62c, Y. Zhu 62a, X. Zhuang 14a, K. Zhukov 37, V. Zhulanov 37,
N.I. Zimine 38, J. Zinsser 63b, M. Ziolkowski 141, L. Živković 15, A. Zoccoli 23b,23a, K. Zoch 56,
T.G. Zorbas 139, O. Zormpa 46, W. Zou 41, L. Zwalinski 36.

1Department of Physics, University of Adelaide, Adelaide; Australia.
2Department of Physics, University of Alberta, Edmonton AB; Canada.
3 (𝑎)Department of Physics, Ankara University, Ankara;(𝑏)Division of Physics, TOBB University of
Economics and Technology, Ankara; Türkiye.
4LAPP, Univ. Savoie Mont Blanc, CNRS/IN2P3, Annecy; France.
5APC, Université Paris Cité, CNRS/IN2P3, Paris; France.
6High Energy Physics Division, Argonne National Laboratory, Argonne IL; United States of America.
7Department of Physics, University of Arizona, Tucson AZ; United States of America.
8Department of Physics, University of Texas at Arlington, Arlington TX; United States of America.
9Physics Department, National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, Athens; Greece.
10Physics Department, National Technical University of Athens, Zografou; Greece.
11Department of Physics, University of Texas at Austin, Austin TX; United States of America.
12Institute of Physics, Azerbaĳan Academy of Sciences, Baku; Azerbaĳan.
13Institut de Física d’Altes Energies (IFAE), Barcelona Institute of Science and Technology, Barcelona;
Spain.
14 (𝑎) Institute of High Energy Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beĳing;(𝑏)Physics Department,
Tsinghua University, Beĳing;(𝑐)Department of Physics, Nanjing University, Nanjing;(𝑑)University of

59

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8678-893X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1623-3899
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4375-5265
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9971-0077
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8192-8999
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9383-8763
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9507-1869
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0714-1466
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8315-9778
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5474-4580
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2005-3113
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2711-4820
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3605-3633
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1995-9185
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9232-4827
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6219-8946
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5035-8102
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8483-9502
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5646-1856
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6174-401X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4120-1453
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5038-1399
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8290-3200
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9606-7688
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6166-6979
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0688-3380
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7402-369X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9184-2921
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9588-1773
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5975-8164
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6620-6277
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3865-4996
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4273-6334
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1171-0887
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3298-4900
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3173-0802
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5283-4080
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5252-2375
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5866-1504
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7655-389X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1528-4865
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5392-902X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4055-218X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9690-2997
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9895-4475
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0988-1655
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3073-3662
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7684-8257
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1344-8723
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6707-5590
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6473-7886
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7153-4750
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4853-7558
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6355-2767
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6110-2172
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8997-3199
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1928-1717
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0215-6151
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5661-1917
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9563-4804
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9571-3131
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9602-4901
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2680-0474
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6977-3456
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6885-282X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3725-4800
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2123-5311
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0411-3590
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3710-6995
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1512-5506
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2483-4937
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7367-1380
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3554-7113
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0204-984X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4996-1924
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1452-9824
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9201-0972
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8524-1855
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7374-2334
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3335-1988
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8939-666X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4886-9851
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0552-5490
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9274-707X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7864-4282
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3245-7676
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8484-9655
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0586-7052
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3372-2590
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1827-9201
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2174-807X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1988-8401
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8253-9517
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5858-6639
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3268-3486
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4762-8201
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0991-5026
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8452-0315
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6470-4662
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6956-3205
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4105-2988
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5626-0993
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7909-4772
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4963-8836
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4499-2545
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5030-7516
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2770-1387
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1222-7937
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4687-3662
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9037-2152
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2280-8636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2029-2659
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4867-3138
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5447-1989
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8265-6916
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9720-1794
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9101-3226
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4198-3029
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0524-1914
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9726-6707
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7335-4983
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4380-1655
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9907-838X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9778-9209
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9336-9338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8265-474X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9039-9809
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7729-085X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4731-0754
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4341-1603
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6274-7714
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1630-0986
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7853-9079
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6638-847X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0054-8749
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6427-0806
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0494-6728
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6758-3974
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3360-4965
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2079-996X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8323-7753
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9377-650X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5904-7258
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7986-9045
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1775-2511
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8015-3901
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5918-9050
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8479-1345
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8066-7048
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5278-2855
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7964-0091
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7306-1053
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0996-3279
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2468-9634
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0306-9199
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0277-4870
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5117-4671
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2891-8812
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4236-8930
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0993-6185
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2138-6187
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2073-4901
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3177-903X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0779-8815
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9397-2313


Chinese Academy of Science (UCAS), Beĳing; China.
15Institute of Physics, University of Belgrade, Belgrade; Serbia.
16Department for Physics and Technology, University of Bergen, Bergen; Norway.
17 (𝑎)Physics Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley CA;(𝑏)University of California,
Berkeley CA; United States of America.
18Institut für Physik, Humboldt Universität zu Berlin, Berlin; Germany.
19Albert Einstein Center for Fundamental Physics and Laboratory for High Energy Physics, University of
Bern, Bern; Switzerland.
20School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham, Birmingham; United Kingdom.
21 (𝑎)Department of Physics, Bogazici University, Istanbul;(𝑏)Department of Physics Engineering,
Gaziantep University, Gaziantep;(𝑐)Department of Physics, Istanbul University, Istanbul;(𝑑) Istinye
University, Sariyer, Istanbul; Türkiye.
22 (𝑎)Facultad de Ciencias y Centro de Investigaciónes, Universidad Antonio Nariño,
Bogotá;(𝑏)Departamento de Física, Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Bogotá; Colombia.
23 (𝑎)Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia A. Righi, Università di Bologna, Bologna;(𝑏) INFN Sezione di
Bologna; Italy.
24Physikalisches Institut, Universität Bonn, Bonn; Germany.
25Department of Physics, Boston University, Boston MA; United States of America.
26Department of Physics, Brandeis University, Waltham MA; United States of America.
27 (𝑎)Transilvania University of Brasov, Brasov;(𝑏)Horia Hulubei National Institute of Physics and Nuclear
Engineering, Bucharest;(𝑐)Department of Physics, Alexandru Ioan Cuza University of Iasi,
Iasi;(𝑑)National Institute for Research and Development of Isotopic and Molecular Technologies, Physics
Department, Cluj-Napoca;(𝑒)University Politehnica Bucharest, Bucharest;( 𝑓 )West University in Timisoara,
Timisoara;(𝑔)Faculty of Physics, University of Bucharest, Bucharest; Romania.
28 (𝑎)Faculty of Mathematics, Physics and Informatics, Comenius University, Bratislava;(𝑏)Department of
Subnuclear Physics, Institute of Experimental Physics of the Slovak Academy of Sciences, Kosice; Slovak
Republic.
29Physics Department, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton NY; United States of America.
30Universidad de Buenos Aires, Facultad de Ciencias Exactas y Naturales, Departamento de Física, y
CONICET, Instituto de Física de Buenos Aires (IFIBA), Buenos Aires; Argentina.
31California State University, CA; United States of America.
32Cavendish Laboratory, University of Cambridge, Cambridge; United Kingdom.
33 (𝑎)Department of Physics, University of Cape Town, Cape Town;(𝑏) iThemba Labs, Western
Cape;(𝑐)Department of Mechanical Engineering Science, University of Johannesburg,
Johannesburg;(𝑑)National Institute of Physics, University of the Philippines Diliman
(Philippines);(𝑒)University of South Africa, Department of Physics, Pretoria;( 𝑓 )University of Zululand,
KwaDlangezwa;(𝑔)School of Physics, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg; South Africa.
34Department of Physics, Carleton University, Ottawa ON; Canada.
35 (𝑎)Faculté des Sciences Ain Chock, Réseau Universitaire de Physique des Hautes Energies - Université
Hassan II, Casablanca;(𝑏)Faculté des Sciences, Université Ibn-Tofail, Kénitra;(𝑐)Faculté des Sciences
Semlalia, Université Cadi Ayyad, LPHEA-Marrakech;(𝑑)LPMR, Faculté des Sciences, Université
Mohamed Premier, Oujda;(𝑒)Faculté des sciences, Université Mohammed V, Rabat;( 𝑓 ) Institute of Applied
Physics, Mohammed VI Polytechnic University, Ben Guerir; Morocco.
36CERN, Geneva; Switzerland.
37Affiliated with an institute covered by a cooperation agreement with CERN.
38Affiliated with an international laboratory covered by a cooperation agreement with CERN.
39Enrico Fermi Institute, University of Chicago, Chicago IL; United States of America.

60



40LPC, Université Clermont Auvergne, CNRS/IN2P3, Clermont-Ferrand; France.
41Nevis Laboratory, Columbia University, Irvington NY; United States of America.
42Niels Bohr Institute, University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen; Denmark.
43 (𝑎)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università della Calabria, Rende;(𝑏) INFN Gruppo Collegato di Cosenza,
Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati; Italy.
44Physics Department, Southern Methodist University, Dallas TX; United States of America.
45Physics Department, University of Texas at Dallas, Richardson TX; United States of America.
46National Centre for Scientific Research "Demokritos", Agia Paraskevi; Greece.
47 (𝑎)Department of Physics, Stockholm University;(𝑏)Oskar Klein Centre, Stockholm; Sweden.
48Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Hamburg and Zeuthen; Germany.
49Fakultät Physik , Technische Universität Dortmund, Dortmund; Germany.
50Institut für Kern- und Teilchenphysik, Technische Universität Dresden, Dresden; Germany.
51Department of Physics, Duke University, Durham NC; United States of America.
52SUPA - School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh; United Kingdom.
53INFN e Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Frascati; Italy.
54Physikalisches Institut, Albert-Ludwigs-Universität Freiburg, Freiburg; Germany.
55II. Physikalisches Institut, Georg-August-Universität Göttingen, Göttingen; Germany.
56Département de Physique Nucléaire et Corpusculaire, Université de Genève, Genève; Switzerland.
57 (𝑎)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Genova, Genova;(𝑏) INFN Sezione di Genova; Italy.
58II. Physikalisches Institut, Justus-Liebig-Universität Giessen, Giessen; Germany.
59SUPA - School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Glasgow, Glasgow; United Kingdom.
60LPSC, Université Grenoble Alpes, CNRS/IN2P3, Grenoble INP, Grenoble; France.
61Laboratory for Particle Physics and Cosmology, Harvard University, Cambridge MA; United States of
America.
62 (𝑎)Department of Modern Physics and State Key Laboratory of Particle Detection and Electronics,
University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei;(𝑏) Institute of Frontier and Interdisciplinary Science
and Key Laboratory of Particle Physics and Particle Irradiation (MOE), Shandong University,
Qingdao;(𝑐)School of Physics and Astronomy, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Key Laboratory for Particle
Astrophysics and Cosmology (MOE), SKLPPC, Shanghai;(𝑑)Tsung-Dao Lee Institute, Shanghai; China.
63 (𝑎)Kirchhoff-Institut für Physik, Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg, Heidelberg;(𝑏)Physikalisches
Institut, Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg, Heidelberg; Germany.
64 (𝑎)Department of Physics, Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, N.T., Hong Kong;(𝑏)Department
of Physics, University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong;(𝑐)Department of Physics and Institute for Advanced
Study, Hong Kong University of Science and Technology, Clear Water Bay, Kowloon, Hong Kong; China.
65Department of Physics, National Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu; Taiwan.
66ĲCLab, Université Paris-Saclay, CNRS/IN2P3, 91405, Orsay; France.
67Centro Nacional de Microelectrónica (IMB-CNM-CSIC), Barcelona; Spain.
68Department of Physics, Indiana University, Bloomington IN; United States of America.
69 (𝑎) INFN Gruppo Collegato di Udine, Sezione di Trieste, Udine;(𝑏) ICTP, Trieste;(𝑐)Dipartimento
Politecnico di Ingegneria e Architettura, Università di Udine, Udine; Italy.
70 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Lecce;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Matematica e Fisica, Università del Salento, Lecce; Italy.
71 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Milano;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Milano, Milano; Italy.
72 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Napoli;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Napoli, Napoli; Italy.
73 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Pavia;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Pavia, Pavia; Italy.
74 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Pisa;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica E. Fermi, Università di Pisa, Pisa; Italy.
75 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Roma;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica, Sapienza Università di Roma, Roma; Italy.
76 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Roma Tor Vergata;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Roma Tor Vergata,

61



Roma; Italy.
77 (𝑎) INFN Sezione di Roma Tre;(𝑏)Dipartimento di Matematica e Fisica, Università Roma Tre, Roma;
Italy.
78 (𝑎) INFN-TIFPA;(𝑏)Università degli Studi di Trento, Trento; Italy.
79Universität Innsbruck, Department of Astro and Particle Physics, Innsbruck; Austria.
80University of Iowa, Iowa City IA; United States of America.
81Department of Physics and Astronomy, Iowa State University, Ames IA; United States of America.
82 (𝑎)Departamento de Engenharia Elétrica, Universidade Federal de Juiz de Fora (UFJF), Juiz de
Fora;(𝑏)Universidade Federal do Rio De Janeiro COPPE/EE/IF, Rio de Janeiro;(𝑐) Instituto de Física,
Universidade de São Paulo, São Paulo;(𝑑)Rio de Janeiro State University, Rio de Janeiro; Brazil.
83KEK, High Energy Accelerator Research Organization, Tsukuba; Japan.
84Graduate School of Science, Kobe University, Kobe; Japan.
85 (𝑎)AGH University of Science and Technology, Faculty of Physics and Applied Computer Science,
Krakow;(𝑏)Marian Smoluchowski Institute of Physics, Jagiellonian University, Krakow; Poland.
86Institute of Nuclear Physics Polish Academy of Sciences, Krakow; Poland.
87Faculty of Science, Kyoto University, Kyoto; Japan.
88Kyoto University of Education, Kyoto; Japan.
89Research Center for Advanced Particle Physics and Department of Physics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka ;
Japan.
90Instituto de Física La Plata, Universidad Nacional de La Plata and CONICET, La Plata; Argentina.
91Physics Department, Lancaster University, Lancaster; United Kingdom.
92Oliver Lodge Laboratory, University of Liverpool, Liverpool; United Kingdom.
93Department of Experimental Particle Physics, Jožef Stefan Institute and Department of Physics,
University of Ljubljana, Ljubljana; Slovenia.
94School of Physics and Astronomy, Queen Mary University of London, London; United Kingdom.
95Department of Physics, Royal Holloway University of London, Egham; United Kingdom.
96Department of Physics and Astronomy, University College London, London; United Kingdom.
97Louisiana Tech University, Ruston LA; United States of America.
98Fysiska institutionen, Lunds universitet, Lund; Sweden.
99Departamento de Física Teorica C-15 and CIAFF, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Madrid; Spain.
100Institut für Physik, Universität Mainz, Mainz; Germany.
101School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manchester, Manchester; United Kingdom.
102CPPM, Aix-Marseille Université, CNRS/IN2P3, Marseille; France.
103Department of Physics, University of Massachusetts, Amherst MA; United States of America.
104Department of Physics, McGill University, Montreal QC; Canada.
105School of Physics, University of Melbourne, Victoria; Australia.
106Department of Physics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor MI; United States of America.
107Department of Physics and Astronomy, Michigan State University, East Lansing MI; United States of
America.
108Group of Particle Physics, University of Montreal, Montreal QC; Canada.
109Fakultät für Physik, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München, München; Germany.
110Max-Planck-Institut für Physik (Werner-Heisenberg-Institut), München; Germany.
111Graduate School of Science and Kobayashi-Maskawa Institute, Nagoya University, Nagoya; Japan.
112Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque NM; United States of
America.
113Institute for Mathematics, Astrophysics and Particle Physics, Radboud University/Nikhef, Nĳmegen;
Netherlands.

62



114Nikhef National Institute for Subatomic Physics and University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam;
Netherlands.
115Department of Physics, Northern Illinois University, DeKalb IL; United States of America.
116 (𝑎)New York University Abu Dhabi, Abu Dhabi;(𝑏)University of Sharjah, Sharjah; United Arab
Emirates.
117Department of Physics, New York University, New York NY; United States of America.
118Ochanomizu University, Otsuka, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo; Japan.
119Ohio State University, Columbus OH; United States of America.
120Homer L. Dodge Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Oklahoma, Norman OK; United
States of America.
121Department of Physics, Oklahoma State University, Stillwater OK; United States of America.
122Palacký University, Joint Laboratory of Optics, Olomouc; Czech Republic.
123Institute for Fundamental Science, University of Oregon, Eugene, OR; United States of America.
124Graduate School of Science, Osaka University, Osaka; Japan.
125Department of Physics, University of Oslo, Oslo; Norway.
126Department of Physics, Oxford University, Oxford; United Kingdom.
127LPNHE, Sorbonne Université, Université Paris Cité, CNRS/IN2P3, Paris; France.
128Department of Physics, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia PA; United States of America.
129Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh PA; United States of
America.
130 (𝑎)Laboratório de Instrumentação e Física Experimental de Partículas - LIP, Lisboa;(𝑏)Departamento de
Física, Faculdade de Ciências, Universidade de Lisboa, Lisboa;(𝑐)Departamento de Física, Universidade
de Coimbra, Coimbra;(𝑑)Centro de Física Nuclear da Universidade de Lisboa, Lisboa;(𝑒)Departamento de
Física, Universidade do Minho, Braga;( 𝑓 )Departamento de Física Teórica y del Cosmos, Universidad de
Granada, Granada (Spain);(𝑔)Departamento de Física, Instituto Superior Técnico, Universidade de Lisboa,
Lisboa; Portugal.
131Institute of Physics of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague; Czech Republic.
132Czech Technical University in Prague, Prague; Czech Republic.
133Charles University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Prague; Czech Republic.
134Particle Physics Department, Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Didcot; United Kingdom.
135IRFU, CEA, Université Paris-Saclay, Gif-sur-Yvette; France.
136Santa Cruz Institute for Particle Physics, University of California Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz CA; United
States of America.
137 (𝑎)Departamento de Física, Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, Santiago;(𝑏)Millennium Institute
for Subatomic physics at high energy frontier (SAPHIR), Santiago;(𝑐) Instituto de Investigación
Multidisciplinario en Ciencia y Tecnología, y Departamento de Física, Universidad de La
Serena;(𝑑)Universidad Andres Bello, Department of Physics, Santiago;(𝑒) Instituto de Alta Investigación,
Universidad de Tarapacá, Arica;( 𝑓 )Departamento de Física, Universidad Técnica Federico Santa María,
Valparaíso; Chile.
138Department of Physics, University of Washington, Seattle WA; United States of America.
139Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Sheffield, Sheffield; United Kingdom.
140Department of Physics, Shinshu University, Nagano; Japan.
141Department Physik, Universität Siegen, Siegen; Germany.
142Department of Physics, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby BC; Canada.
143SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, Stanford CA; United States of America.
144Department of Physics, Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm; Sweden.
145Departments of Physics and Astronomy, Stony Brook University, Stony Brook NY; United States of

63



America.
146Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Sussex, Brighton; United Kingdom.
147School of Physics, University of Sydney, Sydney; Australia.
148Institute of Physics, Academia Sinica, Taipei; Taiwan.
149 (𝑎)E. Andronikashvili Institute of Physics, Iv. Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, Tbilisi;(𝑏)High
Energy Physics Institute, Tbilisi State University, Tbilisi;(𝑐)University of Georgia, Tbilisi; Georgia.
150Department of Physics, Technion, Israel Institute of Technology, Haifa; Israel.
151Raymond and Beverly Sackler School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv University, Tel Aviv; Israel.
152Department of Physics, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, Thessaloniki; Greece.
153International Center for Elementary Particle Physics and Department of Physics, University of Tokyo,
Tokyo; Japan.
154Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, Tokyo; Japan.
155Department of Physics, University of Toronto, Toronto ON; Canada.
156 (𝑎)TRIUMF, Vancouver BC;(𝑏)Department of Physics and Astronomy, York University, Toronto ON;
Canada.
157Division of Physics and Tomonaga Center for the History of the Universe, Faculty of Pure and Applied
Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Tsukuba; Japan.
158Department of Physics and Astronomy, Tufts University, Medford MA; United States of America.
159United Arab Emirates University, Al Ain; United Arab Emirates.
160Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California Irvine, Irvine CA; United States of
America.
161Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Uppsala, Uppsala; Sweden.
162Department of Physics, University of Illinois, Urbana IL; United States of America.
163Instituto de Física Corpuscular (IFIC), Centro Mixto Universidad de Valencia - CSIC, Valencia; Spain.
164Department of Physics, University of British Columbia, Vancouver BC; Canada.
165Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Victoria, Victoria BC; Canada.
166Fakultät für Physik und Astronomie, Julius-Maximilians-Universität Würzburg, Würzburg; Germany.
167Department of Physics, University of Warwick, Coventry; United Kingdom.
168Waseda University, Tokyo; Japan.
169Department of Particle Physics and Astrophysics, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot; Israel.
170Department of Physics, University of Wisconsin, Madison WI; United States of America.
171Fakultät für Mathematik und Naturwissenschaften, Fachgruppe Physik, Bergische Universität
Wuppertal, Wuppertal; Germany.
172Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven CT; United States of America.
𝑎 Also Affiliated with an institute covered by a cooperation agreement with CERN.
𝑏 Also at Borough of Manhattan Community College, City University of New York, New York NY; United
States of America.
𝑐 Also at Bruno Kessler Foundation, Trento; Italy.
𝑑 Also at Center for High Energy Physics, Peking University; China.
𝑒 Also at Center for Interdisciplinary Research and Innovation (CIRI-AUTH), Thessaloniki ; Greece.
𝑓 Also at Centro Studi e Ricerche Enrico Fermi; Italy.
𝑔 Also at CERN, Geneva; Switzerland.
ℎ Also at Département de Physique Nucléaire et Corpusculaire, Université de Genève, Genève;
Switzerland.
𝑖 Also at Departament de Fisica de la Universitat Autonoma de Barcelona, Barcelona; Spain.
𝑗 Also at Department of Financial and Management Engineering, University of the Aegean, Chios; Greece.
𝑘 Also at Department of Physics and Astronomy, Michigan State University, East Lansing MI; United

64



States of America.
𝑙 Also at Department of Physics, Ben Gurion University of the Negev, Beer Sheva; Israel.
𝑚 Also at Department of Physics, California State University, East Bay; United States of America.
𝑛 Also at Department of Physics, California State University, Sacramento; United States of America.
𝑜 Also at Department of Physics, King’s College London, London; United Kingdom.
𝑝 Also at Department of Physics, University of Fribourg, Fribourg; Switzerland.
𝑞 Also at Department of Physics, University of Thessaly; Greece.
𝑟 Also at Department of Physics, Westmont College, Santa Barbara; United States of America.
𝑠 Also at Hellenic Open University, Patras; Greece.
𝑡 Also at Institucio Catalana de Recerca i Estudis Avancats, ICREA, Barcelona; Spain.
𝑢 Also at Institut für Experimentalphysik, Universität Hamburg, Hamburg; Germany.
𝑣 Also at Institute of Applied Physics, Mohammed VI Polytechnic University, Ben Guerir; Morocco.
𝑤 Also at Institute of Particle Physics (IPP); Canada.
𝑥 Also at Institute of Physics and Technology, Ulaanbaatar; Mongolia.
𝑦 Also at Institute of Physics, Azerbaĳan Academy of Sciences, Baku; Azerbaĳan.
𝑧 Also at Institute of Theoretical Physics, Ilia State University, Tbilisi; Georgia.
𝑎𝑎 Also at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore; United States of America.
𝑎𝑏 Also at The Collaborative Innovation Center of Quantum Matter (CICQM), Beĳing; China.
𝑎𝑐 Also at TRIUMF, Vancouver BC; Canada.
𝑎𝑑 Also at Università di Napoli Parthenope, Napoli; Italy.
𝑎𝑒 Also at University of Chinese Academy of Sciences (UCAS), Beĳing; China.
𝑎 𝑓 Also at University of Colorado Boulder, Department of Physics, Colorado; United States of America.
𝑎𝑔 Also at Washington College, Maryland; United States of America.
∗ Deceased

65



Precise Measurements of the Decay Parameters and CP Asymmetries with Entangled
Ξ0 − Ξ̄0 Pairs

M. Ablikim1, M. N. Achasov5,b, P. Adlarson75, X. C. Ai81, R. Aliberti36, A. Amoroso74A,74C , M. R. An40, Q. An71,58,
Y. Bai57, O. Bakina37, I. Balossino30A, Y. Ban47,g, V. Batozskaya1,45, K. Begzsuren33, N. Berger36, M. Berlowski45,

M. Bertani29A, D. Bettoni30A, F. Bianchi74A,74C , E. Bianco74A,74C , A. Bortone74A,74C , I. Boyko37, R. A. Briere6,
A. Brueggemann68, H. Cai76, X. Cai1,58, A. Calcaterra29A, G. F. Cao1,63, N. Cao1,63, S. A. Cetin62A, J. F. Chang1,58,

T. T. Chang77, W. L. Chang1,63, G. R. Che44, G. Chelkov37,a, C. Chen44, Chao Chen55, G. Chen1, H. S. Chen1,63,
M. L. Chen1,58,63, S. J. Chen43, S. M. Chen61, T. Chen1,63, X. R. Chen32,63, X. T. Chen1,63, Y. B. Chen1,58, Y. Q. Chen35,

Z. J. Chen26,h, W. S. Cheng74C , S. K. Choi11A, X. Chu44, G. Cibinetto30A, S. C. Coen4, F. Cossio74C , J. J. Cui50,
H. L. Dai1,58, J. P. Dai79, A. Dbeyssi19, R. E. de Boer4, D. Dedovich37, Z. Y. Deng1, A. Denig36, I. Denysenko37,

M. Destefanis74A,74C , F. De Mori74A,74C , B. Ding66,1, X. X. Ding47,g, Y. Ding35, Y. Ding41, J. Dong1,58, L. Y. Dong1,63,
M. Y. Dong1,58,63, X. Dong76, M. C. Du1, S. X. Du81, Z. H. Duan43, P. Egorov37,a, Y. L. Fan76, J. Fang1,58, S. S. Fang1,63,

W. X. Fang1, Y. Fang1, R. Farinelli30A, L. Fava74B,74C , F. Feldbauer4, G. Felici29A, C. Q. Feng71,58, J. H. Feng59,
K Fischer69, M. Fritsch4, C. Fritzsch68, C. D. Fu1, J. L. Fu63, Y. W. Fu1, H. Gao63, Y. N. Gao47,g, Yang Gao71,58,

S. Garbolino74C , I. Garzia30A,30B , P. T. Ge76, Z. W. Ge43, C. Geng59, E. M. Gersabeck67, A Gilman69, K. Goetzen14,
L. Gong41, W. X. Gong1,58, W. Gradl36, S. Gramigna30A,30B , M. Greco74A,74C , M. H. Gu1,58, Y. T. Gu16, C. Y Guan1,63,

Z. L. Guan23, A. Q. Guo32,63, L. B. Guo42, M. J. Guo50, R. P. Guo49, Y. P. Guo13,f , A. Guskov37,a, T. T. Han50,
W. Y. Han40, X. Q. Hao20, F. A. Harris65, K. K. He55, K. L. He1,63, F. H H.. Heinsius4, C. H. Heinz36, Y. K. Heng1,58,63,

C. Herold60, T. Holtmann4, P. C. Hong13,f , G. Y. Hou1,63, X. T. Hou1,63, Y. R. Hou63, Z. L. Hou1, H. M. Hu1,63,
J. F. Hu56,i, T. Hu1,58,63, Y. Hu1, G. S. Huang71,58, K. X. Huang59, L. Q. Huang32,63, X. T. Huang50, Y. P. Huang1,
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The J/ψ → Ξ0Ξ̄0 process and subsequent decays are investigated using (10087 ± 44) × 106 J/ψ
events collected at the BESIII experiment. The decay parameters of Ξ0 and Ξ̄0 are measured
with greatly improved precision over previous measurements to be αΞ = −0.3750± 0.0034± 0.0016,
ᾱΞ = 0.3790±0.0034±0.0021, φΞ = 0.0051±0.0096±0.0018 rad, φ̄Ξ = −0.0053±0.0097±0.0019 rad,
where the first and the second uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively. From these
measurements, precise CP symmetry tests in Ξ0 decay are performed, and AΞ

CP = (−5.4 ± 6.5 ±
3.1) × 10−3 and ∆φΞ

CP = (−0.1 ± 6.9 ± 0.9) × 10−3 rad are consistent with CP conservation. The
sequential decay also enables a separation of weak and strong phase differences, which are found for
the first time to be ξP −ξS = (0.0±1.7±0.2)×10−2 rad and δP −δS = (−1.3±1.7±0.4)×10−2 rad,
respectively. In addition, we measure the Λ decay parameters and test CP symmetry in Λ decays.
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At present, there is no satisfactory explanation for
why our universe is matter dominated. Following
Sakharov [1], generation of a matter-antimatter imbal-
ance requires the fulfillment of three criteria. One of
these is the existence of processes that violate charge
conjugation and parity (CP ). CP violation (CPV ) is
accommodated in the Standard Model of particle physics
through the Cabbibo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) mech-
anism and is experimentally established in the meson sec-
tor [2–5]. However, the observed CPV in meson decays
can only generate a matter-antimatter asymmetry that
is eight orders of magnitude smaller than that in our uni-
verse [6, 7].

The advent of high-intensity facilities producing
baryons and antibaryons in abundance, opens up a new
possibility: the search for CPV in baryon decays [8–11].
This has been demonstrated in several measurements by
the BESIII collaboration, where analyses of polarized and
entangled pairs of single-strange Λ [12, 13] and Σ+ [14]
baryons resulted in the most precise CP tests so far for
baryons. Sequential decays of double-strange Ξ baryons
allow the separation of strong and weak phase differences,
as demonstrated by the measurements of Ξ− [15, 16]. Its
isospin partner, i.e. the Ξ0 baryon, provides independent
measurements of the s→ u transition and the weak and
strong phase differences.

The decay amplitude of a spin-1/2 baryon into a lighter
spin-1/2 baryon and a pseudoscalar meson has a parity-
violating S-wave component and a parity-conserving P-
wave component. Hence, it can be completely described
by the two independent decay parameters α and φ [8,
9, 17]. The decay parameters (αΞ, φΞ, ᾱΞ, φ̄Ξ) of Ξ0(−)

and Ξ̄0(+) baryons can be determined from the sequential
decays Ξ0(−) → Λπ0(−) and Ξ̄0(+) → Λ̄π0(+). Recently,
these decay parameters were obtained simultaneously for
the first time via the process ψ(3686) → Ξ0Ξ̄0 (J/ψ →
Ξ−Ξ̄+) decay based on 0.45 (1.3) billion ψ(3686) (J/ψ)
events [15, 18].

Here, we present measurements of Ξ0 and Ξ̄0 decay pa-
rameters and CP asymmetries with a nine-dimensional
fit to the full angular distributions of the quantum-
entangled Ξ0 − Ξ̄0 sequential decays. We also measure
the parameters αJ/ψ and ∆Φ which are related to the
psionic form factors [19] and govern the scattering angle
distribution and the polarization of the Ξ0. In addition,
the parameters αΛ for the decay Λ → pπ− and ᾱΛ for
Λ̄→ p̄π+ are measured.

Three CP asymmetry observables AΞ
CP , φΞ

CP , and
AΛ
CP are defined by the following equations:

AΞ
CP = (αΞ + ᾱΞ)/(αΞ − ᾱΞ), (1)

∆φΞ
CP = (φΞ + φ̄Ξ)/2, (2)

AΛ
CP = (αΛ + ᾱΛ)/(αΛ − ᾱΛ), (3)

since CP conservation implies αΞ = −ᾱΞ, φΞ = −φ̄Ξ,
and αΛ = −ᾱΛ. And the average values of the decay
parameters are given by the following:

〈αΞ〉 = (αΞ − ᾱΞ)/2, 〈φΞ〉 = (φΞ − φ̄Ξ)/2, (4)

〈αΛ〉 =(αΛ − ᾱΛ)/2. (5)

According to Ref. [10], AΞ
CP is proportional to the prod-

uct of the strong (δP − δS) and weak (ξP − ξS) phase
differences of the final state interaction. Hence, for the
case of a tiny strong phase difference, AΞ

CP would vanish
even if the weak phase difference is non-zero. However,
∆φΞ

CP does not have this problem [10] and is more sensi-
tive than AΞ

CP for detecting CPV . The weak and strong
phase differences can be determined from [9, 20]

tan(ξP − ξS) =

√
1− α2

Ξ sinφΞ +
√

1− ᾱ2
Ξ sin φ̄Ξ

αΞ − ᾱΞ
, (6)

tan(δP − δS) =

√
1− α2

Ξ sinφΞ −
√

1− ᾱ2
Ξ sin φ̄Ξ

αΞ − ᾱΞ
. (7)

This analysis is based on the sample of (10087± 44)×
106 J/ψ events [21] collected with the BESIII detector at
the BEPCII collider. Details about BEPCII and BESIII
can be found in Refs. [22–25]. A J/ψ Monte Carlo
(MC) simulation is used to determine the detector ef-
ficiency, optimize the event selection, and estimate the
background. The simulation is performed by geant4-
based [26] software [27], which includes the geometric
description of the BESIII detector and the detector re-
sponse. The simulation models the beam energy spread
and initial state radiation (ISR) in the e+e− annihila-
tions with the generator kkmc [28]. The known de-
cay modes of J/ψ are modeled with evtgen [29], and
the remaining unknown decays are modeled with lund-
charm [30]. For the signal process, J/ψ → Ξ0Ξ̄0,Ξ0 →
Λ(→ pπ−)π0, Ξ̄0 → Λ̄(→ p̄π+)π0, π0 → γγ, two different
MC samples are used. One is generated according to a
phase space model (PHSP MC) for determination of the
parameters, and the other is generated according to the
joint angular distribution with the parameters obtained
by this analysis (signal MC).

The Λ and Λ̄ baryons are reconstructed from their
dominant hadronic decay mode, Λ(Λ̄) → pπ−(p̄π+).
The charged tracks are detected in the Multilayer Drift
Chamber (MDC) under the requirement that | cos θ| <
0.93, where θ is the angle between the momentum of
the charged track and the axis of the detector. Events
with at least four charged tracks are retained. Tracks
with momentum larger than 0.3 GeV/c are consid-
ered as proton candidates, otherwise as pion candidates.
There are no further particle identification requirements.
Vertex fits [31] are performed using all combinations
with oppositely-charged proton and pion candidates, con-
straining them to a common vertex. The combinations
which pass the vertex fit and have invariant masses with-
in the range [1.111, 1.120] GeV/c2 are regarded as Λ and
Λ̄ candidates.

The photons used for reconstructing the π0 candi-
dates are detected in the electromagnetic calorimeter
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(EMC). Each photon is required to have an EMC en-
ergy deposit of more than 25 MeV in the barrel region
(| cos θ| < 0.80) or more than 50 MeV in the end-cap re-
gion (0.86 < | cos θ| < 0.92). To suppress electronic noise
and showers unrelated to the event, the difference be-
tween the EMC time and the event start time is required
to be within (0, 700) ns. The π0 candidates require at
least one photon to come from the barrel region and in-
variant mass within the range [0.098, 0.165] GeV/c2. A
kinematic fit [32] constraining the γγ invariant mass to
the known π0 mass [33] is performed, and the resulting
χ2 must be smaller than 200.

Events with at least one Λ candidate, one Λ̄ candi-
date, and two π0 candidates are considered for further
analysis. A four-constraint (4C) kinematic fit is per-
formed to the ΛΛ̄π0π0 hypothesis, constraining the to-
tal reconstructed four-momentum to that of the initial
J/ψ. If there is more than one combination of ΛΛ̄π0π0,
the one with the smallest χ2 of the 4C fit (χ2

4C) is se-
lected, and χ2

4C < 100 is required. Since there are two
π0 candidates (π0

1 , π0
2) per event, there will be two pos-

sible combinations of Λ(Λ̄) and π0. The combination
which minimizes the quantity (mΛπ0

1
−MΞ0)2 + (mΛ̄π0

2
−

MΞ0)2 is kept, where mΛπ0
1

and mΛ̄π0
2

are the invari-

ant masses of Λπ0
1 and Λ̄π0

2 , respectively, and MΞ0 is
the known mass of Ξ0 [33]. The requirements suppress
the amount of miscombinations to approximately 0.7%.
To reduce background from sources with the same final
states, e.g. J/ψ → Σ0(1385)Σ̄0(1385),Σ0(1385) → Λ(→
pπ−)π0, Σ̄0(1385) → Λ̄(→ p̄π+)π0, π0 → γγ, the mΛπ0

1

andmΛ̄π0
2

are required to be within [1.299, 1.328] GeV/c2.
Figure 1 shows the two-dimensional distribution of the
reconstructed Ξ̄0 mass versus the reconstructed Ξ0 mass.
After applying all the event selection criteria, we obtain
a sample of 327305 events.
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FIG. 1. The distribution of mΛπ0
1

versus mΛ̄π0
2
, where the red

short-dashed line box indicates the signal region, the black
and yellow long-dashed line boxes are the side-band regions.

An inclusive MC sample of 10 billion J/ψ events is

used for studying potential backgrounds. After apply-
ing the same selection criteria as for data, the main
background contribution is found to be from the de-
cay J/ψ → Σ0(1385)Σ̄0(1385). A dedicated simulation
of the process J/ψ → Σ0(1385)Σ̄0(1385) according to
the measured angular distribution by Ref. [34] is carried
out, and the corresponding number of background events
from this channel in data is estimated to be 1697± 139.
All other background contributions are estimated from
the side-band regions of the two-dimensional distribu-
tion of mΛπ0

1
versus mΛ̄π0

2
. The side-band regions are de-

fined by |mΛπ0(mΛ̄π0)−MΞ0 | ∈ [0.0285, 0.0575] GeV/c2

and shown as black and yellow long-dashed line boxes
in Fig. 1. The events in the yellow side-band box are
mainly from Σ0(1385) and are excluded when evaluating
the other background contributions. Since there are al-
so contributions from Σ0(1385) in the black box regions,
the number of background events other than Σ0(1385) is

estimated by (Ndata
black − N

Σ0(1385)
black )/3, where Ndata

black and

N
Σ0(1385)
black are the numbers of events in the black box-

es from data and the MC simulated Σ0(1385) sample,
respectively. Finally, the number of background events
other than Σ0(1385) in the signal region is estimated to
be 4641± 138. The final selected data sample has a high
signal purity of (98.1± 0.2)%.

Following the formulation in Refs. [35–38], the joint
angular distribution of the full decay chain is obtained,

denoted as W(~ω; ~ζ), and the final expression is identical
with the one developed by the helicity frame [15, 39].
Here, ~ω represents the eight parameters of interest, αJ/ψ,

∆Φ, αΞ, ᾱΞ, φΞ, φ̄Ξ, αΛ, and ᾱΛ; ~ζ stands for nine angle
variables, θΞ, θΛ, ϕΛ, θΛ̄, ϕΛ̄, θp, ϕp, θp̄, and ϕp̄. These
helicity angles, are constructed as illustrated in Fig. 2,
and the corresponding angles of the anti-particle decay
sequence are obtained analogously. Detailed information
about this formalism can be found in Ref. [15].

A 9-dimensional maximum likelihood fit is performed
on the joint angular distribution from data to determine
the eight ~ω parameters, similar to that in Ref. [13]. In the
fit, the events from the data side-band regions and the
Σ0(1385) MC sample are included with a negative weight
to subtract the background effects, where the likelihood
function of background events is the same as the signal
events. The results are summarized in Table I, together
with previous measurements [13, 18, 34].

The Ξ0 polarization can be illustrated through the mo-
ment µ, as defined:

µk(cos θΞ) =
1

Nk

Nk∑
i

(sin θiΛ sinϕiΛ + sin θiΛ̄ sinϕiΛ̄), (8)

where Nk is the number of events in k-th cos θΞ bin and
i is the i-th event in that bin. The expected angular
dependence of the moment for the acceptance-corrected
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FIG. 2. The definitions of the helicity angles. The polar angle
θΞ is the angle between Ξ0 momentum and e+ beam direction
in the e+e− center-of-mass system (C.M.), where the ẑ axis is
defined along the e+ momentum. θΛ and ϕΛ are the polar and
azimuthal angles of the Λ momentum direction in the Ξ0 rest
frame, where ẑΞ0 is defined along the Ξ0 momentum direction
in the e+e− C.M., and ŷΞ0 is defined by ẑ × ẑΞ0 . The angles
θp and ϕp are the polar and azimuthal angles of the proton
momentum direction in the Λ rest frame, where ẑΛ is defined
along the Λ momentum in the Ξ0 rest frame, and ŷΛ is along
ẑΞ0 × ẑΛ.

TABLE I. The J/ψ → Ξ0Ξ̄0 angular distribution parameter
αJ/ψ, the psionic form factor phase ∆Φ, the decay parameters

for Ξ0 → Λπ0(αΞ, φΞ), Ξ̄0 → Λ̄π0(ᾱΞ, φΞ), Λ→ pπ+(αΛ) and
Λ̄ → p̄π+(ᾱΛ); the CP asymmetries AΞ

CP , ∆φΞ
CP , and AΛ

CP ,
and the average 〈αΞ〉, 〈φΞ〉, and 〈αΛ〉. The first and second
uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively.

Parameter This work Previous result

αJ/ψ −0.514± 0.006± 0.015 −0.66± 0.06 [34]

∆Φ(rad) −1.168± 0.019± 0.018 -

αΞ −0.3750± 0.0034± 0.0016 −0.358± 0.044 [18]

ᾱΞ −0.3790± 0.0034± 0.0021 −0.363± 0.043 [18]

φΞ(rad) −0.0051± 0.0096± 0.0018 −0.03± 0.12 [18]

φ̄Ξ(rad) −0.0053± 0.0097± 0.0019 −0.19± 0.13 [18]

αΛ −0.7551± 0.0052± 0.0023 −0.7519± 0.0043 [13]

ᾱΛ −0.7448± 0.0052± 0.0017 −0.7559± 0.0047 [13]

ξP − ξS(rad) −(0.0± 1.7± 0.2)× 10−2 -

δP − δS(rad) (−1.3± 1.7± 0.4)× 10−2 -

AΞ
CP (−5.4± 6.5± 3.1)× 10−3 (−0.7± 8.5)× 10−2 [18]

∆φΞ
CP (rad) (−0.1± 6.9± 0.9)× 10−3 (−7.9± 8.3)× 10−2 [18]

AΛ
CP −(6.9± 5.8± 1.8)× 10−3 (−2.5± 4.8)× 10−3 [13]

〈αΞ〉 −0.3770± 0.0024± 0.0014 -

〈φΞ〉(rad) −0.0052± 0.0069± 0.0016 -

〈αΛ〉 −0.7499± 0.0029± 0.0013 −0.7542± 0.0026 [13]

data is given by

µ(cos θΞ) =
αΞ − ᾱΞ

2

1 + αJ/ψ cos2 θΞ

3 + αJ/ψ
Py(θΞ), (9)

where Py(θΞ) =
√

1− α2
J/ψ sin(∆Φ) cos θΞ sin θΞ/(1 +

αJ/ψ cos2 θΞ) is the polarization of Ξ0. Comparing the
data to the PHSP MC sample, as shown in Fig. 3, there
is a significant polarization of the Ξ0 baryons produced in
J/ψ → Ξ0Ξ̄0 decays, manifested in a psionic form factor
phase ∆Φ = 1.168± 0.019stat ± 0.018syst radians.

1− 0.5− 0 0.5 1

Ξ
θcos 

0.1−

0

0.1

/0
.1

µ

FIG. 3. Distribution of the moment µ(cos θΞ) versus cos θΞ.
The points with error bars are data, the red solid lines are
from the signal MC, and the blue dashed line represents the
distribution without polarization from the PHSP MC sample.

The systematic uncertainties can be separated into two
categories: (1) the differences between data and simula-
tion, (2) the uncertainties associated with the fit proce-
dure.

The systematic uncertainties from Λ/Λ̄ reconstruction,
π0 reconstruction, and the kinematic fit are studied with
control samples. A control sample of J/ψ → pK−Λ̄+c.c.
is used to estimate the uncertainties from the Λ/Λ̄ re-
construction. The systematic uncertainties from π0 re-
construction and 4C kinematic fit are investigated by a
control sample of J/ψ → Ξ0(→ Λπ0)Ξ̄0(→ Λ̄π0). The
efficiency differences between data and MC for the con-
trol samples are used to re-weight the PHSP MC sample.
The differences between the fitting results with correc-
tions and the nominal fitting are taken as the systematic
uncertainties.

The mass window of Ξ0/Ξ̄0 is ±3σ around the known
Ξ0 mass, where σ = 4.8 MeV/c2 is the resolution of the
reconstructed Ξ0/Ξ̄0 mass. We change it to ±2σ or ±4σ
to study the systematic uncertainties from the Ξ0/Ξ̄0

mass window. The fit is repeated, and the largest de-
viations from the nominal values are taken as the signal
mass window systematic uncertainties.

The systematic uncertainties from the background es-
timation are studied by varying the estimated back-
ground yields by one standard deviation or changing
the side-band regions from |mΛπ0(mΛ̄π0) − MΞ0 | ∈
[0.0285, 0.0575] GeV/c2 to |mΛπ0(mΛ̄π0) − MΞ0 | ∈
[0.0235, 0.0525] GeV/c2. The biggest differences between
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TABLE II. Absolute systematic uncertainties for the measured parameters.

Source (10−3) αJ/ψ ∆Φ(rad) αΞ ᾱΞ φΞ(rad) φ̄Ξ(rad) αΛ ᾱΛ ξP − ξS(rad) δP − δS(rad) AΞ
CP ∆φΞ

CP (rad) AΛ
CP 〈αΞ〉 〈φΞ〉(rad) 〈αΛ〉

Λ/Λ̄ reconstruction 9 8 0.1 1.8 0.6 0.1 1.0 0.8 1 1 2.3 0.3 0.1 0.8 0.3 0.8

π0 reconstruction 2 6 0.5 0.4 1.2 1.1 0.0 0.0 0 3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.5 1.1 0.1

4C Kinematic fit 7 8 0.9 0.3 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.3 2 0 1.7 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.5

Ξ0/Ξ̄0 mass window 3 7 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0

Background estimation 0 1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.8 0 1 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.5

cos θΞ inconsistency 8 9 0.9 1.0 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.8 0 2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.9 0.5 0.7

Fit method 3 6 0.6 0.2 0.7 1.1 1.7 0.9 1 2 1.1 0.2 1.7 0.2 0.9 0.4

Total 15 18 1.6 2.1 1.8 1.9 2.3 1.7 2 4 3.1 0.9 1.8 1.4 1.6 1.3

the results with the modified background yields and nom-
inal ones are taken as the systematic uncertainties.

On the left and right sides (| cos θΞ| > 0.85) of the
cos θΞ distribution, the number of events in data is ob-
served to be smaller than what in the MC simulations,
where the total number of events of the MC sample is
normalized to data. To estimate their effect on the final
results, the ratios of nidata/n

i
MC are obtained in differ-

ent cos θΞ bins, where nidata and niMC are the number of
events in the i-th cos θΞ bin from the data and MC sam-
ple, respectively. The ratios are then used to weight the
MC sample, and the differences between the results after
weighting and the nominal results are taken as systematic
uncertainties.

All the above systematic uncertainties belong to cat-
egory (1); here we consider category (2), the uncertain-
ties caused by the fit method. This source of systematic
uncertainties is estimated by analyzing the signal MC
sample which is approximately one hundred times of our
nominal data sample. The differences between the ob-
tained parameter values and the ones we used to gen-
erate the signal MC sample are regarded as systematic
uncertainties.

The absolute systematic uncertainties for various
sources are summarized in Table II. The total system-
atic uncertainties of various parameters are obtained by
summing the individual contributions in quadrature.

In summary, this letter presents the most precise de-
termination of all Ξ0 → Λπ0/Ξ̄0 → Λ̄π0 decay parame-
ters, which are improved by more than one order of mag-
nitude over the previous measurements [18], as shown
in Table I. We observe Ξ0 polarization from J/ψ decay
for the first time, and the result is significantly differ-
ent from the ψ(3686) case [18] where no polarization was
found. Our result of the parameter αJ/ψ has 2.4σ devi-
ation from the previous BESIII measurement [34], while
the precision has been greatly improved. The two CP
observables for the decay Ξ0 → Λπ0, AΞ

CP and ∆φΞ
CP ,

are the most precise results to date. We find CP sym-
metry is conserved in the Ξ0 decay with an accuracy of
10−3, which is in agreement with the Standard Model
predictions [20]. Furthermore, the weak phase difference
in Ξ0 decay, ξP − ξS = (0.0 ± 1.7stat ± 0.2syst) × 10−2,
is directly measured for the first time. It is the most

precise result for any weakly-decaying baryon and is in
agreement with the latest Standard Model based predic-
tions, (−2.1 ± 1.7) × 10−4 rad [10]. Table III gives the
comparison of the parameter values between Ξ0 and Ξ−.
All the Ξ− parameters other than αJ/ψ are consistent
with the neutral Ξ ones; these results will provide im-
portant information on the decay dynamics. The param-
eter αΛ is found to be in excellent agreement with the
determinations from J/ψ → ΛΛ̄ and J/ψ → Ξ−Ξ̄+ sam-
ples [13, 15], but in 3.5σ tension with the CLAS result,
0.721 ± 0.006stat ± 0.005syst [40]. With the properties
of quantum-entangled baryon-antibaryon, the proposed
future super tau-charm factories [41, 42] have more po-
tential to discover CPV in the baryon sector.

TABLE III. Comparison of the parameter values between Ξ0

and Ξ− from J/ψ → Ξ0Ξ̄0 and J/ψ → Ξ−Ξ̄+ samples, re-
spectively. The first and second uncertainties are statistical
and systematic, respectively.

Parameter Ξ0 (this work) Ξ− (from Ref. [15])

αJ/ψ −0.514± 0.006± 0.015 −0.586± 0.012± 0.010

∆Φ(rad) −1.168± 0.019± 0.018 −1.213± 0.046± 0.016

αΞ −0.3750± 0.0034± 0.0016 −0.376± 0.007± 0.003

ᾱΞ −0.3790± 0.0034± 0.0021 −0.371± 0.007± 0.002

φΞ(rad) −0.0051± 0.0096± 0.0018 −0.011± 0.019± 0.009

φ̄Ξ(rad) −0.0053± 0.0097± 0.0019 −0.021± 0.019± 0.007

ξP − ξS(rad) −(0.0± 1.7± 0.2)× 10−2 −(1.2± 3.4± 0.8)× 10−2

δP − δS(rad) (−1.3± 1.7± 0.4)× 10−2 (−4.0± 3.3± 1.7)× 10−2

AΞ
CP (−5.4± 6.5± 3.1)× 10−3 −−(6± 13± 6)× 10−3

∆φΞ
CP (rad) (−0.1± 6.9± 0.9)× 10−3 −(−5± 14± 3)× 10−3

〈φΞ〉 −0.0052± 0.0069± 0.0016 −0.016± 0.014± 0.007
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Time-dependent CP violation results at Belle II

M. Veronesi, on behalf of the Belle II Collaboration

Iowa State University, Ames, USA

We report updates on time-dependent CP -violation observables at Belle II. The benchmark
measurements of the B0 lifetime τB0 and mixing frequency ∆md using flavor specific hadronic
decays and the determination of the CP -violating phase sin 2φ1 in b → ccs transitions have
been performed using data collected between 2019–2021. These analyses use only half of the
current available dataset and are still statistically limited, showing the excellent performance of
the detector and readiness of the analysis tools. We present three new results on the effective
value of sin 2φ1 in b → qqs transitions, which are highly sensitive to generic non-Standard
Model (SM) physics amplitudes, using the full dataset collected between 2019–2022.

1 Introduction

Measurements of the B0 mixing frequency ∆md with flavor-specific decays and the determina-
tion of the CP -violating phase sin 2φ1 in b→ ccs transitions are important elements to constrain
the unitarity of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix in the SM. On the other hand,
measurements of time-dependent CP -violation in b → qqs transitions offer a powerful probe
for generic new physics, as they proceed through loop-suppressed decays which are potentially
affected by non-SM amplitudes 1. However, this class of decays usually involves neutral parti-
cles in the final state, that are experimentally challenging to reconstruct. This, combined with
the small branching fractions, makes the current average of available measurements statisti-
cally less precise than the theory prediction. Belle II is in the unique position to improve the
current experimental knowledge due to its capabilities with vertex determination and efficient
reconstruction of neutral particles.

Belle II 2 is a high-energy physics experiment at the SuperKEKB collider 3, operating at the
Υ (4S) resonance. The detector is designed to reconstruct the decays of heavy mesons and τ
leptons in energy-asymmetric e+e− collisions. Of particular importance for the measurement
of time-dependent observables is the innermost part of the detector, equipped with a two-
layer silicon pixel detector (PXD), surrounded by a four-layer double-sided silicon-strip detector
(SVD). The dataset used for the analyses presented here was collected with only one sixth of
the second PXD layer installed. BB events are produced in a quantum-entangled state from the
decay of an Υ (4S) resonance. The proper-time difference ∆t is estimated using the decay vertex
positions of the two B mesons in the event along the boost axis. In spite of the lower boost
compared to KEKB, the upgraded detector is able to achieve a better vertex resolution than its
predecessor. In addition, the knowledge of decay times is enhanced by the constraint from the
beam spot profile in combination with the new nano-beam scheme, achieving a ∆t resolution of
less than 1 ps.
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Figure 1 – Projections of the ∆t fit on the B0 → D(∗)−π+ (left) and B0 → J/ψK0
S (right) samples.

2 Measurement of τB0, ∆md and sin 2φ1 with 2019–2021 data

The distribution of the decay time difference ∆t for flavor-specific B0 decays is:

P(∆t, q) =
e−|∆t|/τB0

4τB0

{
1 + q cos(∆md∆t)

}
, (1)

where τB0 is the B0 lifetime, ∆md is the B0 −B0 mixing frequency, and q is +1 (−1) when the
two B mesons have the opposite (same) flavor. The flavor of the other B0 is identified using
a category-based B-flavor tagging algorithm 4 from the inclusive properties of particles in the
event that are not associated with the signal candidate.

The measurement of τB0 and ∆md allows to test the QCD theory of strong interactions
at low energy 5 and to constrain the side of the CKM triangle. In addition, one is able to
experimentally determine the ∆t resolution function and flavor tagging parameters diluting the
observable oscillations. These inputs are needed for the measurement of time-dependent CP
asymmetries in B0 decays to CP eigenstates, for which the ∆t distribution is:

P(∆t, q) =
e−|∆t|/τB0

4τB0

{
1 + q

[
A cos(∆md∆t) + S sin(∆md∆t)

]}
, (2)

where q is the flavor of the other B0 in the event (q = +1 for B0 and q = −1 for B0), and A
and S are the direct and mixing induced CP asymmetries. For B0 → J/ψK0

S decays, the values
of A and S are expected to be equal to zero and sin 2φ1, respectively, in the SM.

The most recent Belle II analyses6,7 are based on a sample of 190 fb−1 collected at the Υ (4S)
center-of-mass energy and corresponding to 200 × 106 BB pairs. We reconstruct 33317 signal
B0 → D(∗)−π+ decays and 2755 signal B0 → J/ψK0

S events. The background-subtracted 8

∆t distributions and corresponding flavor specific and mixing induced CP asymmetries are
shown in Fig. 1. The measured lifetime, mixing frequency and CP asymmetries are reported in
Tab. 1 together with the world average values 9. For the lifetime and mixing measurements, the
largest sources of systematic uncertainty are due to the resolution function parameters fixed from
simulation and detector misalignment. For the determination of the direct and mixing-induced
CP asymmetries, the dominant sources of systematic uncertainty are the tag-side interference
(i.e. the presence of b → ucd Cabibbo-suppressed decay in the tagging B0) and the limited
statistical knowledge of the flavor tagging and resolution parameters from the B0 → D(∗)−π+

calibration sample. Although not yet as precise as the current world-leading measurements,
these results are still statistically limited and have systematic uncertainties comparable to those
of previous generation B-factories.



Table 1: Comparison of recent Belle II results (where the first uncertainties are statistical, while the second
are systematic) and world average values of the B0 lifetime, mixing frequency and CP asymmetries in b → ccs
transitions.

Observable Belle II (190 fb−1) World Average

τB0 1.499± 0.013± 0.008 ps 1.519± 0.004 ps
∆md 0.516± 0.008± 0.005 ps−1 0.5065± 0.0019 ps−1

A (b→ ccs) 0.094± 0.044+0.042
−0.017 0.005± 0.015

S (b→ ccs) 0.720± 0.062± 0.016 0.699± 0.017

3 Measurement of sin 2φ1 in b→ qqs transitions with 2019-2022 data

The decays B0 → φK0
S , B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S and B0 → K0

Sπ
0 all proceed through b → qqs gluonic

penguin transitions and therefore provide inputs to the effective value of sin 2φ1. Belle II has re-
cently reported three new measurements using a sample of 362 fb−1, corresponding to 387× 106

BB pairs. The three analyses adopt similar techniques to separate signal from background,
e.g. multi-dimensional likelihood fits the beam-constrained mass Mbc, energy difference ∆E and
transformed output of the classifier O′CS combining several continuum suppression variables. In
addition, they use the flavor tagging and, in the case of B0 → φK0

S , resolution function parame-
ters from the B0 → D(∗)−π+ calibration sample. The background-subtracted 8 ∆t distributions
are displayed in Fig. 2 and the measured CP asymmetries are reported in Tab. 2.

3.1 B0 → φK0
S

The B0 → φK0
S decay vertex is reconstructed from the two prompt tracks of the φ → K+K−

decay, therefore, it has a similar ∆t resolution as the B0 → J/ψK0
S mode. In addition to the

dominant continuum qq background, it suffers from a sizeable contribution from non-resonant
B0 → K+K−K0

S decays with the same final state but opposite CP eigenvalue, diluting the ob-
servable CP asymmetries. In order to disentangle the non-resonant background component, we
perform a multidimensional fit including the cosine of the helicity angle, in which the B0 → φK0

S

and B0 → K+K−K0
S have different distributions. In total, we reconstruct 162 ± 17 signal

B0 → φK0
S and 21 ± 12 background B0 → K+K−K0

S events. We estimate the residual effect
of neglecting interference using a MC sample generated with a complete Dalitz description of
the decay. The analysis is validated on generic MC and on the B+ → φK+ control channel in
data, which features similar backgrounds, vertexing and null CP asymmetries. The statistical
sensitivity on A is on par with the world’s best measurements. When compared to the Belle 10

and BABAR 11 analyses using a similar quasi-two body strategy, there is a 10 to 20% statistical
improvement on S for the same number of signal events. The dominant sources of systematic
uncertainty stem from the bias induced by the fit model used to disentangle signal from back-
grounds and neglecting the contribution from additional mis-reconstruced BB backgrounds in
the fit.

3.2 B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S

The B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S decay proceeds through the same underlying b→ sss quark transition as of

B0 → φK0
S . It has the advantage of not being affected from opposite-CP backgrounds. However,

since K0
S decay on average outside of the pixel detector, it is experimentally challenging due to

the absence of prompt tracks to form a vertex. The decay vertex reconstruction relies on the K0
S

trajectory and profile of the interaction point. In order to achieve the best statistical sensitivity,
the dataset is divided into “time-differential” (TD) events, for which the K0

S carry sufficient
information from the vertex detector, and “time-integrated” (TI) events, for which the decay
vertex is poorly constrained. The TD events are used in the time-dependent CP fit, while TI
events are used only to measure A. In addition, the resolution function parameters obtained in
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Figure 2 – Projections of the ∆t fit and CP asymmetries in b → qqs decays: B0 → φK0
S (top left), B0 → K0

Sπ
0

(top right) and B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S (bottom).

simulation are scaled in data by including the B+ → K0
SK

0
SK

+ control channel in the combined
fit. In total, we reconstruct 158+14

−13 TD and 62± 9 TI events. The statistical sensitivity on A is
on par with the world’s best measurements. The leading sources of systematic uncertainty are
the bias induced by the fit model and calibration of the flavor tagging.

3.3 B0 → K0
Sπ

0

The B0 → K0
Sπ

0 decay belongs to the same class of b → qqs decays as B0 → φK0
S and B0 →

K0
SK

0
SK

0
S . It has a higher effective branching fraction than B0 → φK0

S and B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S

but slightly larger theoretical uncertainties 1. The signal reconstruction requires excellent per-
formance with neutrals, due to the absence of prompt tracks and presence of a π0 in the final
state. The analysis follows a similar strategy as B0 → K0

SK
0
SK

0
S , dividing the dataset into TD

and TI events to retain the information on A from events with poor ∆t resolution. In total, we
reconstruct 415+26

−25 signal events. The analysis strategy is validated on B0 → J/ψK0
S data, re-

constructed without the vertex information from the J/ψ . The statistical sensitivity on A and S
is already on par with the world’s best determinations in spite of the smaller dataset. The dom-
inant contribution to the systematic uncertainty arise from neglecting possible CP asymmetries
in the backgrounds and from the calibration of the resolution function.



Table 2: Comparison of recent Belle II results (where the first uncertainties are statistical, while the second are
systematic) and world average of CP asymmetries in b→ qqs transitions.

Observable Belle II (362 fb−1) World Average

B0 → φK0
S A 0.31± 0.20+0.05

−0.06 −0.01± 0.14

S 0.54± 0.26+0.06
−0.08 0.74+0.11

−0.13

B0 → K0
SK

0
SK

0
S A 0.07+0.15

−0.20 ± 0.02 0.15± 0.12

S −1.37+0.35
−0.45 ± 0.03 −0.83± 0.17

B0 → K0
Sπ

0 A 0.04+0.15
−0.14 ± 0.05 −0.01± 0.10

S 0.75+.20
−0.23 ± 0.04 0.57± 0.17

4 Summary

Belle II has performed measurements of the B0 lifetime and mixing frequency with flavor-specific
decays and CP asymmetries in b → ccs transitions using half of its dataset. These high-yield
analyses require the accurate modeling of the vertex resolution and flavor tagging response, which
represent important milestones in the development of time-dependent analyses. In addition, we
report recent results on CP violation in b→ qqs transitions using the full Belle II datasets, where
some observables are already competitive with the world’s most precise measurements, albeit
using much less luminosity. Due to its excellent neutral reconstruction capabilities, Belle II is
in the unique position to improve our current experimental knowledge on these modes, that are
essential to probe generic non-SM physics in loops.
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Abstract

The stringy realization of generalized symmetry operators involves wrapping “branes at
infinity”. We argue that in the case of continuous (as opposed to discrete) symmetries, the
appropriate objects are fluxbranes. We use this perspective to revisit the phase structure
of Verlinde’s monopole, a proposed particle which is BPS when gravity is decoupled, but is
non-BPS and metastable when gravity is switched on. Geometrically, this monopole is ob-
tained from branes wrapped on locally stable but globally trivial cycles of a compactification
geometry. The fluxbrane picture allows us to characterize electric (resp. magnetic) confine-
ment (resp. screening) in the 4D theory as a result of monopole decay. In the presence of
the fluxbrane, this decay also creates lower-dimensional fluxbranes, which in the field theory
is interpreted as the creation of an additional topological field theory sector.
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1 Introduction

One of the exciting recent developments in the study of quantum field theory (QFT) is the

discovery that global symmetries have an intrinsically topological character [1]. The key

idea in this context is that symmetry operators are topological, and their action on local

(as well as extended) operators is captured by an associated linking in the spacetime. This

point of view has lead to vast generalizations of the notion of symmetries in QFTs which are

collectively referred to as generalized global symmetries. There is by now an extensive and

growing literature, see e.g., [2] for a review.

In the specific context of QFTs realized via string constructions, it was recently proposed

that branes “at infinity” can produce topological symmetry operators in a localized QFT

sector [3–5] (see also [6, 7]). This complements the “defect group” perspective on higher

symmetries developed earlier [8–11].

Now, an advantage of working with a string construction is that one can in principle

reintroduce the effects of gravity. Indeed, once gravity is included, such global symmetries

are either gauged or explicitly broken (see e.g., [12–15]), and the specific fate of any individual

symmetry likely depends on the details of a given UV completion. The paradigm of local

model building provides a general approach to these issues (see e.g., [16–24]). One first

begins by engineering a QFT of interest in the limit where gravity is decoupled. This

amounts to working on a non-compact “internal” string background with localized degrees

of freedom. Switching on gravity involves embedding this construction in a globally compact

background.1

In this note we investigate these issues in the specific context of continuous higher-form

symmetries acting on a monopole configuration introduced by Verlinde [29] in the context of

QFTs engineered via D3-branes probing a local singularity of a Calabi-Yau threefold. The

monopole is BPS and stable when gravity is switched off, but is non-BPS and metastable

with gravity switched on.

At long distances, the QFT is a quiver gauge theory, and a heavy monopole is obtained

from a D3-brane wrapping a non-compact 3-cycle in the internal geometry. There is a

corresponding flux tube which attaches to this monopole, as obtained from a D3-brane

wrapping a compact 2-cycle, and in the limit where gravity is switched off, the configuration

is supersymmetric, and exactly stable. This can be viewed as a 5-brane wrapping a local

2-cycle in the internal geometry, and as such it produces a domain wall between a confining

/ deconfining phase.

Switching on gravity qualitatively changes the story. In a compact geometry, it can

happen that the local 2-cycle supporting the flux tube is actually globally trivial. As stud-

ied in [29] (for a related earlier construction see [30]), this means the monopole is in fact

metastable, and will eventually “self-annihilate”.2 In geometric terms, the monopole is bet-

1For recent work on generalized symmetries in the context of compact backgrounds, see e.g., [25–28].
2In a full compactification, there may end up being additional decay channels, which can shorten the

1



ter viewed as a puffed up 3-ball which separates a deconfined / confined vacuum. As the

unwrapping occurs, the bubble expands and eventually there is a transition to a confined

U(1)
(0)
elec gauge theory phase. Indeed, as noted in [29], this can also be interpreted as the

formation of a non-zero monopole condensate.

Our aim in this note will be to study the generalized symmetries which act on this

monopole, first in the limit where gravity is switched off, and then in the limit with gravity

switched on. When gravity is switched off we expand on the paradigm of the construction

of generalized symmetry operators using “branes at infinity” as presented in [3–5]. We

argue that the correct branes to wrap “at infinity” are fluxbranes, and we determine the

worldvolume topological actions for these configurations. These naturally act on defects

charged under continuous higher-form symmetries, as obtained from branes wrapped on

free, relative cycles (as opposed to torsional, relative cycles). We use this perspective to

track the deconfinement / confinement transition of Verlinde’s configuration in an adiabatic

limit where gravity is switched on. When the boundary of the 5-brane bubble collides with

the fluxbrane, the Hanany-Witten effect creates a fundamental flux 2-brane. This effect

parallels the creation of symmetry operators observed field theoretically in [34,35] and from

a top-down perspective in [3, 6, 7].

2 Symmetry Operators from Fluxbranes

We begin by studying the stringy realization of generalized global symmetry operators as-

sociated with continuous higher-form symmetries, i.e., symmetry operators labeled by a

continuous parameter. These act on defects engineered via branes wrapping free cycles.

With this characterization in hand we then turn to an analysis of Verlinde’s monopole.

Let us now consider a QFT engineered from IIA or IIB string theory on RD−1,1 × X,

with non-compact internal directions X of dimension 10−D. The QFT is obtained from a

localized singularity in X which can involve the profile of the metric, as well as additional

degrees of freedom such as spacetime filling branes.

The generalized global symmetry operators of such a QFT are constructed by wrapping

branes on cycles in the asymptotic spatial boundary ∂X [5]. The defects furnish represen-

tations of these symmetry operators, and are constructed by wrapping q-branes on non-

compact cycles with asymptotic boundary in ∂X [8–11].

Recently a proposal was made for the corresponding symmetry operators which detect

these defects [3–5], which we now briefly review. At the level of the supergravity theory,

there is a natural operator we can introduce which detects the corresponding field theory

defect. Given a q-brane, observe that it couples to a (q + 1)-form potential. There is a

magnetic dual flux Fp+2 which detects such charged objects. The parameters q and p are

lifetime [31]. Nevertheless, it is quite plausible that such decay rates can still be suppressed relative to the
string scale. For related string realizations of metastable monopole configurations, see for example [32,33].

2



related as:

(p+ 2) + (q + 2) = 10. (2.1)

Observe that in the 10D spacetime, the q-brane naturally links with the flux operator:

Uη(Yp+2) = exp

2πiη

∫
Yp+2

Fp+2 + ...

 , (2.2)

where the “...” indicates improvement terms which must be included for self-consistency.

Here, the value of the parameter η, as well as the specific type of symmetry depends on

whether we are dealing with a continuous or discrete generalized symmetry. In the latter

case, one can show that the symmetry operator of the D-dimensional QFT can be interpreted

as a magnetic dual p-brane wrapped “at infinity”. Geometrically, this brane links with the

heavy defect both in the spacetime as well as in the boundary geometry ∂X. On the other

hand, when the symmetry in question is continuous, we will shortly argue that the natural

object in question is a fluxbrane.

To motivate this proposal, let us begin by reviewing the case of discrete / finite order

symmetries. Consider wrapping a p-brane and the electromagnetically dual q-brane on

Mp+1−k × γk ⊂ RD−1,1 × ∂X ,

Nq−` × Γ`+1 ⊂ RD−1,1 × ∂X ,
(2.3)

respectively. We view the q-brane as generating a heavy defect, and as we now explain,

the p-brane as a symmetry operator. We have p + q = 6 and γk ∈ Hk(∂X) and Γ`+1 ∈
H`+1(X, ∂X)/H`+1(X). The former constructs a generalized symmetry operator3 which acts

on defects of dimension q− ` constructed by the latter. The supports Mp+1−k and Nq−` link

in RD−1,1 and therefore

k + ` = dim(∂X)− 1 (2.4)

and whenever γk, ∂Γ`+1 are torsional cycles in ∂X the canonical linking pairing

L∂X : TorHk(∂X)× TorH`(∂X)→ Q/Z (2.5)

geometrizes the symmetry action [3–5]. The phase of this symmetry action is then

exp (2πi× lMN × L∂X(γk, ∂Γ`+1)) (2.6)

where lMN denotes the Gauss-linking of Mp+1−k with Nq−` in RD−1,1.

3A recurring subtlety in this procedure is that we should more properly replace H∗ by some generalized
homology theory E∗ which in principle classifies the possible charges of the string theory we are working
in. See for instance Appendix A of [6] which reviews the appearance of twisted K-theory as the generalized
(co)homology relevant for NS5 brane backgrounds. These subtleties will not be relevant for the examples in
this paper.
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Crucially, the above makes use of torsional cycles, but the general idea [3–5] applies more

broadly. We now explain the case in which homology classes wrapped by p-branes and q-

branes are free. In this case, a charged defect operator constructed from a q-brane wrapping

Γ`+1 is labeled by an element in a free charge lattice so we seek to understand the stringy

construction of the associated (naively U(1)) symmetry operators.

To begin, let us return to the supergravity operator of line (2.2). Our proposal is that

the symmetry operator is realized by wrapping a fluxbrane along

Mp+1−k × γk+1 ⊂ RD−1,1 × ∂X (2.7)

where γk+1 ∈ H free
k+1(∂X) ' Hk+1(∂X)/TorHk+1(∂X).

A fluxbrane is a higher-dimensional analog of a flux tube from QCD.4 In keeping with

standard brane indexing conventions, we refer to a flux (p+1)-brane as one which couples to

the curvature Fp+2 and thus occupies p+2 total spacetime directions. One can also construct

fluxbranes as soliton backgrounds in brane / anti-brane pairs (see Appendix A).

Fluxbranes have been studied in string theory before (see e.g. [37,38]), and they usually

break supersymmetry and are unstable against forming brane / anti-brane pairs (similar to

a QCD flux tube being unstable to splitting into quark / anti-quark pairs). The dynamics

of the fluxbrane is immaterial for its use as a topological symmetry operator because it

is infinitely far away from the QFT degrees of freedom and wrapping the fluxbrane on a

formally infinite volume cycle in ∂X suppresses decay processes.5

For free classes the relevant canonical pairing is now the intersection pairing

( . , . )∂X : H free
k+1(∂X)×H free

` (∂X)→ Z (2.8)

where k + 1 + ` = dim ∂X. Flux (p + 1)-branes canonically pair with q-branes sourcing

the flux. The supports of these two objects link in the product RD−1,1 × ∂X, rather than

individually in each factor, and the leading topological term in the flux (p+ 1)-brane action

is: ∫
Mp+1−k×γk+1

(Fp+2 + . . . ) (2.9)

which precisely measures the number of q-branes wrapping Nq−` × Γ`+1.

Self-consistency of the fluxbrane topological terms requires additional improvement terms,

as indicated by the “...” in line (2.9). One way to argue for the appearance of such terms

is to observe that just as we can consider a fluxbrane in isolation, it can also support lower-

dimensional fluxbranes. This is simply the analog of the “branes within branes” observed

for D-branes [39]. In the present context, it is essentially forced because we must allow for

the totality of all possible stacked heavy defects generated by wrapped q-branes, and their

4They were introduced in a four-dimensional setting in the Melvin universe [36].
5Similar observations were recently used in [7] to study the role of various non-BPS branes as generalized

symmetry operators.
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corresponding symmetry operators. From a bottom up point of view, such additional terms

can be argued for from a corresponding anomaly inflow analysis, and this in turn requires

including additional topological terms in the action. The topological couplings we propose

are essentially the minimal ones compatible with other stringy considerations.

These additional topological terms are generalizations of the Wess-Zumino terms on p-

branes. To get a handle on them, let L(p+1)
WZ = Cp+1 + . . . be the Wess-Zumino Lagrangian

of a Dp-brane. The Dp-brane sources the term:∫
L(p+1)

WZ ∧ d ∗ Fp+2 = −(−1)p+1

∫
dL(p+1)

WZ ∧ ∗Fp+2 (2.10)

in the corresponding 10D supergravity action. More precisely, we view dL(p+1)
WZ as the local

expression for a (p+ 2)-form which we can interpret as a generalized curvature F (p+2)
WZ . With

this we also find that the topological sector of the fluxbrane supports a U(1) gauge field.6

Assuming that the fluxbrane localizes on some submanifold Yp+2 ⊂ ∂X in the asymptotic

boundary ∂X, we therefore have

∗ Fp+2 = ηδYp+2 (2.11)

and with this the action (2.9) is completed to∫
Mp+1−k×γk+1

(Fp+2 + . . . ) =

∫
Mp+1−k×γk+1

F (p+2)
WZ (2.12)

and the topological operator engineered using this is

Uη(Mp+1−k) = exp

(
2πiη

∫
Mp+1−k×γk+1

F (p+2)
WZ

)
. (2.13)

As in [3–5], the terms beyond Cp+1 in L(p+1)
WZ enrich the fusion algebra generated by Uη(Mp+1−k)

from that of a U(1) symmetry7 to a non-invertible symmetry8. It may happen that Uη(Mp+1−k)

is not gauge invariant when η is irrational unless we extend the action in (2.13) to some

higher-dimensional manifold whose boundary is Mp+1−k × γk+1. This subtlety will not play

an important role in this work but we simply highlight that this is reminiscent of how non-

invertible symmetries constructed from ABJ anomalies can be made gauge invariant only if

a certain phase takes values in Q/Z rather than R/Z [41, 42].9 We see the same effect in

Appendix A where the construction of fluxbranes from higher dimensional brane / anti-brane

pairs only works in generality when η ∈ Q/Z. Similar remarks hold for generating fluxbrane

6It is important to stress that our considerations apply to the topological sector of the fluxbrane. The full
dynamics of a fluxbrane are more challenging to characterize, but are also irrelevant for the present analysis.

7The algebra for the invertible case would be the group ring C[U(1)].
8See e.g., [40, 35,34]
9See also the work [43] which shows that several examples of (exponentials of) integrals of supergravity

page charges can only be made gauge invariant when the phase of the exponent is rational.
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actions from WZ terms of other types of branes in string / M-theory.

The appearance of fluxbranes as a way to engineer symmetry operators is also quite

natural in the framework of differential cohomology. When defects and symmetry operators

are constructed via wrapped branes on torsional classes the correct cocycle to expand over the

cycle Nq−`×Γ`+1 is the class L̆(p+1)
WZ , the uplift of the Wess-Zumino Lagrangian to differential

cohomology [44]. This gives a symmetry operator with

2πi

∫
Mp+1−k×γk

(
F̆p+2 + . . .

)
(2.14)

in the exponent which parallels line (2.9) and leads to an anomaly inflow formulation in

the associated field theory [3–6]. For free classes such as γk+1, we need to integrate over

Mp+1−k × γk+1 in one higher dimension. Hence, it is natural to view this as a topological

term for a fluxbrane in string theory.

3 Verlinde’s Monopole Revisited

We now turn to the generalized symmetries acting on Verlinde’s monopole, a metastable

object which can have an exponentially long lifetime relative to the string scale, and which

can have a mass which ranges from the string scale down to the O(100) TeV scale depending

on the details of the warping in the extra dimensions of a string compactification. We begin

in the limit where gravity is switched off, and then turn to the implications of switching on

gravity.

To frame the discussion to follow, we now briefly review Verlinde’s monopole configura-

tion. We engineer a 4D gauge theory on R3,1 by considering a stack of N D3-branes probing

X, a local Calabi-Yau singularity. The main idea is that the probe D3-brane “fractionates”

and is instead replaced by various bound states of higher-dimensional branes and anti-branes

wrapping 2-cycles and 4-cycles in a resolution X̃ [45–47]. These states are nevertheless mu-

tually supersymmetric in the regime of small volume. By working at strong string coupling,

one can also entertain various F-theory models, as obtained from intersecting 7-branes wrap-

ping various 4-cycles of the geometry. In this case, one does not consider the collapsing cycle

limit, and moreover, one also relaxes the Calabi-Yau condition on X.10 For ease of exposi-

tion, we focus on the case of probe D3-branes, and also assume that X̃ is given by K → S,

the canonical bundle of a single Kähler surface S which can be contracted to a point (i.e., it

is Fano). That said, the considerations we present generalize to many other settings.

Coupling to gravity is accomplished by viewing X as a local patch of a compact Calabi-

Yau Y . The value of Newton’s constant (in Einstein frame) is then set by GNewton ∼
1/Vol(Y ). The specific UV completion clearly depends on these details, explicit examples in

D3-brane probe / F-theory models include those of references [49,23,24].

10Rather, the topological twist on the 7-branes leads to an effective local Calabi-Yau geometry (see [48,22]).
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We are interested in models with a U(1)
(0)
elec gauge symmetry which we refer to as “hy-

percharge” (since this is where it often shows up in this context), though clearly one can

entertain more general models. The subscript “elec” denotes the fact that we work in a

global realization of the theory in which the corresponding electric degrees of freedom are

light, and in which the corresponding Wilson lines are part of the spectrum of line operators.

When there is no confusion, we shall suppress this subscript.

In both local D3-brane probe models, as well as F-theory models, the condition that this

U(1) remains massless requires a specific geometric condition be met, namely that there is

a 2-cycle α ⊂ H2(S) which is non-trivial in the local resolution X̃, but which is trivial in

Y .11 Doing so ensures that possible couplings of bulk RR-forms to local field strengths are

absent, thus preventing a mass via the Stückelberg mechanism (see e.g., [50] for a review of

this issue).

The essential idea in [29] is to now construct a metastable configuration by exploiting

the triviality of α in the full geometry Y . From the perspective of the 4D gauge theory, we

consider a U(1) monopole configuration, as obtained by letting Q units of Fhyp flux thread

an S2 in the spacetime. Topologically, we introduce a 3-ball B of radius R, and split the

spatial R3 as R3\B and B. Integrating Fhyp over this S2 specifies the total charge:∫
B

dFhyp =

∫
S2

Fhyp = Q. (3.1)

The “core size” of the monopole is specified by the radius of the 3-ball B. In the context of

a string construction, there is a natural (typically string scale) size for this object based on

balancing the internal and external tensions from wrapped branes.

Indeed, from the perspective of the internal geometry, we consider spacetime filling D5-

branes wrapped on the cycle α.12 In the D5-brane worldvolume, there is a topological

coupling Fhyp ∧ C4, and so switching on Fhyp with Q units of flux can be interpreted as

introducing Q D3-branes wrapping α, and extending as a one-dimensional effective string in

the spacetime. The end of the string is a heavy monopole, and this can be interpreted as a

D3-brane wrapping a 3-chain Γ with boundary ∂Γ = α. This 3-chain extends from the tip

of the local geometry out to “infinity”. See figure 1 for a depiction of the internal local /

global geometry.

11A simple example for F-theory models is to take S = P1 × P1 and Y = P3. Letting σ1, σ2 denote the
P1 classes of H2(S), observe that α = σ1 − σ2 is trivial in Y . This follows trivially from the fact that the
homology ring of P3 is generated by the hyperplane class, and P1 × P1 is specified by a quadric.

12In the explicit hypercharge model of [29], this is typically a bound state of branes and anti-branes, but
this complication plays no significant role in what follows.
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Figure 1: Depiction of the local geometry used to engineer the metastable monopole. Locally,
we have X as given by the canonical bundle over a Kähler surface S. In this local surface S,
we have a locally stable 2-cycle α which is the boundary of a non-compact 3-chain Γ which
extends along the radial direction of X to the boundary ∂X, where the image 2-cycle (under
the Gysin sequence) is denoted as α∞. In the full compact geometry Y , this 3-chain can
unwind, so the resulting defect is only metastable. We have also indicated the 3-cycle Λ3

which intersects Γ at a point in ∂X. The internal cycle Λ3, when integrated against a 5-form
topological term of the fluxbrane results in a 2D TFT in the spacetime which detects the
monopole defect.

3.1 Defects and Symmetry Operators

Since the 3-chain is non-compact, the resulting monopole is really a heavy defect / line

operator. This is in line with the general stringy picture of engineering defects from wrapping

branes on non-compact cycles [8–11], and just as there, we can study the states which cannot

be screened by dynamical states. Compared with the main examples studied previously, our

main focus will be on factors of the defect group which are not torsion, i.e., they involve

copies of Z, and so the Pontryagin dual defining the higher symmetry is a continuous U(1).

Given a 1-form symmetry U(1)
(1)
mag, there is a corresponding topological symmetry oper-

ator which we can obtain by integrating the RR 5-form flux over a 5-cycle which links with

the 4-cycle wrapped by the D3-brane on Rtime × Γ. This constructs a flux operator which

measures the D3-brane flux threaded through the 5-cycle [9, 3–6]. The string construction

suggests that we should complete this operator into a fluxbrane as introduced in (2.12).

Concretely we have in the context of Verlinde’s monopole

Uη(Σ2) = exp

2πiη

∫
Σ2×Λ3

F5 + ...

 , (3.2)

where we integrate over a 3-cycle Λ3 in ∂X which intersects Γ out in ∂X, and where Σ2 links

with the monopole line in the 4D spacetime. See the lefthand side of figure 1.
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The local profile for the heavy monopole, effective string, and symmetry operator are

obtained from filling the following directions in the 10D spacetime:

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Mono Defect × × × ×
Mono String × × 0 × ×
Symm Op × × ∞ × × ×

(3.3)

where the directions “0, 1, 2, 3” are in the 4D spacetime, “4” is the radial direction of X

(viewed as a cone over ∂X) and “5, 6, 7, 8, 9” are directions of ∂X. The string terminated

by the monopole wraps cycles in S, the zero section of K → S and as such they sit at r = 0.

The symmetry operator sits at r =∞ and the heavy defect fills the radial direction.

Summarizing, we have the fluxbrane symmetry operator (we leave the overall normaliza-

tion in the path integral implicit):

Uη(Σ2) =

∫
DA1 exp

2πiη

∫
Σ2×Λ3

F5 + F3 ∪ F2 +
1

2
F1 ∪ F2 ∪ F2

 , (3.4)

labelled by η ∈ R/Z where F2 = F2 − B2 and F2 is the field strength of the worldvolume

gauge field A1. The Fi with odd i denote the (pullback to the worldvolume) field strengths

of the RR supergravity background fields. We have dropped a term involving the Euler class

of Σ2 × Λ3.

To determine the structure of the symmetry operator in the 4D QFT, we now turn to

the reduction of our topological terms on the cycle Λ3. To this end, we first study in more

detail the geometry of local 2-cycles in S and how they lift to cycles in ∂X.

3.2 Dimensional Reduction

To carry out the dimensional reduction of our symmetry operator, let us consider the geom-

etry of the setup more closely. Since the non-compact Calabi-Yau X is just the canonical

bundle K → S, the boundary geometry is a circle bundle

S1 ↪→ ∂X → S , FS = [K] (3.5)

whose curvature is the canonical class. As such, one can use the Gysin sequence to track

how local 2-cycles in S embed in ∂X, as well as how they lift to 3-cycles upon inclusion of

the S1 bundle direction. With this there is an image of α “at infinity” which intersects Λ3:

Λ3 ∩∂X α∞ = 1, (3.6)
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in the obvious notation. Indeed, Λ3 can be represented by the circle bundle of a 2-cycle β of

S. The main condition we need to ensure is that β intersects α in S.

In more detail, the Gysin sequence

. . . → Hn(∂X) → Hn−1(S)
FS ∧−−−−→ Hn+1(S) → Hn+1(∂X) → . . . (3.7)

produces two exact subsequences, cut out by H1(S) = H3(S) = 0,13 relating cocycles of the

base with those of the total space

0 → H1(∂X) → H0(S)
FS ∧−−−−→ H2(S) → H2(∂X) → 0

0 → H3(∂X) → H2(S)
FS ∧−−−−→ H4(S) → H4(∂X) → 0 .

(3.8)

With this we have the relations between base and boundary cohomology

H2(∂X) = H2(S)/〈FS〉 , H3(∂X) = H2(S)|⊥FS
. (3.9)

The spaces ∂X and S are smooth and by Poincaré duality we obtain an identification of

2-cycles and 3-cycles in ∂X with (equivalences classes of) curves in S.

In particular, 3-cycles in H3(∂X) ∼= H2(∂X) have representatives induced from an S1

fibration over a representative of the corresponding curve. The intersection pairing

κ⊥ : H2(∂X)×H3(∂X)→ Z (3.10)

used in (3.6), is therefore induced from κ, the intersection form on S. On cohomology we have

an induced pairing with components κij = σi · σj. Here, the σi are a basis for H2(S) ∼= Zr

and r denotes the rank of the curve lattice of S.

Let us evaluate the exact subsequences in (3.8). The maps marked in (3.8) derive from

the intersection form κij and we can expand the curvature of the circle bundle as:

FS =
r∑
i=1

nS,iσi (3.11)

with integers nS,i ∈ Z. With this the two non-trivial maps above are

FS ∧ : Z ∼= H0(S)→ H2(S) ∼= Zr , 1 7→ FS

FS ∧ : Zr ∼= H2(S)→ H4(S) ∼= Z , σ = mjσj 7→ mjσj ∧ FS = nS,imjκij .
(3.12)

We define g = gcd
i

(nS,i) and find the cohomology groups

Hn(∂X) = {Z, 0,Zr−1 ⊕ Zg,Zr−1,Zg,Z} (3.13)

13Recall that here we assume S is Fano.
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which via the universal coefficient theorem imply the homology groups

Hn(∂X) = {Z,Zg,Zr−1,Zr−1 ⊕ Zg, 0,Z} . (3.14)

In transitioning from cohomology to homology the arrows in (3.12) are reversed, and n-cycles

of ∂X map onto n-cycles of S. So, we now have maps Hn(∂X)→ Hn(X) ∼= Hn(S) induced

from the embedding ∂X → X lifted to degree n in homology combined with deformation

retraction along the radial direction to S.

Returning to our fluxbrane action, observe that Λ3 is dual to the 2-form u2,Λ which is

such that

Uη(Σ2) =

∫
DA1 exp

2πiη

∫
Σ2×∂X

u2,Λ ∪
(
F5 + F3 ∪ F2 +

1

2
F1 ∪ F2 ∪ F2

) . (3.15)

We are now in position to perform the integral over the asymptotic boundary. The

integral cohomology ring of ∂X is generated by

1, u2,n, t2, u3,n, t4, vol ∂X (3.16)

where 1 is the degree zero cocycles and vol ∂X the degree five cocycle. Torsional, respectively

free, classes of degree k are denoted by tk, and uk,n, where n = 1, . . . , r − 1. The integral

over ∂X now proceeds via the expansions

F5 = G
(5)
5 ∪ 1 + C

(5)
3 ∪ t2 +G

(5)
3,n ∪ u2,n +G

(5)
2,n ∪ u3,n + C

(5)
1 ∪ t4

F3 = G
(3)
3 ∪ 1 + C

(3)
1 ∪ t2 +G

(3)
1,n ∪ u2,n +G

(3)
0,n ∪ u3,n

F1 = G
(1)
1 ∪ 1

F2 = H(2)
2 ∪ 1 +D(2)

0 ∪ t2 +H(2)
0 ∪ u2

(3.17)

with which we find

Uη(Σ2) =

∫
DA1 exp

2πiηλn

∫
Σ2

(
G

(5)
2,n +G

(3)
0,nF2

) , λn =

∫
∂X

u2,Λ ∪ u3,n ∈ Z .

(3.18)

If we denote by βn ∈ H2(S)|⊥FS
∼= H3(∂X) the 2-cocycles corresponding to u3,n and [δ2] ∈

H2(S)/〈FS〉 ∼= H2(∂X) the equivalence class of 2-cocycles corresponding to u2,Λ, then we

can compute the intersection number λn = δ2 · βn as an intersection in the surface S. We

can now simplify further to

Uη(Σ2) = U (inv)
η (Σ2)U (cond)

η (Σ2), (3.19)
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where we introduced the shorthand notation

U (inv)
η (Σ2) = exp

2πiηλn

∫
Σ2

G
(5)
2,n −G

(3)
0,nB2


U (cond)
η (Σ2) =

∫
DA1 exp

2πiηλn

∫
Σ2

G
(3)
0,nF2

 (3.20)

and U (cond)
η is a condensation operator14 from a 2-gauging of a 3-form symmetry15 with

background fieldG
(3)
0,n. The condensation operator is a projection operator (U (cond)

η )2 = U (cond)
η

(properly normalized) and trivially non-invertible on its kernel.

3.3 TFT Creation in the Finite Size Limit

Summarizing our discussion up to this point, we have considered some of the defects obtained

in a class of QFTs with gravity decoupled. In this limit, Verlinde’s monopole is BPS, and

we have argued that a flux 4-brane wrapped on a three-cycle is the natural object which

realizes the corresponding topological symmetry operator. In the conformal limit where

all mass scales are either zero or infinite, the monopole is formally infinite in mass, and

has a suitable delta function support. Blowing up the collapsed two-cycles induces various

mass scales in the QFT, and allows the monopole to pick up a finite mass and non-zero

Compton wavelength. In this case the monopole has a core size, and so we can speak of an

“inside” and “outside” to the monopole configuration. Outside, everything is just as before;

the symmetry operator engineered by the fluxbrane detects the 1-form symmetry associated

with the monopole line. Inside, however, we can contract the symmetry operator to a point.

This is just an indication that we have broken the magnetic 1-form symmetry and monopole

condensation has occurred, namely electric degrees of freedom are now confined.

The contraction of the symmetry operator inside the core of the monopole is not entirely

trivial, however. As the flux 4-brane passes through the D5-brane, the linking configuration

of the two branes changes and eventually they intersect along a spatial 2-sphere Σ2 before

the D5-brane encloses the symmetry operator. The flux 4-brane supports a U(1) gauge field

with field strength F2 and by construction couples to the bulk B2 field such that F2 −B2 is

gauge invariant, that is to say, F2 −B2 is a globally well-defined 2-form on the flux 4-brane

worldvolume. Similarly we have that the electromagnetic dual ∗F2 − C2 is a globally well-

defined 2-form on the flux 4-brane. Fundamentally, this observation is the starting point for

the famous Hanany-Witten brane creation effect [53] and which we now find to equally well

apply to fluxbrane creation.16 Generally, when fluxbranes pass through D-branes a fluxbrane

14See e.g., [51].
15See [52].
16The relevance of Hanany-Witten moves in brane creation of condensation defects was noted in [3] and
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can be created.

Let us consider this fluxbrane creation process for our D5-brane and flux 4-brane with

worldvolume WD5 = Σ2 × Rt × Γ and WF4 = Σ2 × Λ3 respectively. Here the spatial sphere

Σ2 ⊂ R3, albeit with distinct radii, is shared and the four-manifold Rt × Γ and three-

manifold Λ3 are disjoint and contained in the eight-manifold M8 = Rt × R≥0 × X. With

this the supports of the D5-brane and flux 4-brane in M8 have the correct dimensionality to

link in M8. Here R≥0 parameterizes the spatial radius of the R3 appearing in the 10D setup

Rt × R3 ×X, see also (3.3).

Now, define the topological linking invariant

L(WD5,WF4) =

∫
WF4

FRR
3

2π
(3.21)

measuring the 3-form flux FRR
3 sourced by the D5-brane through WF4. We have∫

WF4

FRR
3

2π
=

∫
WF4

d(C2 − ∗F2 + ∗F2)

2π
=

∫
WF4

d ∗ F2

2π
(3.22)

where F2 is the U(1) field strength of the flux 4-brane. We apply Stokes’ theorem and use the

fact that C2−∗F2 is a 2-form globally defined on the flux 4-brane. As in the original Hanany-

Witten effect we conclude that sources for d∗F2 are created whenever the supports WD5,WF4

are moved across each other such that their linking L(WD5,WF4) changes. These have the

interpretation of fundamental flux 2-branes (the fluxbranes associated with fundamental

strings) stretching between the D5-brane and flux 4-brane. The 3D worldvolume of the 2-

flux brane is Σ2× I where I ⊂ R≥0 is some spatial, radially running interval with endpoints

on the D5-brane and flux 4-brane. The action of the created fundamental flux 2-brane is

− 2πiη

∫
Σ2×I

H3 . (3.23)

This sort of finite size effect is inevitable when coupling to gravity, see figure 3 for a depiction

of the related symmetry operator manipulations in this case.

3.4 Switching on Gravity

Suppose that we now switch on gravity. In general, this will depend on how we glue the local

geometry X into a compact model Y . This will in turn affect the structure of the ensuing

dynamics. One possibility is that the 2-cycle α embeds non-trivially in H2(Y ). In this case,

there is a stable object associated with the corresponding flux tube.

The case of interest to us here will be the opposite situation where α is actually trivial.17

has also been recently explored in [6, 7].
17Geometries with this property are for example discussed in [49] Concretely one can consider a degree
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Figure 2: Depiction of the monopole / flux tube configuration before and after switching
on gravity, as indicated by the value of Newton’s constant GN in the 4D model. In the
limit where gravity is switched off (left), we have a heavy line operator as obtained from
a D3-brane wrapping a non-compact 3-chain Γ, and a stringlike flux tube obtained from
wrapping a D3-brane on the compact 2-cycle α. There is a corresponding symmetry operator
obtained from integrating a 5-form over an internal 3-cycle, resulting in a codimension-two
topological 1-form symmetry operator Uη(Σ2) which links with the heavy monopole line
operator. When gravity is switched on (middle and right), the infinitesimally small 3-ball
defining the monopole begins to expand, which in the internal geometry signals the unwinding
of α in the full compact geometry Y . At early times t � τmono below the lifetime of the
monopole, this 3-ball is still surrounded by Σ2, but at late times t� τmono above the lifetime
of the monopole, the ball has expanded, and the symmetry operator no longer surrounds
a monopole. In this limit, the U(1)

(1)
mag is broken, and the electric degrees of freedom have

become confined.

The monopole configuration we have been describing is actually metastable: While α is

locally a minimal size 2-cycle, globally in Y it can annihilate. As argued in [29], the decay

rate depends on the size of the 3-chain Γ used to unwind the cycle.18 While this depends

on many model dependent factors it should immediately be clear that this decay rate is

exponentially suppressed relative to the string scale.19 In terms of the radial slicing of the

conical geometry X, we can depict this as a locally increasing volume Vol(α) which eventually

drops to zero size once a “maximal size” is reached.20

18 hypersurface in the weighted projective space WP(1, 1, 1, 6, 9) with singularities that resolve to del Pezzo
surfaces. See [54] for more details on this particular example. For F-theory related examples, see e.g., [23,24]
as well as [55].

18As mentioned in [29] we must necessarily turn on a flux
∫

Γ
H3 = 1 so that as the D5 wrapping α unwinds

along Γ, the coupling
∫
D5
B2 ∧ C4 makes the final D3 charge zero in the confined phase.

19In [29] the decay rate was estimated by considering the bubble nucleation rate sourced by the D5-brane

walls. This leads to a formula of the general form Γmono ∼ exp
(
− 27π2

2
T 4

E3

)
where T is proportional to the

tension of the wall obtained from a D5-brane wrapped on the 3-chain, and E is an energy density set by the
(stringy) volume of the 2-cycle.

20In addition to the decay channels considered in [31], one could also imagine that the geometric moduli
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Uη(Σ2)

Uη(Σ2)

ΓY

ΓY

αY αY

GN 6= 0, t� τmono GN 6= 0, t� τmono

F2(Σ2 × I)

Figure 3: Left: The monopole is linked by the symmetry operator Uη(Σ2). Right: After
unwinding along ΓY the monopole has grown beyond Σ2 (dotted blue circle). When the flux
4-brane passes through the D5-brane, the flux 2-brane F2 associated with NSNS 3-form flux
is created. It localizes on Σ2× I with boundaries on the D5-brane and the flux 4-brane, here
Σ2 × I is the difference of two spatial 3-balls.

From the perspective of the 4D spacetime, the dynamics of this eventual annihilation

involves an initial contraction, and then expansion of the 3-ball with the monopole at its core.

Outside the expanding bubble, the U(1)
(1)
mag is unbroken, but inside it is broken, signaling

the presence of confinement of U(1)
(0)
elec degrees of freedom (see figure 2).

This is all in accord with expectations from generalized symmetries. First of all, in the

global compactification geometry, the fluxbrane supported “at infinity” on Λ3 will in general

now collapse to the tip of the cone. In this collapsing process, the fluxbrane used to detect

the monopole will also pass into the core of the monopole, in accord with our discussion of

subsection 3.3. The collapse is not entirely trivial, since in the process of collapsing, a TFT

supported on a flux 2-brane will be created via the Hanany-Witten brane creation effect.

See figure 3 for a depiction.

4 Summary and Future Directions

In this note we have presented a general proposal for how to engineer topological symmetry

operators for continuous symmetries via branes “wrapped at infinity”. The end result can be

summarized as interpreting the lift of the WZ action of a p-brane in differential cohomology

as an “ordinary” (p + 2)-form, integrated against the worldvolume of a flux (p + 1)-brane.

We have used this implementation to revisit the phase structure of Verlinde’s metastable

monopole, and in particular, have shown that such constructions are also sensitive to finite

size effects in monopole configurations. In the remainder of this section we discuss a few

natural generalizations.

of Y itself might dynamically adjust to “shorten” the size of the 3-chain. Such an effect can be suppressed
provided we have already stabilized complex structure moduli using various fluxes. This can indeed be
arranged (see e.g., [56, 57]).
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We have mainly focused on the specific case of Verlinde’s metastable monopole, where

the interior region exhibits full confinement of electric degrees of freedom. One could also

entertain an intermediate situation where U(1)
(0)
elec only partially confines, leaving a subgroup

Zn ⊂ U(1)
(1)
mag unbroken. This occurs whenever the 2-cycle α does not completely trivialize,

rather n copies of α trivialize as a 2-cycle in Y . Said differently, there only exists a 3-chain

Γ such that ∂Γ = nα and α is a degree n torsion cycle in H2(Y ). Constructing explicit

compact geometries which realize this phenomenon would be quite interesting.

In the context of string constructions, it was recently found that certain higher-group

structures can also be detected by suitable defects (see e.g., [58,59]). These analyses focused

on QFTs with discrete higher-form symmetries, but one could in principle look for examples

with continuous higher-form symmetries, where there are sometimes non-trivial constraints

(see e.g., [60]). It would be interesting to revisit these questions from the perspective of the

topological operators generated by fluxbranes.

Especially once gravity is switched on, it is natural to consider the fate of the metastable

monopole when it is thrown into a black hole. Tracking the ultimate fate of the monopole,

fluxbrane, and black hole in this setting would likely be very instructive.
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A Fluxbranes from Brane / Anti-Brane Pairs

In this Appendix we show how flux (p + 1)-branes can be realized as soliton backgrounds

of D-brane / anti-D-brane pairs in Type II string theories. Consider first the universal WZ

Lagrangian on D-branes [61], viewed as a (p+ 1)-form:

L(p+1)
WZ = C ∧ e(F2−B2) ∧

√
A(RT )

A(RN)
(A.1)

where the pullback of the bulk RR forms to the brane are given by the formal sum C =∑
p+1Cp+1 with p + 1 even for IIB and p + 1 odd for IIA, and A(RT ),A(RN) denotes the

A-roof genus for the tangent and normal bundles. Recall from line (2.13) that the action for
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a flux (p+ 1)-brane with worldvolume Yp+2 is

2πiη

∫
Yp+2

F (p+2)
WZ (A.2)

where locally we have F (p+2) = dL(p+1)
WZ . The parameter η ∈ R/Z characterizes its flux in the

source equation

∗ Fp+2 = ηδYp+2 . (A.3)

We find that when η is rational η ∈ Q/Z, one can always realize the flux (p+ 1)-brane from

the following brane / anti-brane system(
D(p+ 2) +D(p+ 2)

)
+(

N1 ×D(p+ 4) +N1 ×D(p+ 4)
)

+(
N2 ×D(p+ 6) +N2 ×D(p+ 6)

)
+ . . .

(A.4)

where the worldvolumes of all branes / anti-brane pairs of the same dimension coincide, and

they are nested, e.g.:

Xp+3 ⊂ Xp+5 ⊂ . . . . (A.5)

On Xp+3, i.e., the worldvolume of the D(p + 2) and D(p+ 2), the flux (p + 1)-brane is

sourced by a monodromy for the U(1) gauge field A on the system21 which is localized if we

take the singular connection

A = ηδYp+2 (A.6)

where δYp+2 is oriented normal to Yp+2 ⊂ Xp+3 and therefore a 1-form on Xp+3. However

this does not produce the correct coefficients for the terms in (A.2) which is why the other

brane/anti-brane pairs are necessary. Along Xp+5, i.e., the worldvolume of the D(p+ 4) and

D(p+ 4), the flux (p+ 1)-brane is characterized by a localized Chern-Simons density

CS3(A) = η1δYp+2 (A.7)

where similar to above A is a connection for diagonal U(N1) in U(N1)×U(N1) gauge theory

on Xp+5. So as to not create a flux (p + 2)-brane, we must take a solution (A.7) such that

TrA = 0 which implies

η1 =
m

N1

(A.8)

for some m ∈ Z since Chern-Simons integrals associated to the Lie algebra su(N1) can only

take such values. If (p+ 2) > 7 and η ∈ Q/Z then we can tune N1 and η1 to reach the WZ

action of the flux (p + 1)-brane (A.2), while if (p + 2) ≤ 7 then we continue on to produce

21More specifically, on the brane / anti-brane system there is a U(1) × U(1) gauge theory (along with
tachyonic bifundamentals) and we will always mean the (+1,−1) diagonal combination of these U(1)’s.
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higher-dimensional brane / anti-brane pairs as indicated above.

A final comment is that since we dealing with the topological limit of a brane / anti-

brane system, there is a natural formulation available in terms of connections on supergroups.

See [62] for additional discussion on this point.

References

[1] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett, “Generalized Global

Symmetries,” JHEP 02 (2015) 172, arXiv:1412.5148 [hep-th].

[2] C. Cordova, T. T. Dumitrescu, K. Intriligator, and S.-H. Shao, “Snowmass White

Paper: Generalized Symmetries in Quantum Field Theory and Beyond,” in 2022

Snowmass Summer Study. 5, 2022. arXiv:2205.09545 [hep-th].

[3] F. Apruzzi, I. Bah, F. Bonetti, and S. Schafer-Nameki, “Non-Invertible Symmetries

from Holography and Branes,” arXiv:2208.07373 [hep-th].

[4] I. Garcia-Etxebarria, “Branes and Non-Invertible Symmetries,” arXiv:2208.07508

[hep-th].
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The ongoing experimental efforts to measure the hyperfine transition in muonic hydrogen prompt
an accurate evaluation of the proton-structure effects. At the leading order in α, which is O(α5) in
the hyperfine splitting (hfs), these effects are usually evaluated in a data-driven fashion, using the
empirical information on the proton electromagnetic form factors and spin structure functions. Here
we perform a first calculation based on the baryon chiral perturbation theory (BχPT). At leading
orders it provides a prediction for the proton polarizability effects in hydrogen (H) and muonic
hydrogen (µH). We find large cancellations among the various contributions leading to, within the
uncertainties, a zero polarizability effect at leading order in the BχPT expansion. This result is in
significant disagreement with the current data-driven evaluations. The small polarizability effect
implies a smaller Zemach radius RZ, if one uses the well-known experimental 1S hfs in H or the 2S
hfs in µH. We, respectively, obtain RZ(H) = 1.010(9) fm, RZ(µH) = 1.040(33) fm. The total proton-
structure effect to the hfs at O(α5) is then consistent with previous evaluations; the discrepancy in
the polarizability is compensated by the smaller Zemach radius. Our recommended value for the
1S hfs in µH is 182.640(18) meV.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Muonic-atom spectroscopy has been successful at determining the charge radii of proton, deuteron, helion and
alpha-particle with unprecedented precision through Lamb shift measurements [1–3]. It also holds the potential to
impact tests of ab-initio nuclear theories and bound-state QED [4]. The proton Zemach radius RZ has been determined
from a measurement of the 2S hyperfine splitting (hfs) in muonic hydrogen (µH) [5] with 3.4 % uncertainty:

RZ(µH) = 1.082(37) fm. (1)

Several collaborations are preparing a measurement of the ground-state (1S) hfs in µH with ppm precision: CREMA
[6], FAMU [7, 8] and J-PARC [9] (see Ref. [10], for comparison of the different experimental methods). These future
measurements hold the potential to extract the Zemach radius with sub-percent uncertainty.

A precise theory prediction for the 1S hfs in µH is essential for the success of the experimental campaigns. Firstly, to
narrow down the frequency search range, which is important given the limited beam time available to the collaborations
at PSI, RIKEN-RAL and J-PARC. Secondly, for the interpretation of the results. One can either extract the Zemach
radius given a theory prediction for the proton-polarizability effect in the µH 1S hfs, or vice versa, extract the proton-
polarizability effect with input for the Zemach radius. Furthermore, one can combine the precise measurements of
the 1S hfs in H and µH, to disentangle the Zemach radius and polarizability effects, leveraging radiative corrections
as explained in Ref. [11], and compare their empirical values to theoretical expectations.

The biggest uncertainty in the theory prediction comes from proton-structure effects, entering through the two-
photon exchange (TPE). These contain the above-mentioned Zemach radius and polarizability effects. Presently, they
are evaluated within a “data-driven” dispersive approach [12–14]. While the dispersive method itself is rigorous, it
requires sufficient experimental data to map out the proton spin structure functions g1(x,Q2) and g2(x,Q2) as full
functions of the Bjorken variable x and the photon virtuality Q2. For this purpose, there has been a dedicated “Spin
Physics Program” at Jefferson Lab [15–19], that recently extended the previously scarce data for g2 [20, 21].

In this work, we use an entirely different approach — the chiral perturbation theory (χPT) [22–24] — which has been
successfully used to give a prediction for the proton-polarizability effect in the µH Lamb shift [25]. To be precise, we
work in the framework of baryon chiral perturbation theory (BχPT) — the manifestly Lorentz-invariant formulation
of χPT in the baryon sector [24, 26, 27] (see also [28, 29] for reviews). We show that the leading-order (LO) BχPT
prediction for the polarizability effect in the hfs is effectively vanishing, thereby, in substantial disagreement with the
data-driven evaluations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss the forward TPE, and in particular, the polarizability
effect in the hfs. A new formalism where one splits into contributions from the longitudinal-transverse and helicity-
difference photoabsorption cross sections of the proton, σLT and σTT , is introduced in Eq. (9). It will be shown that
this decomposition is advantageous for both the dispersive, as well as the EFT calculations, as it gives a cleaner access
to the uncertainties. More details are given in Appendix A. In Sec. III, we present our LO BχPT prediction for the
polarizability effect in the hfs of H and µH, together with a detailed discussion of the uncertainty estimate. In Sec. IV,
we compare our results to data-driven dispersive and heavy-baryon effective-field-theory (HB EFT) calculations. In
Sec. V, the Zemach radius is extracted from H and µH spectroscopy based on our prediction for the polarizability
effect. In Sec. VI, we discuss the TPE effect in the µH hfs in view of the forthcoming experiments. Full details of the
theoretical prediction for the 1S µH hfs are collected in Appendix C. We finish with an outlook and conclusions.

II. TWO-PHOTON EXCHANGE IN THE HYPERFINE SPLITTING

The (muonic-)hydrogen hfs receives contributions from QED-, weak- and strong-interaction effects:

Ehfs(nS) =
EF

n3
(1 + ∆QED + ∆weak + ∆strong) , (2)

where the leading-order in α contribution is given by the Fermi energy:

EF =
8Zα

3a3

1 + κ

mM
, (3)

with α the fine-structure constant, Z the charge of the nucleus (in the following Z = 1 for the proton), m, M the
lepton and proton masses, κ the anomalous magnetic moment of the proton, and a−1 = αmr the inverse Bohr radius,
with mr = mM/(m + M) the reduced mass. The strong-interaction effects arise from the composite structure of
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Two-photon-exchange diagram in forward kinematics: (a) Elastic contribution; (b) polarizability contribution. The
horizontal lines correspond to the lepton and the proton (bold), where the ‘blob’ represents all possible excitations. The crossed
diagrams are not drawn.

the proton. They begin to enter at O(α5), where they are split into the Zemach-radius, recoil, and polarizability
contributions:

∆strong = ∆Z + ∆recoil + ∆pol. , (4)

which can all be attributed to the forward TPE shown in Fig. 1. The Zemach and recoil terms (∆Z and ∆recoil) are
elastic contributions with a proton in the intermediate state, see Fig. 1 (a). The diagram in Fig. 1 (b) contains exited
intermediate states (πN , ∆-isobar, etc.) represented by the ‘blob’. It generates the polarizability effect (∆pol.) that
shall be evaluated in this work.

The forward TPE contribution to the hfs can be expressed through the spin-dependent forward doubly-virtual
Compton scattering (VVCS) amplitudes, S1 and S2, cf. Eq. (A8). The latter can be related to the proton structure
functions g1 and g2 in a dispersive approach, cf. Eqs. (A14) and (A13). A full derivation of the well-known formalism
for the TPE contribution to the hfs can be found in Appendix A.

The largest TPE effect is the Zemach radius contribution:

∆Z = −2αmrRZ, (5)

where the Zemach radius is defined as the following integral over the electric and magnetic Sachs form factors GE(Q2)
and GM (Q2):

RZ = − 4

π

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q2

[
GE(Q2)GM (Q2)

1 + κ
− 1

]
, (6)

and q2 = −Q2 is the photon virtuality. The recoil contribution is one order of magnitude smaller [30], and will not
be considered in this paper. It has been recently updated in Ref. [31].

The polarizability effect in the hfs is fully constrained by empirical information on the proton spin structure functions
g1(x,Q2) and g2(x,Q2), and the Pauli form factor F2(Q2), functions of Q2 and the Bjorken variable x = Q2/2Mν,
where ν is the photon energy in the lab frame. This is in contrast to the Lamb shift, where knowledge on a subtraction
function, T1(0, Q2) or T1(iQ,Q2) [32], is needed.1 It reads:2

∆pol. = ∆1 + ∆2 =
αm

2π(1 + κ)M

(
δ1 + δ2

)
, (7a)

δ1 = 2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

{
5 + 4vl

(vl + 1)2

[
4I1(Q2) + F 2

2 (Q2)
]
− 32M4

Q4

ˆ x0

0

dxx2g1(x,Q2) (7b)

× 1

(vl + vx)(1 + vx)(1 + vl)

(
4 +

1

1 + vx
+

1

vl + 1

)}
,

δ2 = 96M2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q3

ˆ x0

0

dx g2(x,Q2)

(
1

vl + vx
− 1

vl + 1

)
, (7c)

1 See Ref. [33] for a recent proposal how the subtraction functions can be related to integrals over photoabsorption cross sections.
2 Note that we largely follow our notation from Ref. [34]. This notation differs slightly from the literature, where δi is usually denoted

∆i [35].
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with x0 the inelastic threshold, vl =
√

1 + 1/τl, vx =
√

1 + x2τ−1, τl = Q2
/4m2, τ = Q2

/4M2, and the generalized
Gerasimov-Drell-Hearn (GDH) integral:

I1(Q2) =
2M2

Q2

ˆ x0

0

dx g1(x,Q2) = Ī1(Q2)− F 2
2 (Q2)/4. (8)

Here, Ī1 is the polarizability part of I1. For the origin of the Pauli form factor in the above equations, see discussion
in Appendix A.

As we will show in Sec. III B, instead of decomposing into ∆1 and ∆2, it is convenient to decompose into contributions
from the longitudinal-transverse and helicity-difference cross sections σLT and σTT :

∆pol. = ∆LT + ∆TT + ∆F2
=

αm

2π(1 + κ)M
(δLT + δTT + δF2) , (9a)

where we define:

δLT =
4M

απ2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

ˆ x0

0

dx
1

vl + vx

1

x2 + τ

[
1− 1

(1 + vl)(1 + vx)

]
σLT (x,Q2), (9b)

δTT =
4M2

απ2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

ˆ x0

0

dx

x

1

1 + vl

[
2τ

x2 + τ
+

1

(vl + vx)(1 + vx)

]
σTT (x,Q2), (9c)

δF2
= 2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

5 + 4vl
(vl + 1)2

F 2
2 (Q2). (9d)

Or equivalently, in terms of the VVCS amplitudes, we can write:

δLT =
8M

α

1

(2π)3

1

i

ˆ ∞
−∞

dν

ˆ
dq

1

Q4 − 4m2ν2

{
S̄1(ν,Q2) +

ν

M
S̄2(ν,Q2)

}
− 4

m2

ˆ ∞
0

dQQ (vl − 1)F 2
2 (Q2), (10a)

δTT =
4M

α

1

(2π)3

1

i

ˆ ∞
−∞

dν

ˆ
dq

1

Q4 − 4m2ν2

{
ν

M
S̄2(ν,Q2)− ν2

Q2
S̄1(ν,Q2)

}
− 2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

1

(vl + 1)2
F 2

2 (Q2). (10b)

Here, S̄i denotes the non-Born part of the amplitudes. An advantage of the BχPT calculation in this work is that
the non-Born amplitudes can be calculated directly, and need not be constructed through the dispersive formalism.
Furthermore, at the present order of our calculation in the BχPT power counting, there are no contributions to the
elastic form factors, and thus, I1 in Eq. (8) is given by the polarizability part only.

III. CHIRAL LOOPS

Assuming BχPT is an adequate theory of low-energy nucleon structure, it should be well applicable to atomic
systems, where the relevant energies are naturally small. In Ref. [25], the polarizability effect in the µH Lamb shift
has been successfully predicted at LO in BχPT. Here, we extend this calculation to the polarizability effect in the
hfs. This requires the spin-dependent non-Born VVCS amplitudes, S̄1 and S̄2, at chiral O(p3) in the BχPT power
counting.

Figure 1 in Ref. [25] shows the leading polarizability effect given by the TPE diagrams of elastic lepton-proton
scattering with one-loop πN insertions. For the Compton-like processes, it is convenient to use the chirally-rotated
leading BχPT Lagrangian for the pion πa(x) and nucleon N(x) fields [36]:

L(1)
πN = N̄

(
i/∂ −MN − i

gA
fπ
MNτ

aπaγ5 +
g2
A

2f2
π

MNπ
2 +

g2
A − 1

4f2
π

τaεabcπb /∂ πc
)
N +O(π3), (11)

where γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, gA ' 1.27 [37] is the axial coupling of the nucleon, fπ ' 92.21 MeV is the pion-decay
constant, τa are the Pauli matrices, MN ' 938.27 MeV and mπ ' 139.57 MeV are the nucleon and pion masses.3

3 Note that isospin-breaking effects, such as differences in nucleon or pion masses, are neglected in the loops.



6

As described in Ref. [25], the Born part is separated from the O(p3) VVCS amplitudes by subtracting the on-shell
pion-loop γNN -vertex in the one-particle-reducible VVCS graphs, see diagrams (b) and (c) in Figure 1 of Ref. [25].
For more details on the BχPT framework, we refer to Refs. [38–40], where the complete next-to-next-to-leading-order
(NNLO) δ-expansion [41] BχPT calculation of the spin-independent and spin-dependent nucleon VVCS amplitudes
can be found.4

In practice, most results were obtained based on our BχPT prediction for the πN -production channel in the
structure functions gi, given in Ref. [40, Appendix B]. It has been verified that the results agree with the calculation
based on the VVCS amplitudes S̄i.

A. Numerical results

Our LO BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect in the 1S hfs of H and µH amounts to:

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S,H) = 0.69(2.03) peV, (12a)

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S, µH) = 6.8(11.4)µeV. (12b)

The error estimate will be described and motivated in the subsequent sections. The corresponding contributions to the
nS hfs are trivially obtained through a 1/n3 scaling, as can be seen from Eqs. (2) and (3). Splitting into contributions
from the spin structure functions g1 and g2, we obtain:

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S,H,∆1) = 0.3(3.1) peV, E

〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S,H,∆2) = 0.4(1.0) peV, (13a)

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S, µH,∆1) = 5.2(16.5)µeV, E

〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S, µH,∆2) = 1.6(5.2)µeV. (13b)

It strikes that the contributions from the longitudinal-transverse and helicity-difference cross sections σLT and σTT :

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S,H,∆LT ) = 5.1(1.5) peV, E

〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S,H,∆TT ) = −4.4(1.3) peV, (13c)

E
〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S, µH,∆LT ) = 30.0(9.0)µeV, E

〈LO〉 pol.
hfs (1S, µH,∆TT ) = −23.2(7.0)µeV, (13d)

are one order of magnitude larger than the total, and differ in their respective signs. This indicates a cancellation of
LO contributions between ∆LT and ∆TT .

Including in addition the correction due to electron vacuum polarization (eVP) in the TPE diagram, see Fig. 10
and discussion in Appendix B, gives a negligible effect within the present uncertainties:

E
〈LO〉 pol. + eVP
hfs (1S,H) = 0.72(2.07) peV, (14a)

E
〈LO〉 pol. + eVP
hfs (1S, µH) = 7.0(11.6)µeV. (14b)

Nevertheless, it is important in view of the anticipated 1 ppm accuracy (corresponding to ∼ 0.2µeV) of the µH 1S
hfs measurement by the CREMA collaboration [6]. We therefore include the additional ∆eV

pol.(H) = 0.01 ppm and

∆eV
pol.(µH) = 1 ppm on top of ∆pol.(H) = 0.12(35) ppm and ∆pol.(µH) = 37(62) ppm.

To understand why the contributions from σLT and σTT largely cancel in ∆pol., we study the heavy-baryon (HB)
limit of the spin-dependent VVCS amplitudes. Expanding the LO BχPT expression for the S̄1 amplitude in µ =
mπ/MN while keeping the ratio of light scales τπ = Q2

/4m2
π fixed, one obtains:

S̄1(0, Q2)
HB
= −3α g2

A

16f2
π

mπ

[
1− (1 + τπ)

arctan
√
τπ√

τπ

]
. (15)

We then take a closer look at the first term in the low-energy polarizability expansion:

S̄1(0, Q2)

Q2

∣∣∣
Q2→0

= MN

{
γE1M2 − 3αMN

[
P ′(M1,M1)1(0) + P ′(L1,L1)1(0)

]}
. (16)

4 See also Refs. [42–44] for nucleon VVCS studies in BχPT with ε-expansion power-counting scheme [45].
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FIG. 2. The amplitude S̄1(0, Q2) at LO in BχPT (blue) and HBχPT (red). The dashed lines show the corresponding slope
terms, i.e., the first terms in the expansion in powers of Q2. The BχPT slope has been calculated from the polarizabilities
given in Ref. [52, Table I], the HBχPT slope is given in Eq. (18).

The HBχPT predictions for the proton polarizabilities [46–51] entering Eq. (16) read:

γE1M2 =
αg2

A

(4πfπ)2

1

m2
π

1

6

[
1− 7π

4

mπ

MN

]
, (17a)

P ′(M1,M1)1(0) =
g2
A

(4πfπ)2

1

m2
π

1

18M

[
−1 +

7π

4

mπ

MN

]
, (17b)

P ′(L1,L1)1(0) =
g2
A

(4πfπ)2

1

m2
π

1

9M

[
1− 17π

8

mπ

MN

]
. (17c)

We can see that the leading terms in the chiral expansion are of O(1/m2
π). They cancel among the different polariz-

abilities, thus, Eq. (18) becomes a subleading contribution:

S̄1(0, Q2)

Q2

∣∣∣
Q2→0

HB
=

αg2
A

32f2
π

1

mπ
. (18)

Accordingly, one would expect the chiral loops in the hfs to be small. Indeed, the LO BχPT prediction in Eq. (12) is
essentially vanishing, where the small number is mainly a remnant of higher orders in the HB expansion. This has to
be taken into account in the uncertainty estimate.

Note that the HB expansion above has been introduced for instructive purposes only, but is not entering our
calculation of the polarizability effect. The HBχPT prediction of the S1(0, Q2) amplitude, Eq. (15), raises with Q,
thus, its contribution to the hfs will be divergent. This can be seen from Fig. 2, where we compare the chiral-loop
contribution to S̄1(0, Q2) as predicted by BχPT and HBχPT, respectively.

B. Uncertainty estimate

BχPT is a low-energy effective-field theory (EFT) of QCD in terms of hadronic degrees of freedom (pion, nucleon,
∆(1232) resonance). An important requirement for a reliable BχPT prediction is that the contribution from beyond
the scale at which this EFT is safely applicable, i.e., Qmax > mρ = 775 MeV, has to be small. For the LO BχPT
prediction of the polarizability effect in the µH Lamb shift [25], the contribution from beyond this scale was less than
15 %, thus, within the expected uncertainty. Comparing the TPE master formulas for Lamb shift and hfs, Eqs. (A9)
and (A10), the weighting function in the former has a stronger suppression for large Q2. It is therefore important to
verify that the same quality criterion still holds for the hfs prediction presented here.

Let us consider the polarizability effect as a running integral with momentum cutoff Qmax, as shown in Fig. 3. The
convergence of the ∆1 (green line) contribution, as well as of the total ∆pol. (black line), is poor. They display a sign
change of the running integral at energies above Qmax ≈ 2 GeV (µH) and ≈ 4 GeV (H), respectively. ∆2 (red line)
converges better. Its contributions from above Qmax = mρ amount to 42 % (H) and 26 % (µH), respectively.

The bad high-momentum asymptotics indicated above are merely an artefact of the conventional splitting into ∆1

and ∆2. For the alternative splitting into ∆LT and ∆TT , introduced in Eq. (9), the cut-off dependence improves
considerably. For ∆TT (blue line), the contribution from above Qmax = mρ amounts to less than 4 % for both
hydrogens. For ∆LT (orange line), the high-energy contributions are less than 35 % (µH) and 32 % (H), respectively.
In this way, our results are in agreement with the natural expectation of uncertainty for a LO prediction, 30 %
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[' (M∆−Mp)/GeV], in BχPT with inclusion of the ∆ resonance. Based on this analysis, we decided to assign errors
of 30 % to the σLT and σTT contributions, and propagate them to ∆1, ∆2 and ∆pol.. It is interesting to note that
in this way the uncertainty of ∆1 is larger than the uncertainty of ∆pol.. This can be understood from the opposite
signs of the ∆i,j contributions, where i = 1, 2 and j = LT, TT , on the example of µH:

∆1, LT = 227 ppm, ∆1, TT = −198 ppm, (19a)

∆2, LT =− 62 ppm, ∆2, TT= 71 ppm. (19b)

IV. COMPARISON WITH OTHER RESULTS

In this section, we compare our LO BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect in the H and µH hfs to other
available evaluations. Furthermore, we study the contribution of the S̄1(0, Q2) subtraction function and the scaling
of the polarizability effect with the lepton mass.

A. Heavy-baryon effective field theory

Let us start by comparing our BχPT prediction to other model-independent calculations using HB EFT [53–55].5

First results for the elastic and inelastic TPE effects on the hfs in H and µH have been obtained in Ref. [53], where the
contribution of the leading chiral logarithms, O(m3α5/M2 × [lnmq, ln ∆, lnm]), was calculated in HB EFT matched
to potential NRQED. At this order in the chiral expansion the polarizability effects in the hfs from pion-nucleon and
pion-delta loops cancel each other in the large-Nc limit, while the ∆ exchange cancels part of the point-like corrections,
see also Ref. [56]. The almost analytical results presented in Ref. [53] motivate the relative size of the Zemach and
polarizability corrections.

Updated HB EFT predictions for the TPE effects on the hydrogen spectra can be found in Refs. [54, 55, 57]. In
Refs. [55], the difference between the pion-loop polarizability contributions in H and µH is quoted:

∆c4 ≡ cµH
4,pol − c

H
4,pol = 0.17(9), (20)

where c4 is a Wilson coefficient linked to the hfs in the following way:

Ehfs(nS) =
EF

n3

3α

2π(1 + κ)

m

M
c4. (21)

For comparison, we can evaluate the analogue of ∆c4 from other theory predictions for the polarizability contribution.
Within errors, our LO BχPT prediction agrees with this result:

∆c4 = 0.09(0.46). (22)

5 Full details on the BχPT framework used in here, and how it distinguishes from HB EFT, can be found in Refs. [25].
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FIG. 4. Comparison of available results for the polarizability effect on the hyperfine splitting in H and µH (upper and lower
panel) [12–14].

Here, the uncertainties of the H and µH predictions have been combined in quadrature to estimate the error on their
difference. For comparison, from the data-driven dispersive evaluations of Carlson et al. [12], one can deduce:

∆c4 = −0.27(1.53), (23)

where we combined all errors quoted in Ref. [12] and estimated the error on ∆c4 in the same way as done above.

B. Data-driven dispersive evaluations

There is a clear discrepancy between the BχPT prediction, presented here, and the conventional data-driven
dispersive evaluations. The dispersive evaluations rely on empirical information for the inelastic proton spin structure
functions, the elastic Pauli form factor and polarizabilities. The discrepancy can be seen from Fig. 4, where our LO
BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect in the H and µH hfs is compared to available dispersive evaluations.
Adding an estimate for the next-to-leading-order (NLO) effect of the ∆(1232) resonance [58], obtained from large-Nc
relations for the nucleon-to-delta transition form factors, to the model-independent LO BχPT prediction, will improve
agreement for ∆2 but not for ∆pol.

The origin of this discrepancy has to be understood in order to give a reliable prediction of the TPE effect in the µH
hfs, needed for the forthcoming experiments. Part of the discrepancy might be due to underestimated uncertainties.
An evaluation of the total polarizability effect suffers from cancellations among terms by one order of magnitude in
two places: firstly, between contributions from the cross sections σLT and σTT , secondly, between the elastic Pauli
form factor F2 and the inelastic structure functions in the low-Q region. In the calculation presented here, the former
is taken into account by estimating the uncertainty due to higher-order corrections in the BχPT power counting
based on the large σLT and σTT contributions, see discussion in Sec. III B. In the dispersive approach, it would be
important to take into account correlations between parametrizations of the g1 and g2 structure functions, which both
rely on measurements of σLT and σTT . The latter cancellations in the low-Q region will be discussed in the following
subsection.

C. Low-Q region and contribution of the S̄1(0, Q2) subtraction function

One major drawback of the data-driven dispersive evaluations is that they require independent input for the
inelastic spin structure functions or related polarizabilities, and the elastic Pauli form factor. Our notation in Eq. (7b)
conveniently illustrates how the zeroth moment of the inelastic spin structure function g1 and the elastic Pauli form
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factor F2 combine in the subtraction function:

S̄1(0, Q2) =
2πα

M

[
F 2

2 (Q2) + 4I1(Q2)
]

=
8πα

M
Ī1(Q2). (24)

At Q2 = 0, this is zero, because the Pauli form factor, F2(0) = κ, and the generalized GDH integral, I1(0) = −κ2/4,
cancel exactly. A NLO BχPT prediction of the slope amounts to: [I1]′(0) = 0.39(4) GeV−2 [40]. It can be expressed
through a combination of lowest-order spin [γE1M2] and generalized polarizabilities [P ′(M1,M1)1(0) and P ′(L1,L1)1(0)],
see Eq. (16). In the HBχPT expansion, we showed that the leading O(1/m2

π) terms cancel among these individual
polarizabilities, given in Eq. (17), turning the result subleading in O(1/mπ), see Eq. (18). We can conclude that there
is a strong cancellation between the elastic and inelastic contributions, which continues for higher Q2.

The contribution of S̄1(0, Q2) to the hfs is given by:

E
〈S̄1(0,Q2)〉
hfs (nS) =

EF

n3

αm

π(1 + κ)M

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

5 + 4vl
(vl + 1)2

[
4I1(Q2) + F 2

2 (Q2)
]
. (25)

Evaluations of this subtraction function contribution with empirical parametrizations for g1(x,Q2) and F2(Q2) tend
towards larger values than the LO BχPT prediction. Inclusion of the ∆(1232)-resonance will lower the theoretical
prediction from BχPT further [58, 59]. Any imprecision in the empirical parametrizations, and thus in the cancellation
between the elastic and inelastic moments, is enhanced by the 1/Q prefactor in the infrared region of the integral
in Eq. (25). Therefore, the BχPT calculation, where the polarizability effect can be accessed directly through the
non-Born part of the VVCS amplitudes and does not rely on input from separate measurements, has a clear advantage
in this regard.

To illustrate this further, we reproduce the estimate for ∆1 in the low-Q region from Ref. [12] (see references therein
for the details on the input). In this region, no experimental data from EG1 [60, 61] exist and the integral is completed
by interpolating data between higher Q2 and Q2 = 0, making use of empirical values for the static polarizabilities.
For Q2 ∈

{
0, Q2

max

}
with Q2

max = 0.0452 GeV2, the approximate formulas read [12]:

δ1(H) ∼

−3

4
κ2r2

Pauli︸ ︷︷ ︸
→−2.19

+ 18M2c1B︸ ︷︷ ︸
→ 3.54

Q2
max = 1.35(90), (26a)

δ1(µH) ∼

−1

3
κ2r2

Pauli︸ ︷︷ ︸
→−1.45

+ 8M2c1︸ ︷︷ ︸
→ 2.13

−M
2

3α
γ0︸ ︷︷ ︸

→ 0.18

ˆ Q2
max

0

dQ2β1(τµ) = 0.86(69), (26b)

where

β1(τµ) = −3τµ + 2τ2
µ + 2(2− τµ)

√
τµ(τµ + 1). (27)

Note that the formulas for H and µH differ, because one sets me = 0. The first terms are related to the elastic
Pauli form factor, where rPauli = −6/κ d/dQ2 F2(Q2)|Q2=0 is the Pauli radius. The other terms are related to the g1

contribution. Considering the more general Eq. (26b), they are defined through:

I1(Q2) = M

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν

ν2
g1(ν,Q2) = −κ2/4 + 2M2c1Q

2 +O(Q4), (28a)

γ0 =
2α

M

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν

ν4
g1(ν, 0). (28b)

The strong cancellation between elastic and inelastic contributions, observed in Eq. (26), can be a source of uncertainty.
In addition, the quality of the low-Q approximation is rather poor. We can test it at LO in BχPT. Recall that

at this order in the BχPT power counting, there is no contribution to the elastic form factors. Therefore, only the
inelastic structure function g1 enters. Our results are shown in Fig. 5. The approximate formulas in Eq. (26) give a
50 % (67 %) larger value for δ1 in the region of Q2 < 0.0452 GeV2 in the case of µH (H). Therefore, in the data-driven
dispersive approach one has to properly account for the uncertainty introduced by the approximate formulas, as well
as from cancellations between elastic and inelastic contributions.
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D. Scaling with lepton mass

It is customary to use the high-precision measurement of the 1S hfs in H [62, 63]:

E exp.
1S-hfs(H) = 1 420.405 751 768(1) MHz, (29)

to refine the prediction of the TPE in the µH hfs [14, 55] or the prediction of the total µH hfs [11]. We will do the
same in Sec. VI. The strategies in Refs. [11, 14, 55] are slightly different, but all make statements about the scaling
of various contributions to the hfs in a hydrogen-like atom when varying the lepton mass m`.

In Fig. 6, we study the scaling of the polarizability effect based on our LO BχPT prediction. In the left panel, we
assume that the ∆i (with i = 1, 2, LT, TT and pol.) are scaling with the reduced mass mr. In the right panel we
assume that the δi are independent of the lepton mass, thus, ∆i would be scaling with m`. The curves in the upper
(lower) panel are normalized for H (µH), so they are fixed to 1 at m` = me (m` = mµ). If the polarizability effect
would scale according to our assumptions, i.e., ∝ mr or ∝ m`, all curves would be constantly 1. We can see that the
scaling works best for the contributions from σLT and σTT , which are large in their absolute values. Considering the
total, in which the contributions from σLT and σTT cancel by about one order of magnitude, the scaling violation
is enhanced by about one order of magnitude in relative terms. The same enhancement of the scaling violation can
be observed for the numerically small contributions from g1 and g2. Comparing left and right panels, the BχPT
predictions seems to support the assumption that ∆LT and ∆TT are scaling with mr. For ∆LT , the scaling is nearly
perfect. For ∆TT , we observe a violation of the scaling that is increasing with lepton mass. The approximation
∆TT (µH) ∼ mr(µH)/mr(H) ∆TT (µH) holds at the level of 10%. The approximation holds on a similar level after
including an estimate for the next-to-leading-order (NLO) effect of the ∆(1232) resonance [58].

V. EXTRACTION OF THE ZEMACH RADIUS FROM SPECTROSCOPY

Our prediction for the polarizability effect in the hfs, which is smaller than the conventional results from data-driven
dispersive evaluations, also implies a smaller proton Zemach radius as previously determined from spectroscopy. In
the following, we will extract the Zemach radius from the precisley measured 1S hfs in H, see Eq. (29), and the 2S
hfs in µH [5]:

E exp.
HFS (2S, µH) = 22.8089(51) meV. (30)

We use the theory predictions for the 1S hfs in H [11]:

Ehfs(1S,H) =
[
1 420 453.106(10)− 54.430(7)

(
RZ

fm

)
+ EF

(
0.99807(13) ∆recoil + 1.00002 ∆pol

)]
kHz (31)

and the 2S hfs in µH [11]:

Ehfs(2S, µH) =
[
22.9584(8)− 0.16319(2)

(
RZ

fm

)
+
EF

8

(
1.01580(4) ∆recoil + 1.00326 ∆pol

)]
meV, (32)
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FIG. 6. Scaling of δi and ∆i/mr (with i = 1, 2, LT, TT and pol.), as a function of the lepton mass m`.

with the recently re-evaluated O(α5) recoil correction [31]:

∆recoil(H) = 5.269 +0.017
−0.004 ppm, (33a)

∆recoil(µH) = 837.6 +2.8
−1.0 ppm, (33b)

based on the electromagnetic form factors obtained from dispersion theory [64]. An itemized list of contributions to
the 2S hfs in µH is given in Table III of Appendix C. From the LO BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect,
including also the eVP in Eq. (14), we obtain:

RZ(H) = 1.010(9) fm, (34a)

RZ(µH) = 1.040(33) fm. (34b)

This can be compared to other determinations of the proton Zemach radius collected in Table I.6 The radii we find
are in agreement with the proton form factor analysis from Ref. [65], which uses the proton charge radius from the
µH Lamb shift [5] as a constraint for their fit.

Figure 7 shows how the Zemach and charge radius of the proton are correlated. It suggests that a “smaller” charge
radius, as seen initially in the µH Lamb shift by the CREMA collaboration [5] (red line), comes with a “smaller”
Zemach radius. The dashed black curve is calculated with a dipole form, G(Q2) ∝ (1 +Q2/Λ2)−2, for the electric and
magnetic Sachs form factors, by varying Λ. The light red and orange bands show RZ as extracted by us, Eq. (34),
based on the LO BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect in the hfs.

TABLE I. Determinations of the proton Zemach radius RZ, in units of fm.

ep scattering µH 2S hfs H 1S hfs

Lin et al. ’21 [64] Borah et al. ’20 [65] Antognini et al. ’13 [5] LO BχPT Volotka et al. ’04 [71] LO BχPT

1.054+0.003
−0.002 1.0227(107) 1.082(37) 1.040(33) 1.045(16) 1.010(9)

6 Note that the chiral logarithm result for the Zemach radius [54], RZ = 1.35 fm, is substantially larger than all extractions from
experiment.
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VI. THEORY PREDICTION FOR THE GROUND-STATE HYPERFINE SPLITTING IN µH

The upcoming measurements of the 1S hfs in µH [6–9] crucially rely on a precise theory prediction. The limiting
uncertainty is given by the TPE effects [11]:

Ehfs(1S, µH) =
[
183.797(7)−1.30653(17)

(
RZ

fm

)
+ EF

(
1.01656(4) ∆recoil + 1.00402 ∆pol

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

TPE including radiative corrections

]
meV, (35)

see Appendix C and Table II for an itemized list of the individual contributions. As explained in Sec. IV D, it is
customary to refine the theory prediction of 1S hfs in µH with the help of the high-precision measurement of the 1S
hfs in H. We do so by combining our BχPT prediction for the polarizability effect in the µH hfs, Eq. (14b), and the
Zemach radius extracted from H spectroscopy, Eq. (34a), based on the same prediction for the polarizability effect in
the H hfs. We arrive at:

Ehfs(1S, µH) = 182.640(18) meV, (36a)

ETPE
hfs (1S, µH) = −1.157(16) meV, (36b)

where ETPE
hfs corresponds to the TPE including radiative corrections and recoil corrections from Ref. [31], as indicated

by the curly brace in Eq. (35).
In Figs. 8 and 9, we compare our predictions to results from data-driven dispersive evaluations [12, 14] and HB EFT

[55]. While almost all available predictions for the total hfs in µH are in agreement after the H refinement procedure,
further improvements of the theory are required in order to compete with the anticipated experimental accuracy.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have presented the LO BχPT prediction for the O(α5) polarizability effect on the hfs in H and µH, see Eq. (12).
Contrary to the data-driven evaluations, the BχPT prediction is compatible with zero. This was expected from the
HBχPT limit of the VVCS amplitudes, in particular S̄1(0, Q2), which partially display a cancellation of the leading
order in the chiral expansion of small mπ, see discussion in Sec. III A. The small polarizability effect is then mainly a
remnant of higher orders in the HB expansion.

A new formalism where the polarizability effect is split into contributions from the longitudinal-transverse and
helicity-difference cross sections, σLT and σTT , instead of contributions from the spin structure functions, g1 and
g2, has been introduced in Eq. (9). It was shown that these contributions, ∆LT and ∆TT , cancel by one order of
magnitude when combined into ∆pol.. Only ∆LT and ∆TT are good observables in the BχPT framework, for which
the contributions from beyond the scale at which this EFT is safely applicable, Qmax > mρ = 775 MeV, are within the
expected uncertainty. In addition, only ∆LT and ∆TT satisfy the conventionally assumed scaling with the reduced
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mass mr of the hydrogen-like system to 10% relative accuracy, while the cancellations in ∆pol. enhance any violation
in the scaling by one order of magnitude.

As shown in Fig. 4, our model-independent LO BχPT prediction is substantially smaller than the data-driven
dispersive evaluations. An estimate for the effect of the ∆(1232)-resonance [58], obtained from large-Nc relations for
the nucleon-to-delta transition form factors, shows that the discrepancy is likely to increase at the NLO. The smaller
polarizability effect, in turn, leads to a smaller Zemach radius as extracted from the experimental 1S hfs in H and
the 2S hfs in µH, cf. Eq. (34). Therefore, resolving the present discrepancy for the polarizability effect is crucial for
the analysis of the forthcoming measurements of the 1S hfs in µH and the extraction of the Zemach radius.

The data-driven approach relies on empirical information on the inelastic spin structure functions, or the measured
cross sections to be precise, as well as the elastic form factors and polarizabilities at Q2 = 0. Due to the large
cancellations between σLT and σTT , as well as g1 and F2, precise parametrizations of the former are needed, and
the uncertainty of the TPE evaluation has to be estimated with great care, taking into account all correlations.
Furthermore, due to a lack of data at low-Q, one uses approximate formulas interpolation from Q2 = 0 to the onset
of data [12]. As we showed in Sec. IV C based on LO BχPT, the quality of these approximations is rather poor and is
yet another source of uncertainty. New data from the Jefferson Lab “Spin Physics Program” [15–19], including also
the substantially extended dataset for g2 [21], will allow for a re-evaluation of the polarizability effect on the hfs in H
and µH.

An accurate theoretical prediction of the 1S hfs in µH is crucial for the future measurement campaigns, since
it allows to reduce the search range for the resonance in experiment. Thus, one might find the resonance faster
and acquire more statistics during the attributed beam time, see discussion in Ref. [11]. The present discrepancy
between predictions for the polarizability effect can be mend, if the high-precision measurement of the 1S hfs in H is
implemented as a constraint. Applying this procedure, good agreement is found between all theory predictions for the
total 1S hfs in µH hfs, see Fig. 9. Eventually, after a successful measurement of the 1S hfs in µH, one can combine
it with the 1S hfs in H to disentangle the Zemach radius and polarizability effects, leveraging radiative corrections
as explained in Ref. [11]. The empirical polarizability effect, obtained in this way, can reach a precision of ∼ 40 ppm
[11]. That is sufficient to discriminate between the presently inconsistent theoretical predictions.



15

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank A. Antognini, C. Carlson, J. M. Alarcón, and A. Pineda for useful discussions, S. Simula for providing
a FORTRAN code with his latest parametrization of the spin-dependent proton structure functions, and L. Tiator
for explanations on the MAID isobar model. This work is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG)
through the Emmy Noether Programme grant 449369623, the Research Unit FOR5327 grant 458854507, and partially
by the Swiss National Science Foundation (SNSF) through the Ambizione Grant PZ00P2 193383.

Appendix A: Two-photon-exchange master formula and dispersive approach

The proton-structure effects at O(α5) are described by TPE in forward kinematics, i.e., by the diagram in Fig. 1
where the momentum transfer between the initial and final particles is vanishing. The (forward) TPE can be related
to the amplitudes of (forward) VVCS off the proton, which in turn can be expressed in terms of proton structure
functions via dispersion relations. A detailed review of the VVCS theory can be found in Ref. [34, Section 5]. Even
though the TPE formalism is well-known, see f.i. Ref. [30], we will present here its derivation for the hfs.7

As implied above, it is customary to split the TPE into leptonic and hadronic tensors (Lµν and Tµν):

M =
1

2

ˆ
d4q

i(2π)4

1

q4
[ū(`)Lµν(`, q)u(`)]

[
N̄(p)Tµν(p, q)N(p)

]
, (A1)

where u(`) and N(p) are the lepton and proton Dirac spinors, with `, p and q being the lepton, proton and photon
four-momenta (see Fig. 1), respectively. Here, a factor of 1/2 has been introduced to avoid double counting when
contracting the crossing-invariant tensors.

Only the spin-dependent part of the forward VVCS will contribute to the hfs. For the proton, it reads:8

TµνA (q, p) = − 1

M
γµναqα S1(ν,Q2) +

Q2

M2
γµνS2(ν,Q2), (A2)

where S1 and S2 are two independent scalar functions of the photon lab-frame energy ν and the photon virtuality
Q2 = −q2 = q2−ν2. Equivalently, one can write Eq. (A2) with the help of the spin four-vector sα (satisfying s2 = −1
and s · p = 0):9

TµνA (q, p) =
i

M
εµναβ qαsβ S1(ν,Q2) +

i

M3
εµναβ qα(p · q sβ − s · q pβ)S2(ν,Q2). (A4)

Since TµνA is antisymmetric in its indices, it is sufficient to replace the lepton tensor with the antisymmetric part
of the tree-level QED amplitude of forward VVCS [in the structureless limit with the Dirac and Pauli form factors
F1 → 1 and F2 → 0, cf. Eqs. (A2) and (A12)]:10

LµνA =
−2παQ2

(` · q)2 − 1
4Q

4
γµναqα. (A6)

The lepton and proton momenta are of typical atomic scales, thus, much smaller than the other scales we are
considering. Therefore, in the center-of-mass frame, we assume both of them to be at rest, p = M/m ` = (M,0):11

[ū(`)γµναq
α u(`)]

[
N̄(p)γµν N(p)

]
= 8ν s · S, (A7)

[ū(`)γµναq
αu(`)]

[
N̄(p)γµνβqβN(p)

]
=

8

3
(ν2 − 2Q2) s · S,

with the lepton and proton spin operators s and S, and ` · q = mν.
The forward TPE generates a δ(~r )-function potential: V (r) =M δ(~r ). Treated in perturbation theory, such kind

of potential generates an energy shift of the nS levels: EnS = φ2
nM, where φ2

n = 1/(πa3n3) is the hydrogen wave

7 An extensive discussion of the TPE formalism, considering in addition the Lamb shift, can also be found in Ref. [59, Chapter 5].
8 We define γµν = 1

2
[γµ, γν ] and γµνα = 1

2
(γµγνγα − γαγνγµ).

9 The symmetric spin-independent part of forward VVCS reads:

TµνS (q, p) = −gµν T1(ν,Q2) +
pµpν

M2
T2(ν,Q2). (A3)

10 The symmetric part of the tree-level QED amplitude of forward VVCS, contributing to the Lamb shift, reads:

LµνS =
4πα

m

1

(` · q)2 − 1
4
Q4

[
gµν(` · q)2 −Q2lµlν

]
. (A5)

11 Angular averaging gives:
´

dΩq q̂iq̂j = 1/3 δij , for a unit 3-vector q̂.
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function at the origin. When acting on the wave functions, the product of spin operators can be replaced by the
atom’s total angular momentum f [72]:

s · S nS level−−−−−→ 1
2

[
f(f + 1)− 3

2

]
. (A8)

Recalling that the nS hfs is defined as the splitting between S levels with f = 1 and f = 0, we finally arrive at the
following master formula for the TPE contribution to the hfs in terms of proton VVCS amplitudes:12

ETPE
hfs (nS) =

EF

n3

4m

1 + κ

1

i

ˆ ∞
−∞

dν

2π

ˆ
dq

(2π)3

1

Q4 − 4m2ν2

{(
2Q2 − ν2

)
Q2

S1(ν,Q2) +
3ν

M
S2(ν,Q2)

}
. (A10)

The VVCS amplitudes can be split into Born and non-Born parts:

S1(ν,Q2) = SBorn
1 (ν,Q2) + S̄1(ν,Q2), (A11a)

S2(ν,Q2) = SBorn
2 (ν,Q2) + S̄2(ν,Q2), (A11b)

where Born corresponds to the simplest tree-level diagrams with a proton in the intermediate state, and non-Born
corresponds to everything else. The finite-size recoil and Zemach radius effects are described by the well-known Born
part of the VVCS amplitudes [73]:

SBorn
1 (ν,Q2) =

2πα

M

[
4M2Q2GM (Q2)F1(Q2)

Q4 − 4M2ν2
− F 2

2 (Q2)

]
, (A12a)

SBorn
2 (ν,Q2) = − 8παM2ν

Q4 − 4M2ν2
GM (Q2)F2(Q2), (A12b)

where F1(Q2) and F2(Q2) are the Dirac and Pauli form factors of the proton, and GM (Q2) = F1(Q2) + F2(Q2) is
the magnetic Sachs form factor. The Zemach radius and its effect on the hfs are defined in Eqs. (5) and (6). Exact
formulas for the TPE recoil contribution can be found f.i. in Ref. [30]. The polarizability effect is described by the
non-Born part of the VVCS amplitudes.

Using the general principles of analyticity, unitarity, crossing symmetry and gauge invariance, one can conveniently
express the spin-dependent VVCS amplitudes through the proton spin structure functions g1(x,Q2) and g2(x,Q2) by
means of the optical theorem:

ImS1(ν,Q2) =
4π2α

ν
g1(x,Q2) =

Mν2

ν2 +Q2

[
Q

ν
σLT + σTT

]
(ν,Q2), (A13a)

ImS2(ν,Q2) =
4π2αM

ν2
g2(x,Q2) =

M2ν

ν2 +Q2

[
ν

Q
σLT − σTT

]
(ν,Q2), (A13b)

and dispersion relations:

S̄1(ν,Q2) =
2πα

M

{[
F 2

2 (Q2) + 4I1(Q2)
]

+
32M4ν2

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dx
x2g1(x,Q2)

1− x2(ν/νel)2 − i0+

}
, (A14a)

νS̄2(ν,Q2) =
64παM4ν2

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dx
x2g2(x,Q2)

1− x2(ν/νel)2 − i0+
, (A14b)

with νel = Q2
/2M and I1(Q2) defined in Eq. (8). As shown in Eq. (A13), the spin structure functions correspond

to certain combinations of photoabsorption cross sections. Here, σLT is the longitudinal-transverse photoabsorption
cross section describing a spin-flip of the proton, and σTT = 1/2 (σ1/2−σ3/2) is the helicity-difference cross section for
transversely polarized photons, where the subscripts on σ1/2 and σ3/2 denote the total helicity of the γ∗N state.

To solve Eq. (A10) one uses a Wick rotation to imaginary energies and hyperspherical coordinates. Employing
the dispersive representation from Eq. (A14), after the angular integrations one obtains the polarizability effect as
presented in Eq. (7), where one conventionally splits into contributions from g1 and g2. As we explain in our paper,
in view of the uncertainty estimate, it is favorable to consider instead a splitting into contributions from σLT and
σTT , derived by us in Eq. (9).

12 The Lamb shift analogue reads:

ETPE
nS = 8παmφ2n

1

i

ˆ ∞
−∞

dν

2π

ˆ
dq

(2π)3

(
Q2 − 2ν2

)
T1(ν,Q2)− (Q2 + ν2)T2(ν,Q2)

Q4(Q4 − 4m2ν2)
, (A9)

where T1 and T2 are the spin-independent forward VVCS amplitudes.
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FIG. 10. Two-photon exchange with vacuum-polarization insertion at O(α6).

It is worth to discuss some subtleties entering the definition of the polarizability effect through the non-Born VVCS
amplitudes in the dispersive approach. Naively, one would expect the Born and non-Born amplitudes to be expressed
entirely through elastic form factors and inelastic structure functions, respectively. Instead, one finds:

Selastic
1 (ν,Q2)− SBorn

1 (ν,Q2) = S̄1(ν,Q2)− Sinelastic
1 (ν,Q2) =

2πα

M
F 2

2 (Q2), (A15a)

[νS2]
elastic

(ν,Q2)− νSBorn
2 (ν,Q2) = νS̄2(ν,Q2)− [νS2]

inelastic
(ν,Q2) = −2παF2(Q2)GM (Q2), (A15b)

where Selastic
1 and [νS2]

elastic
are pure nucleon-pole terms. In Eq. (A14a), the necessary conversion term to obtain

the non-Born amplitude, given on the right-hand side of Eq. (A15a), is easily seen. Here, even though S1 satisfies an
unsubtracted dispersion relation, we wrote a once-subtracted dispersion relation, with the subtraction term S̄1(0, Q2)
defined in Eq. (24). This is useful to emphasises the interplay of the elastic Pauli form factor F2 and the inelastic
spin structure function g1, as explained in Sections II and IV C. For Eq. (A14b), the applied conversion procedure is
less obvious. Starting from a dispersion relation for νS2:13

νS2(ν,Q2) = 2πα
2

τ

ˆ 1

0

dx
g2(x,Q2)

1− x2(ν/νel)2 − i0+
, (A16)

we separate the inelastic part (i.e., limit the integration to x ∈ {0, x0}) and add the conversion term from the right-
hand side of Eq. (A15b). The latter then cancels the inelastic part of the zeroth moment of the g2 structure function,
due to the Burkhardt-Cottingham (BC) sum rule [74]:

0 =

ˆ 1

0

dx g2(x, Q2) =

ˆ x0

0

dx g2(x, Q2)− τ

2
F2(Q2)GM (Q2), (A17)

leading to Eq. (A14b). Thus, splitting into Born and non-Born amplitudes, the BC sum rule constraint is automatically
satisfied. In other words, we showed that:

νSBorn
2 (ν,Q2)

∣∣
ν→0

= νS̄2(ν,Q2)
∣∣
ν→0

= 0. (A18)

Appendix B: Electron vacuum polarization correction

In this appendix, we consider the one-loop eVP correction to the TPE, shown in Fig. 10. This amounts to multiplying

the integrand in Eq. (A10) with
[
1−Π

(1)
(Q2)

]−2

, where the VP is given by:

Π
(1)

(Q2) = Π(1)(Q2)−Π(1)(0) =
α

3π

[
2

(
1− 1

2τe

)(√
1 +

1

τe
arccoth

√
1 +

1

τe
− 1

)
+

1

3

]
, (B1)

with τe = Q2/4m2
e and me the electron mass. The resulting corrections to the polarizability effect are given in

Eq. (14).

13 The amplitude S2 does have a pole in the subsequent limit of Q2 → 0 and ν → 0.
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TABLE II. 1S hfs in µH. All values in meV

Contribution Our Choice Reference

h1 Fermi energy, (Zα)4 182.44333

h2 Breit corr., (Zα)6 0.01457

h4 µ anomalous magnetic moment corr., α(Zα)4 0.21271

h5 eVP in 2nd-order PT, α2(Zα)4mr 0.73449 [75, Table 1 b)]

h7 Two-loop corr. to Fermi energy, α2(Zα)4mr 0.00556 [75, Table 2 c) and d)]

h8 One-loop eVP in 1γ int., α(Zα)4mr 0.37465 [75, Table 1 a)]

h9 Two-loop eVP in 1γ int., α2(Zα)4mr 0.00292 [75, Table 2 a) and b)]

h10 Further two-loop eVP corr. in 2nd and 3rd-order PT 0.00387 [75, Table 2 e), f) and g)]

h11 µVP 0.00729 ∼ EF α(Zα) 3/4

h13 Vertex, α(Zα)5 −0.02484 ∼ EF α(Zα) [ln 2 − 13/4]

h14 Higher-order corr. α(Zα)6 −0.00128 [76, Eq. 7.1]

h18 hVP, α6 0.00356 [77]

h19 Weak interaction contribution 0.00221 [78, Eq. 374]

h28 Recoil corr. with p AMM, α6 0.01752 [12, Eq. 22] and [79]

TABLE III. 2S hfs in µH. All values in meV

Contribution Our Choice Reference

h1 Fermi energy, (Zα)4 22.80542

h2 Breit corr., (Zα)6 0.00258

h4 µ anomalous magnetic moment corr., α(Zα)4 0.02659

h5 eVP in 2nd-order PT, α2(Zα)4mr 0.07447 [75, Table 1 b)]

h7 Two-loop corr. to Fermi energy, α2(Zα)4mr 0.00056 [75, Table 2 c) and d)]

h8 One-loop eVP in 1γ int., α(Zα)4mr 0.04828 [75, Table 1 a)]

h9 Two-loop eVP in 1γ int., α2(Zα)4mr 0.00037 [75, Table 2 a) and b)]

h10 Further two-loop eVP corr. in 2nd & 3rd-order PT 0.00037 [75, Table 2 e), f) and g)]

h11 µVP 0.00091 ∼ EF α(Zα) 3/4

h13 Vertex, α(Zα)5 −0.00311 ∼ EF α(Zα) [ln 2 − 13/4]

h14 Higher-order corr. α(Zα)6 −0.00013 [76, Eq. 7.1]

h18 hVP, α6 0.0006(1) [80]

h19 Weak interaction contribution 0.00028 [78, Eq. 374]

h21 Higher-order finite-size corr. to Fermi energy −0.0022 r2p + 0.0009 [81, Eq. 107]

≈ −0.00065

h28 Recoil corr. with p AMM, α6 0.00185 [55, Eqs. 1.3 and 2.13]

Appendix C: Theory compilation for hyperfine splitting in µH

In this appendix, we present the details of our theory compilations for the 1S and 2S hfs in µH, shown in Eqs. (32)
and (35). All individual contributions, except the TPE, are listed in Tables II and III. The notation is the same as in
Ref. [82]. The difference with Ref. [83] is in the inclusion of #h10, h14, h18, h19 and h21, as well as some additional
radiative corrections to the TPE evaluated in Ref. [11]. Compared to Refs. [80, 82], we suggest to use Eq. (7.1) from
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FIG. 11. Polarizability effect on the 2S hyperfine splitting in µH: Comparison of exact result (7) (black dashed line) and
approximate formula (D3) (gray solid line).

Ref. [76]:14

E
[α(Zα)6]
nS-hfs =

α(Zα)2

π

EF

n3

{
−8

3
ln2 2n

Zα
+

[
37

36
+

8

15
+ 7(n− 1)

]
ln

n

2Zα

+

[
22

3
ln 2− 2π2

9
+ 18− 457

2700
−
(

4 +
2993

8640

)
(n− 1)

]}
,

for the higher-order corrections of O(α(Zα)6) [#h14]. This includes higher-order muon vacuum polarization cor-
rections. Previously included were only the logarithmically enhanced terms [80]. The effect on the TPE from eVP
corrections to the wave function is given in Ref. [84, Eq. (B3)]. For the radius-independent term, we are keeping the
error estimate from Ref. [55], which does take into account missing higher-order recoil corrections.

Appendix D: Expansions in terms of polarizabilities

In the following, we will present two further low-energy expansions of the polarizability effect in the hfs. Due to
the high-energy asymptotics of the TPE contribution to the hfs, these formulas will merely serve us for illustrative
purposes, while their approximation of the full result is rather poor. Up to and including second moments of the
structure functions, Eq. (7) can be written as [59]:

δ1 = 2

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

1

(vl + 1)2

{
4(5 + 4vl) Ī1(Q2)− 11 + 9vl

(vl + 1)

[
M2Q2

2α
γ0(Q2) +

32Z2M6

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dxx4 g2(x,Q2)

]}
, (D1a)

δ2 = −24

ˆ ∞
0

dQ

Q

1

(vl + 1)2

{
M2Q2

2α

[
δLT (Q2)− γ0(Q2)

]
− 32Z2M6

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dxx4 g2(x,Q2)

}
, (D1b)

where γ0(Q2) and δLT (Q2) are the forward spin and longitudinal-transverse polarizabilities of the proton,

γ0(Q2) =
16αM2

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dxx2
[
g1 − x2τ−1g2

]
(x,Q2) =

1

2π2

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν

ν3
σTT (ν,Q2), (D2a)

δLT (Q2) =
16Z2αM2

Q6

ˆ x0

0

dxx2
[
g1 + g2

]
(x,Q2) =

1

2π2

ˆ ∞
ν0

dν

Qν2
σLT (ν,Q2). (D2b)

The first term in this expansion, corresponds to the S̄1(0, Q2) subtraction term already discussed in Sec. IV C.
Analogously to Ref. [25, Eq. (12)], we try to find an approximation for the hfs master formula assuming that the

photon energy in the atomic system is small compared to all other scales. Thus, we expand the numerator of Eq. (A10)

around ν = 0. The resulting approximate formula for the polarizability contribution to the hfs we call Ẽ:

Ẽ(nS) =
EF

n3

4α

πmM

1

1 + κ

ˆ ∞
0

dQQ (vl − 1) Ī1(Q2). (D3)

14 There seems to be a typo in Eqs. (C5) and (C9), where the Fermi energy was missing.
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For BχPT, it gives:

Ẽ(1S,H) = 3.0 peV, (D4a)

Ẽ(1S, µH) = 19.0µeV. (D4b)

In Fig. 11, we show Eq. (D3) as a running integral with cut-off Qmax (gray line), this time for the 2S hfs in µH.
In addition, we show the contributions of the longitudinal-transverse (orange line) and helicity-difference (blue line)
cross sections to Eq. (D3), and the exact result from Eq. (7). One can conclude, that the quality of the approximation
is rather poor.
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Abstract. We investigate the formation of large peaks in the inflationary curvature power
spectrum from double-well potentials. In such scenarios, the initial CMB spectrum is created
at large field values. Subsequently, the inflaton will cross one of the minima and will decel-
erate rapidly as it reaches the local maximum at the origin, either falling back or crossing
it. During this final phase, a significant peak in the curvature power spectrum can be gen-
erated. Our analysis reveals that this class of models produces more pronounced peaks than
the more commonly studied quasi-inflection point scenarios with less tuning for the model
parameters. Finally, we construct an explicit theoretically motivated inflationary scenario
that is consistent with the latest CMB observations and capable of generating sufficiently
large curvature perturbations for primordial black holes.
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1 Introduction

The inflationary paradigm [1–7] can explain several cosmological conundra as well as provide
a quantitative mechanism for producing the observed primordial fluctuations [8–13]. How-
ever, beyond the scales probed by the cosmic microwave background (CMB), the primordial
curvature power spectrum is essentially unconstrained due to the lack of empirical data and
may contain much stronger fluctuations than the ones that have been observed in the CMB.

High peaks in the primordial power spectrum can lead to the production of primor-
dial black holes (PBHs) when the curvature fluctuations re-enter the cosmological horizon
in the early Universe [14–16]. Although the PBH abundance is constrained by various
observables (for a review see e.g. [17]), asteroid mass PBHs remain a viable dark matter
(DM) candidate [18–20]. They correspond to an enhanced power spectrum at scales around
O(1013) Mpc−1. Peaked spectra at scales k < 107 Mpc−1 are associated with solar mass
or heavier PBHs. These may be related to the BH-BH merger events observed in LIGO-
Virgo [21–24] if they make up O(0.1%) of DM [25–32]. An even smaller fraction of heavier
PBHs may have served as seeds of supermassive BHs and cosmic structures [33–39].

Large peaks in the primordial power spectrum can be produced in a vast array of
inflationary models, with single-field inflation being the simplest (for a recent overview of
single-field scenarios see, e.g., [40, 41]). In this case, the most widely considered scenarios
introduce an inflaton potential that contains a weak maximum, or a quasi-inflection point,
which causes the inflaton to slow down considerably in an ultra slow-roll (USR) phase as the
field rolls over that feature [42–45]. Instead of freezing soon after their Hubble exit, curvature
perturbations can undergo super-Hubble growth during such a phase, excited by the strong
potential feature. As a result, the curvature power spectrum can be greatly enhanced.

A similar—or even stronger—enhancement of the power spectrum can be achieved in
models in which the maximum lies between two global minima, also known as double-well
potentials. These models arise naturally in the context of spontaneous symmetry breaking,
with the best-known example being the Higgs mechanism of the Standard Model (SM) [46–
49]. In beyond the SM models, such as scalar extensions of the SM, Grand Unified Theories,
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etc., such potentials appear as a means to generate masses around the scale of new physics.
Coleman–Weinberg potentials arising when symmetry is broken via quantum corrections [50]
have been among the first models proposed for cosmic inflation [5, 6].

Regarding PBH production from double-well potentials, there have been a handful of
proposals in the literature over the last three decades [51–54]. In these papers, the considered
potentials were of the Coleman–Weinberg or Higgs-like nature. The disadvantage of these
potentials in their minimal form is that for large field values, they behave as V ∝ φ4 and
therefore predict a scalar spectral index value of ns < 0.95 and a tensor-to-scalar ratio value
of r = 0.33, both of which are excluded by existing observations [55, 56]. To guarantee
a sufficiently low tensor-to-scalar ratio value, one should consider potentials that feature a
plateau at high field values.

The inflationary timeline of the models considered in this work consists of the usual
phases in single-field models for PBHs: the CMB spectrum is produced during an initial
slow-roll (SR) phase, which then transitions into a USR phase causing the inflaton to slow
down significantly. The latter is succeeded by another phase of SR or constant roll (CR)
inflation [40]. For double-well potentials, however, the SR conditions are always maximally
violated as the field rolls through a global minimum during the SR to USR transition. This
leads to a strongly enhanced curvature power spectrum that is qualitatively quite different
from typical quasi-inflection point models: in quasi-inflection point scenarios the enhanced
power spectrum can be understood well in terms of the duration of the USR phase as well
as the Wands duality [57] between the USR and the subsequent CR phases. In contrast,
in scenarios where the field rolls through the global minimum, the shape of the peak is
mostly dictated by the details of the SR to USR transition — it exhibits enhanced oscillatory
spectral features that can be interpreted in terms of a brief period of preheating-like particle
production. In this paper, we will discuss the general features of double-well models for
inflation and PBHs and construct an explicit scenario consistent with CMB measurements
and asteroid mass PBH DM.

This paper is structured as follows. In section 2, we outline the general theoretical
considerations that go into building a phenomenologically feasible model for both PBHs and
CMB observables and propose an explicit double-well model. The implications of our results
are discussed in Section 3. We conclude in Section 4. Natural units ~ = c = 1 with MP = 1
and the (−+ ++) metric signature are used throughout the paper.

2 Inflation with double-well potentials

2.1 Theoretical background

In order to construct a double-well model that can accommodate both the CMB observables
and produce PBHs, we start from the general Jordan frame action for single-field inflation

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
Ω(φ)R− 1

2
K(φ)(∂φ)2 − U(φ)

]
, (2.1)

where R is the Ricci scalar and U(φ) is the Jordan frame potential. When working with infla-
tionary perturbations it is more convenient to work in the Einstein frame. The Weyl rescaling
of the metric gµν → gµν/Ω(φ) and the field redefinition dϕ/dφ =

√
K/Ω + (3/2)(Ω,φ/Ω)2

transforms the Jordan frame action (2.1) to the canonical form (see e.g. [58–61])

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[

1

2
R− 1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − V

]
, (2.2)
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where V ≡ U/Ω2 is the Einstein frame potential.
As a simple realization of symmetry breaking, we will consider models in which the

Jordan frame field φ is a real scalar singlet with a Z2 symmetry under field reversal φ→ −φ.
This symmetry will carry over to the Einstein frame if the field redefinition satisfies ϕ(φ =
0) = 0. To obtain a double-well potential, we will further assume that the Z2 symmetry is
spontaneously broken, implying that the Einstein frame potential possesses a maximum at
the origin φ = 0 and the field acquires a vacuum expectation value at φ = v.

In the Einstein frame, the homogeneous FRW background evolves according to

ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇+ V ′(ϕ) = 0 , 3H2 =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ) , (2.3)

where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter, a is the scale factor describing the expansion of the
universe, and a dot indicates derivative with respect to the cosmic time t. The background
evolution is characterized by the Hubble SR parameters

εH ≡ −
Ḣ

H2
=

ϕ̇2

2H2
, ηH ≡ −

Ḧ

2HḢ
= − ϕ̈

Hϕ̇
. (2.4)

Inflation corresponds to εH < 1, and SR inflation to εH , |ηH | � 1.
Linear quantum fluctuations on top of the homogeneous background are described by

the Mukhanov–Sasaki variable u that obeys the Fourier space equations of motion [62–64]

u′′k +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
uk = 0 , z ≡ a ϕ̇

H
. (2.5)

Here k is the wavenumber and a prime denotes a derivative with respect to the conformal
time τ , with dt = adτ . The Mukhanov–Sasaki variable gives the curvature power spectrum

PR =
k3

2π2
|uk|2

z2
, (2.6)

which freezes to a time-independent shape by the end of inflation. The frozen power spectrum
is the standard tool to describe primordial perturbations, which, at large scales, are imprinted
on the CMB. At the CMB pivot scale, k∗ = 0.05Mpc−1, observations give [56, 65]

As ≡ PR(k∗) = 2.1× 10−9 , ns ≡ 1 +
dPR(k∗)

d ln k
= 0.9649± 0.0042 , r < 0.036 . (2.7)

Here r is the tensor-to-scalar ratio, describing the strength of primordial gravitational waves.
The CMB observations guide model building. For an SR model, the observables in terms of
the Hubble SR parameters are given as1

As =
H2

8π2εH
, ns = 1 + 2ηH − 4εH , r = 16εH . (2.9)

For CMB, these quantities are to be evaluated when the pivot scale exits the Hubble radius,
k∗ = aH. In typical models, the crossing happens 50–60 e-folds before the end of inflation.

1For completeness, we also report the spectral parameters during CR [66]

PR =
Γ(3/2− ηH)2

21−2ηHπ3

H2

εH
, ns = 4−

∣∣∣3 + 2ηH

∣∣∣ , r = 16QεH , (2.8)

where Q ≡ 23−|3−2ηH |Γ (3/2)2 /Γ (|3− 2ηH |/2)2 and we neglected next-to-leading order terms in εH as they
are subleading when εH � ηH = O(1).
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2.2 Peaks in PR and primordial black holes

For the purposes of our paper, it is sufficient to adapt a simplified order-of-magnitude ap-
proach to PBH formation. Critical collapse [67–73] of density fluctuations exceeding a critical
threshold during the radiation-dominated era in the early Universe yields a PBH whose mass
is comparable to the horizon mass

Mk ≈ 2.8× 1018 g

(
k

1014 Mpc−1

)−2
, (2.10)

while a non-negligible PBH abundance can be produced if the curvature power spectrum
contains a peak that is of the order

PR(k) ≈ O(10−2) . (2.11)

We will not attempt to make precise predictions of the PBH abundance and instead aim for
constructing scenarios that produce spectral features with such a height. This is justified
considering that the height of the peak is quite sensitive to the model parameters and can
therefore be tuned by a factor of a few without changing the other predictions, for instance,
the CMB power spectrum. This freedom can be used to “correct” the height in order to
obtain any desired PBH abundance, which itself is exponentially sensitive to the height
of the power spectrum peak. Moreover, the PBH abundance estimates contain potential
theoretical uncertainties related to the shape of the spectrum [71] and to non-Gaussianities,
e.g., in the form of exponential tails [74–80].

The position of the peak is roughly determined by the duration of the first phase of SR
inflation during which the CMB spectrum is generated. In the double-well models considered
here, inflation always briefly stops as the field rolls through the global minimum. We will
denote the duration of the first inflationary phase in e-folds by NI. To produce PBHs, the
inflaton must typically slow down during a USR-like phase and enter a second phase of SR
(or CR) inflation. The duration of the second phase of inflation will be denoted by NII. It
includes the duration of the USR phase.

We will focus on models that would produce PBHs in the asteroid mass window 1017−
1022 g [18, 81], where they can constitute all DM without clashing with existing constraints.
This window corresponds to comoving scales in the range k = (5 × 1012 − 5 × 1014) Mpc−1

which exit the Hubble horizon 31− 37 e-folds after the CMB pivot scale. Assuming a typical
total of 55 e-folds of inflation, we thus require an additional 18− 24 e-folds between the end
of inflation and the creation of the enhanced feature in the power spectrum. All in all, we
are looking for models with

NI ∈ (31, 37) , NII ≈ 55−NI ∈ (18, 24) . (2.12)

The second phase of inflation can, however, be much shorter in the case where the total
duration of inflation is small, for instance, due to a low scale of inflation or modified early
universe cosmologies.

2.3 An explicit model

Before proposing an explicit model, let us consider the general criteria it must satisfy. We
are looking for double-well potentials that generate the CMB at large field values and PBHs
around the origin.

– 4 –



To guarantee consistency with the CMB, potentials with a plateau at large field values
are preferred. A simple way to flatten a double-well potential with chaotic behaviour for
large field values is to assume that the inflaton field is non-minimally coupled to gravity
and/or it has a non-canonical kinetic term of the α-attractor type [60, 82]. In such a case,
the transformation to the Einstein frame will result in a potential that is asymptotically flat
for large positive and negative field values, while retaining the local maximum at the origin
and the two global minima on each side of it.

In a setup like this, the field first experiences SR on one of the plateaus for NI e-folds,
and then inflation halts while the field crosses the minimum. Afterward, field evolution can
proceed in three different ways:

1. Roll-back: The field does not have enough energy to reach the origin and it turns
around. Inflation starts again shortly after the field has passed the closest minimum;
this second stage of inflation starts in USR and transitions into its dual SR/CR phase.
Inflation ends before the field returns to the minimum.

2. Roll-over: The inflaton has enough energy to cross the hilltop, but it slows down so
much that inflation restarts near the origin. The field crosses the potential hill in USR
inflation and transitions into a dual SR/CR phase as it rolls down. Inflation stops again
before the field reaches the second minimum.

3. Fast roll-over: With a lot of energy, the inflaton quickly rolls over the hilltop at φ = 0,
not causing the universe to inflate. It starts to oscillate in the second minimum on the
opposite side and the universe reheats.

Production of PBHs is possible only in the first two cases in which inflation restarts at the
end of a USR period and lasts for NII e-folds. On the boundary between these cases, the
classical field equations allow the inflaton to stop completely on top of the hill, corresponding
to the NII →∞ limit. Tuning the model parameters close to this critical point lets us tailor
the number of e-folds spent near the origin. This period comprises both the USR phase and
its dual SR/CR phase as was recently discussed in Ref. [40] (see also [57]).

The in-between period, when inflation momentarily ceases, is expected to be negligible
in duration in most cases. However, as we will show shortly, with double-well potentials, the
peak in the curvature spectrum depends on the features of this SR to USR transition and
fluctuations can be enhanced by effects similar to parametric resonance during preheating.

During the last SR/CR phase, one can approximate the Hubble SR parameters with
the potential ones and apply Eq. (2.8) to estimate the power spectrum.2 For this, we look
at the behaviour of the inflaton close to the origin at φ = 0. Given a Z2 symmetry, the
action (2.1) is expected to depend on φ through only φ2 and thus the linear terms vanish in
the small-field expansion, for which we assume the form Ω = 1+ξφ2+O(φ4), K = 1+O(φ2),
and U = U0−m2φ2/2+O(φ4). Working in the Einstein frame, the relevant quantity in these
models is the second SR parameter during the second inflationary phase,

ηH,II ≈
V ′′

V

∣∣∣∣
φ=0

= −m
2

U0
− 4ξ , (2.13)

2In principle, the duality between the USR and SR/CR allows us to extrapolate the spectral features
computed in the SR/CR into the preceding USR phase. However, this is not needed here as the USR has
only a mild impact on the full spectrum.
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Figure 1: Left panel: Einstein frame potential corresponding to parameter values λ =
1.52537 × 10−8, ξ = 0.01, v = 0.3851983 and α = 2v2/3. The value of v is tuned to be
close to the roll-over/roll-back boundary and corresponds to a roll-over scenario. The green
and yellow bands correspond to the USR and temporarily halted inflation, respectively. The
orange star corresponds to the CMB scale. Right panel: Zoomed-in potential near the origin
which represents two cases: roll-over and roll-back. The blue and red dots are the end of the
second phase of inflation for roll-over and roll-back, respectively. Note that while the potential
and blue dot corresponds to v = 0.3851983, the red dot corresponds to v = 0.3854377. The
shape of the potential between these two different parameter values is indistinguishable by
eye, and we present them in the same figure for ease of illustration.

which determines the slope of the spectrum. Although ηH & 1 is theoretically allowed during
CR, an extended second inflationary phase NII ≈ O(20) typically requires ηH . 1. This
implies ξ . 1 and m2 . U0. The last inequality is especially constraining for a tree-level
Higgs mechanism, U = λ(φ2 − v2)2/4, for which m2/U0 = 2/v2 indicating the need for
super-Planckian vacuum expectation values (v & 1) for reasonably small values of ηH .3

Based on the above reasoning, we will not rely on a non-minimal coupling to generate
a plateau at large field values and assume that the symmetry breaking is due to quantum
corrections, thus avoiding a large mass around the origin. We will consider a general class
of non-minimally coupled α-attractor models with a Coleman–Weinberg-like potential [5, 6],
characterized by

Ω(φ) = 1 + ξφ2 , K(φ) =

(
1− φ2

6α

)−n
, U(φ) =

λ

4

[
1

2
φ4
(

ln
φ2

v2
− 1

2

)
+
v4

4

]
. (2.14)

Near φ = 0, the Coleman–Weinberg-like potential U introduces a double well with minima
at φ = ±v. Near |φ| =

√
6α, the non-canonical kinetic factor K makes the derivative dϕ/dφ

diverge, so the Einstein frame potential V (ϕ) develops plateaus suitable for SR inflation.
The same mechanism is used in α-attractor models with n = 2 [60, 82]. However, to obtain

3We tested this claim explicitly by computing the curvature power spectra for a non-minimally coupled
Higgs-like field with U = λ(φ2− v2)2/4 and found that PBH production together with a consistent CMB was
not possible in any region of the parameter space.
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Figure 2: Example power spectra in the roll-over (left) and roll-back (right) cases with
ns = 0.9649, λ = 1.52537 × 10−8 and α = 2v2/3. The solid curve is the exact numerical
curvature power spectrum. The dashed and dotted curves show power spectra computed
using the SR approximation (2.9), and the analytical approximation developed for quasi-
inflection point models (3.1), respectively. The green band shows the USR epoch. The
yellow band indicates modes that temporarily re-enter the horizon when inflation is halted
and exit again when inflation re-starts. The dashed horizontal line at PR = 10−2 indicates
efficient PBH production. The red dashed line shows CMB observations [65] and the green
dashed line denotes the constraint from µ-distortions [83].

a sufficiently high ns at the CMB scales, we will choose n = 4. This choice will be discussed
below in more detail. We require v <

√
6α to retain both the double-well and the plateau.

The non-minimal coupling Ω tunes the relative heights of the hilltop and the plateaus, but,
as we will show later, its contribution is rather minor for scenarios in which PBHs can be
produced. An example of the Einstein frame potential for the model (2.14) is plotted in
Fig. 1.

To study the cosmological predictions of the model in the interesting cases of roll-
over and roll-back, we solve the background field equations (2.3) numerically, starting from
parameter values ξ, α, λ, and v. We then solve the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation (2.5) for
multiple k-modes to obtain the power spectrum (see Appendix A for details). In all of our
examples, we set the CMB pivot scale on the plateau at a point that produces a desirable ns
according to (2.9). We then fix λ by requiring the correct power spectrum normalization As
at this scale. We tune v to fix the duration of the second inflationary phase NII.

Figure 2 shows example power spectra in the roll-over and roll-back cases. After the
low-k SR plateau, the roll-over spectrum dips down, analogously to the widely studied quasi-
inflection point models [40]. Interestingly, the roll-back spectrum shows no such dip, which is
the main difference between the two cases. Around the intermediate non-inflationary period,
the power spectrum then grows in both cases, spurred on by the violent background behaviour
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Figure 3: A scan over the (ξ, v)-space with α = 2v2/3 (upper panels) and α = 4v2/3 (lower
panels). Both green-shaded regions stand for roll-back; in the lighter green region, the hilltop
is higher than the plateau, preventing roll-over by a simple energy conservation argument.
The blue region stands for roll-over and lighter blue for fast roll-over. PBH production can
take place on the black curve between the roll-back and roll-over regions. The orange curves
give the number of e-folds of the first phase of inflation, starting from the CMB. The three
panels correspond to three values of ns: from left to right, the central value ns = 0.9649,
the 1σ value ns = 0.96072, and the 2σ value ns = 0.95652. The black dots correspond to
benchmark points in Table 1.

— the momentary end of inflation and the subsequent USR and CR phases. A high peak is
followed by a number of oscillations and a longer plateau.

Figure 3 shows scans over the parameter space for α = 2v2/3 and α = 4v2/3 and varied
ξ and v. The spectral tilt ns at the CMB scales is varied between the three panels from
the central value in the first panel to values lower by 1σ and 2σ, in the second and third
panels, respectively. The coloured regions correspond to the different behaviours 1–3, with
the blue shading showing models in which the inflaton can roll over the maximum and the
green shading denoting when the field rolls back. Increasing ξ decreases the height of the
plateau. In the light green region, the plateau becomes lower than the hilltop, and only
the roll-back case is possible. Decreasing v lowers the local maximum at φ = 0 and in the
light-blue region, the field can roll over it without ever initiating a second phase of inflation.
PBHs can be produced in a fine-tuned region along the black line that separates the roll-back
and roll-over regions.

Fixing NII ≈ 19 e-folds, singles out one roll-back and one roll-over point for a given ξ.
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ξ v r NI(1σ) PR,max

A 0 RO 0.3862076 0.01573 37.0 1.7× 10−2

RB 0.3865523 0.01574 37.0 3.5× 10−2

B 10−2 RO 0.3851983 0.01574 37.0 1.5× 10−2

RB 0.3854377 0.01563 37.0 2.4× 10−2

C 10−1.5 RO 0.38299285 0.01544 37.0 2.4× 10−2

RB 0.3830859 0.01544 37.0 3.0× 10−2

D 10−1 RO 0.376049595 0.01490 36.9 3.7
RB 0.3760524 0.01490 36.9 3.7

E 1 RO 0.30842795518270935781585 0.01091820 36.5 1.7× 1029

RB 0.30842795518270935781915 0.0109182097 36.5 5.9× 1028

Table 1: Benchmark points for α = 2v2/3 for roll-over (RO) and roll-back (RB), respectively.
The PR,max is the maximum value in the peak of the power spectrum and kmax is the location
of the peak. The duration of the first phase of inflation, NI, is determined by demanding
that ns = 0.96072, which lies 1σ below the central value. The vacuum expectation value v is
tuned to produce NII ≈ 19. The last digits in v differing in the roll-over and roll-back cases
are highlighted in gray. At all points, we obtain Mk ≈ 1017 g and kmax ≈ 5× 1014 Mpc−1.

Table 1 lists such benchmark points, with ns chosen to lie 1σ below the central value. We
see that small values of ξ produce the desirable PR ∼ 10−2, with the horizon mass at the
edge of the asteroid mass window. For low ξ . 0.1, the background evolution, as well as
the curvature power spectrum, is nearly independent of ξ and thus matches roughly the one
for minimally coupled models. On the other hand, a significant enhancement in PR can be
observed when ξ & 0.1. This is partly because, by Eq. (2.13), ηH,II ≈ −4ξ and the spectrum
has a large slope also during the last inflationary CR period, i .e., after the peak. For a
fixed NII, this can further enhance the height of the peak and lead to unphysically large
fluctuations as exemplified by case E in Table 1.

PBHs may be produced in the asteroid mass window when NI . 37. Models with a
lower ns allow for a shorter initial period of inflation, as can be seen from Fig. 3. For the
central value ns = 0.9649, we see that NI > 37 for all of the parameter space and thus the
produced PBHs would be too light and evaporate. For ns = 0.9607, 1σ below the central
value, we observe that NI > 37 is attainable for a sufficiently large ξ. The lower bound on
ξ depends on α. With ns lying 2σ below the central value, NI < 37 is realized in the entire
parameter space we considered. Moreover, as in quasi-inflection point models, accounting
for the running of ns can permit lower values of ns, thus relaxing the tension with the CMB
observations [65, 84].

We note that low values of ns are a typical problem in PBH plateau models, see e.g. [45,
85–89]: α-attractor models predict the correct ns when the main phase of inflation lasts for
50 e-folds and reducing this to our 30 throws these predictions off. In equation (2.14), we
combated this by choosing the K-exponent n = 4 instead of the conventional n = 2, making
ns larger. With this modification, we found workable solutions within the 2σ uncertainty
bounds, if not with the central value.

The results are qualitatively similar for both of the α values we considered. Lowering
α/v2 while keeping ξ fixed raises the peak of PR, and below α = 2v2/3, asteroid-mass PBHs
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Figure 4: The maximal value of the power spectrum PR,max as a function of v for ξ = 0.01.
The upper x-axis denotes the corresponding duration of the second stage of inflation in e-
folds. The inflaton stops at the hilltop for v ≈ 0.385325. Roll-over (RO) and roll-back (RB)
are denoted in red and blue, respectively.

are always overproduced. On the other hand, for α = 4v2/3, ξ needs to be larger than in the
case of α = 2v2/3 to obtain the same ns and NII, indicating a larger PR peak.

PBH-producing inflationary models typically suffer from fine-tuning (see [90] for a recent
discussion), the need to set the model parameters with great accuracy to produce a high
enough peak in the power spectrum. We illustrate this in Fig. 4, where we display the peak
value of PR as a function of the v and NII. As v approaches the critical value v ≈ 0.385325
in which the classical field can be balanced exactly on top of the local maximum, both NII

and PR,max approach infinity. However, the sensitivity is not exponential; we find

PR,max ≈ 5× 10−16|v/vc − 1|−3.9 (2.15)

when NII < 20, while the power-law behaviour is slightly milder for larger NII. All in all, to
obtain PR,max ≈ O(10−2) we would need a fine-tuning of the order v/vc − 1 ≈ 10−3.4, that
is, at the level of the 3rd or 4th significant digit. This is less than in typical inflection-point
models [90]. In the same vein, Table 1 lists the tuned parameter values v in example roll-over
and roll-back cases with common digits colored in gray. These correspond to high peaks; for
values in-between, the peaks are even higher. Tuning v up to 4 digits is enough to guarantee
abundant PBH production.

3 Discussion

3.1 Properties of the power spectrum

To understand the shape of the power spectra of Fig. 2, we compare our results to an
analytical approximation proposed in [40], which was almost exact for potentials built out of
two downward-opening parabolas; the field starts by rolling down the side of one parabola in
SR, then crosses the local minimum where the parabolas meet, and finally rolls over the local
maximum of the other parabola in subsequent USR and CR phases. The z′′/z term in the
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corresponding to the value in SR. Right panel: The behaviour of Hubble SR parameters εH
and ηH for roll-over and roll-back. In the case of roll-back, the field velocity becomes zero at
the end of USR and changes sign as the field turns around near the origin. This is reflected
in the behaviour of ηH : it first goes to positive infinity and then to negative infinity as the
field velocity changes sign.

Mukhanov–Sasaki equation (2.5) consists of two plateaus, one for the SR phase and another
for the dual USR/CR phases, with a delta function transition in-between. The result was a
peaked, oscillating power spectrum, given by equation (4.3) of [40]:

PR(k) ≈

∣∣∣∣∣θ(Hc − k)

[
H2

2πφ̇

]
H=k

+
k p(k/Hc, λ2)

kCR|p(kCR/kc, λ2)|

[
Γ(λ2)

23/2−λ2π3/2
H2

φ̇

]
k=kCR

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (3.1)

where the first term corresponds to SR and the second one to the USR and CR regimes.
Here

p(κ, λ2) = eiκ
(κ

2

)1−λ2 (
−Jλ2(κ) +

(
i− 1

κ

)
Jλ2+1(κ)

)
, λ2 =

3

2

√
1− 4

3
ηV,II , (3.2)

kCR corresponds to some scale in the CR regime, Hc corresponds to the beginning of USR,
H ≡ aH, and ηV ≡ V ′′/V , with ηV,II evaluated at the potential’s local maximum.

The setup of this paper is close to that of [40], therefore it makes sense to compare
our power spectra to Eq. (3.1), with ηV,II = −4ξ by Eq. (2.13). The comparison is made in
Fig. 2. Both spectra exhibit oscillations followed by a CR plateau, and the plateau heights
match, although our spectrum soon turns down to follow the SR approximation. Notably, the
leading oscillation peak is much stronger in our case than in the approximation, completely
overwhelming the rest of the spectrum. The difference is a consequence of the momentary
halting of inflation, absent in the simplified model of Ref. [40]. Figure 5 shows z′′/z for
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our model, and it still exhibits the SR and USR/CR plateaus as in [40], but the behaviour
in-between, when inflation momentarily ends, is complicated. In addition, some modes near
the peak cross the Hubble radius multiple times: they exit in the initial phase of inflation, re-
enter when inflation momentarily ceases, and exit again after inflation continues. To resolve
these modes correctly, we must start tracking their behaviour before the first exit when they
initially leave the Bunch–Davies vacuum. The details are discussed in Appendix A. The
complicated behaviour strongly excites the Fourier modes, producing the peak.

Note that in [40], the oscillations in the spectrum were a consequence of the artificial
sharp features in the approximation; in our case, the end of inflation naturally produces
sharp features even with a smooth potential. The features arise from the high mass scale that
dominates the time evolution when the field crosses the bottom of the potential. The spectral
oscillations are analogous to excitations in preheating, where the field oscillates around its
minimum after inflation and the oscillations induce particle production in periodic resonance
bands, see e.g. [91–93].

Even though (3.1) fails to produce the strong peak, it qualitatively captures another
feature of the spectrum: the presence or absence of a dip at the SR–USR boundary. Looking
at (3.1), the field velocities φ̇ in the two terms have the same sign in roll-over, but different
signs in roll-back, since there the field changes direction before entering the CR regime. The
roll-over case then experiences destructive interference from the two terms, producing a dip,
while such behaviour is absent in roll-back, and thus no dip is formed. A dip could be
detectable in future µ-distortion experiments [94] or 21 cm observations [95]. In light of our
results, such observations could distinguish roll-over and roll-back-type models from each
other. However, loop corrections have been shown to significantly reduce the depth of the
dip [96].

Recently, the suggestion that one-loop corrections may rule out single-field inflationary
scenarios for PBHs [97] has sparked an active debate in the literature [96–105]. The most
recent study [96] showed that although appreciable one-loop corrections can be generated,
they are not in conflict with the CMB in models producing a significant PBH abundance. The
general claim is that, assuming single-field inflation, an enhanced peak in the power spectrum
at small scales resulting from an extended period of USR will induce large corrections at the
CMB scales. The duration of USR is related to the heights of power spectra during the first
and second inflationary SR/CR periods. In the double-well scenarios, the duration of the
USR period can be significantly shorter than in the quasi-inflection point ones, suggesting
that the one-loop corrections may be diminished when compared to the quasi-inflection point
scenarios. However, a dedicated study would be required to confirm this claim.

In addition to the case of a single roll-over or roll-back, our scenario can be expanded
to multiple roll-overs and roll-backs in a landscape of potential minima. One can envisage,
for example, the field rolling over both of the minima of a double-well potential relatively
unhindered, and entering a roll-back phase on the subsequent slope on the other side of the
potential, or even continuing from there and undergoing a roll-over phase on its way back,
when crossing the potential maximum a second time. A case like this was considered in
[52]. In principle, it is possible to realize multiple USR–CR periods this way, producing
multiple peaks in the power spectrum. Indeed, multiple roll-back-like phases happen in
usual reheating when the field oscillates around a minimum, switching direction periodically.
Usually, no discernable amount of inflation takes place between these; stretching the produced
perturbations to super-Hubble scales takes additional tuning.

Finally, the strong power spectrum peak will induce a stochastic GW background
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(SGWB) at the second order of perturbation theory so that all the scenarios mentioned above
can be tested by future GW experiments [40, 106–119]. LISA [120] and AEDGE [121, 122]
may probe the SGWB generated in asteroid mass PBH scenarios, while pulsar timing arrays
(PTAs) can test the curvature fluctuations associated with solar mass PBHs. In fact, the
stochastic common-spectrum process recently detected by pulsar timing experiments [123–
126] may be interpreted as such a primordial SGWB induced by large scalar perturba-
tions [127–131].

3.2 Comparison to previous studies

Early studies of PBH production from double-well potentials include [51–53]. They obtained
a similar shape for the power spectrum, with a strong peak followed by rapid oscillations and
a plateau. However, the models of [51–53] do not reproduce the CMB observations (2.7).
We have presented a model where this is possible and concentrated on PBHs in the asteroid
mass window. We have also discussed the general properties of such models based on recent
developments in inflationary model building and studied the power spectrum of the roll-back
case, absent from [51–53].

A model similar to ours with roll-back was constructed in [132] by stitching together two
different potentials on two sides of a single minimum. Strong, PBH-producing perturbations
were produced after the inflaton had crossed the minimum and turned back. In [133], a more
physical model was constructed with a smooth potential and a non-canonical kinetic term
featuring a double pole. The potential in terms of the canonical field has two plateaus at
different heights with a minimum in-between. Again, strong perturbations were generated,
but the model did not provide the correct CMB predictions. Both [132] and [133] obtain
power spectra with no dip before the peak, consistent with our results. They also obtain
high-frequency oscillations in the tail of the peak. However, in our case, see Fig. 2, the leading
oscillation is much more pronounced than in [132], [133], and the subsequent oscillations die
down more quickly and do not exhibit similar deep dips.

The recent paper [54] discusses a setup similar to ours with a double-well potential. The
authors go beyond our linear analysis by using stochastic inflation, a computational method
that presents corrections to the Gaussian PBH abundance. However, the linear perturbation
spectrum is still needed as an input for the stochastic calculation. The authors of [54] use a
simple expression for the spectrum, capturing the (approximately) constant slope after the
leading peak in our Fig. 2, but not the peak itself or the cutoff at lower k. The model of [54]
also restricts their analysis to very light PBHs, and they do not try to fit the CMB. We leave
the stochastic analysis of our model for future work.

4 Conclusions

We examined the formation of large peaks in the curvature power spectrum from inflation
driven by double-well potentials with a Z2 symmetry. After the initial inflationary phase, the
rolling inflaton crosses one of the minima and slows down rapidly around the local maximum,
creating a peak in the curvature power spectrum. Then the inflaton either has enough energy
to cross the hilltop, or it does not have enough energy to reach the origin and it turns around.
In both cases, an ultra-slow-roll phase ensues followed by a slow-roll/constant-roll phase dual
to it. The main difference between rolling over or turning around is that the roll-back
spectrum displays no dip before the peak, which may be detected by future µ-distortion
experiments or 21 cm observations.
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We constructed an explicit double-well scenario that is consistent with the latest CMB
observations and capable of generating sufficiently large curvature perturbations for primor-
dial black holes. The peaks in the curvature power spectra are more prominent than those in
the commonly studied quasi-inflection point scenarios and require less tuning of the model
parameters. The enhanced peak arises from the temporary cessation of inflation as the field
traverses the minimum of the potential. Our results suggest that double-well potentials of-
fer a promising avenue for further investigation and could provide important insights into
primordial black hole phenomenology.

Finally, we note that double-well scenarios do not necessarily rely on a notable period
of ultra-slow-roll to generate a significant primordial black hole abundance. Thus we expect
them to provide an example of single-field inflation for PBHs for which one-loop corrections
are suppressed when compared to quasi-inflection point scenarios.
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A Solving primordial perturbations

The evolution of scalar curvature perturbation Rc obeys the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation. It
is traditionally cast into a convenient form using the Mukhanov field u ≡ zRc, where

z ≡ aφ̇

H
. (A.1)

The Fourier modes of the Mukhanov variable evolve according to the Mukhanov–Sasaki
equation [62–64]:

u′′k +

(
k2 − z′′

z

)
uk = 0 , (A.2)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to conformal time, dτ = dt/a.
In the sub-Hubble regime, aH � k, the curvature of space-time is negligible and the

space-time is essentially Minkowski. A given mode starts its evolution deep inside the horizon.
This leads to Bunch–Davies initial conditions

u′k = −ikuk , |uk| =
1√
2k

(A.3)

at τ → −∞. The power spectrum PR is given by

PR =
k3

2π2
|uk|2

z2
, (A.4)

evaluated at late times.
We solve the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation numerically. For the numerical implementa-

tion, it is convenient to introduce a new variable, closely related to the Mukhanov variable
u [85],

gk ≡
uke

ikτ

z
. (A.5)

– 14 –



The advantage of this variable is that the multiplication with eikτ cancels the rapid early
oscillations in uk. The gk is also not subject to as large changes as uk in its order of magnitude
due to the division by z. The Bunch–Davies vacuum condition in terms of gk is

ġk = − ż
z
gk , |gk| =

1√
2k|z|

, (A.6)

and for mode k we start our numerical evolution at time t, defined by a(t)H(t) = k/100. In
our case with inflation stopping momentarily, we need to take special care in applying the
initial condition, since some scales re-enter the Hubble radius during the brief period with
εH > 1 and exit again when inflation continues. To make sure we capture the full non-trivial
time evolution of a mode, we start tracking each of them before their first Hubble exit.

The Mukhanov–Sasaki equation in terms of gk is

g̈k +

(
H + 2

ż

z
− 2ik

a

)
ġk −

2ik

a

ż

z
gk = 0 , (A.7)

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to the cosmic time t. The conformal time
grows exponentially with cosmic time and hence the dynamical range of cosmic time is smaller
than that of conformal time, therefore the use of cosmic time allows for an easier numerical
treatment.

As is well known, in SR inflation the curvature perturbations—and thus gk—freeze to
a constant value after they exit the Hubble radius. When the SR conditions are broken,
such as during our non-inflating period and the subsequent phase when the inflaton climbs
up towards the potential maximum, this is not necessarily the case [85, 134]—indeed, the
power spectrum enhancement of Fig. 2 is a consequence of the super-Hubble growth of the
corresponding modes. The spectrum only freezes in the final SR phase after the roll-over or
roll-back has happened. To make sure we capture the final value of the spectrum, we track
the modes all the way to the end of inflation.

We use the variable gk and equations (A.6), (A.7) for the roll-over case where the
inflaton field rolls over the local maximum at the origin. However, gk is not suitable for the
roll-back case where the field stops near the local maximum at the origin and starts to roll
back, since z becomes zero at the turning point and gk is not defined. This is a gauge issue:
the comoving gauge is momentarily not defined, and neither is R. However, the Mukhanov
variable uk turns out to behave well even in this limit (in particular, the ratio z′′/z in (A.2)
behaves regularly); it is related to the field perturbation in the spatially flat gauge. In the
spirit of (A.5), we introduce the new variable

hk =
uke

ikτ

a
, (A.8)

which stays well-defined throughout the roll-back case. The Bunch–Davies vacuum initial
condition in this case is

ḣk = − ȧ
a
hk , |hk| =

1√
2k|a|

, (A.9)

and the Mukhanov–Sasaki equation is

ḧk +H

(
3− 2ik

aH

)
ḣk +H2

(
2− εH − 2i

(
k

aH

)
− Hż + z̈

H2z

)
hk = 0 . (A.10)
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The variable hk is suitable for both roll-over and roll-back, but is slightly slower to solve
numerically. In the numerical analysis we use the variable gk for roll-over; in the case of
roll-back we use the variable gk from the beginning until the re-start of inflation and then
switch to hk, before the field turns around.
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H. Veermäe, Frame-Independent Classification of Single-Field Inflationary Models, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118 (2017), no. 15 151302, [arXiv:1612.06863].

[62] V. F. Mukhanov, Gravitational Instability of the Universe Filled with a Scalar Field, JETP
Lett. 41 (1985) 493–496.

[63] M. Sasaki, Large Scale Quantum Fluctuations in the Inflationary Universe, Prog. Theor.
Phys. 76 (1986) 1036.

[64] V. F. Mukhanov, H. A. Feldman, and R. H. Brandenberger, Theory of cosmological
perturbations. Part 1. Classical perturbations. Part 2. Quantum theory of perturbations. Part
3. Extensions, Phys. Rept. 215 (1992) 203–333.

[65] Planck Collaboration, Y. Akrami et al., Planck 2018 results. X. Constraints on inflation,
Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A10, [arXiv:1807.06211].

[66] Z. Yi and Y. Gong, On the constant-roll inflation, JCAP 03 (2018) 052, [arXiv:1712.07478].

[67] I. Musco, J. C. Miller, and L. Rezzolla, Computations of primordial black hole formation,
Class. Quant. Grav. 22 (2005) 1405–1424, [gr-qc/0412063].

[68] A. G. Polnarev and I. Musco, Curvature profiles as initial conditions for primordial black hole
formation, Class. Quant. Grav. 24 (2007) 1405–1432, [gr-qc/0605122].

[69] I. Musco, J. C. Miller, and A. G. Polnarev, Primordial black hole formation in the radiative
era: Investigation of the critical nature of the collapse, Class. Quant. Grav. 26 (2009) 235001,
[arXiv:0811.1452].

[70] I. Musco and J. C. Miller, Primordial black hole formation in the early universe: critical
behaviour and self-similarity, Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013) 145009, [arXiv:1201.2379].

[71] I. Musco, Threshold for primordial black holes: Dependence on the shape of the cosmological
perturbations, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019), no. 12 123524, [arXiv:1809.02127].

[72] A. Kehagias, I. Musco, and A. Riotto, Non-Gaussian Formation of Primordial Black Holes:
Effects on the Threshold, JCAP 12 (2019) 029, [arXiv:1906.07135].

[73] I. Musco, V. De Luca, G. Franciolini, and A. Riotto, Threshold for primordial black holes. II.
A simple analytic prescription, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021), no. 6 063538, [arXiv:2011.03014].

[74] C. Pattison, V. Vennin, H. Assadullahi, and D. Wands, Quantum diffusion during inflation
and primordial black holes, JCAP 10 (2017) 046, [arXiv:1707.00537].
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Abstract

Internal intervals spanned by finite ranges of a conformal coordinate z and terminating at a pair

of singularities are a common feature of many string compactifications with broken supersymme-

try. The squared masses emerging in lower–dimensional Minkowski spaces are then eigenvalues

of Schrödinger–like operators, whose potentials have double poles at the ends of the intervals.

For one–component systems, the possible self–adjoint extensions of Schrödinger operators are de-

scribed by points in AdS3 × S1, and those corresponding to independent boundary conditions at

the ends of the intervals by points on the boundary of AdS3. The perturbative stability of com-

pactifications to Minkowski space time depends, in general, on these choices of self–adjoint exten-

sions. We apply this setup to the orientifold vacua driven by the “tadpole potential” V = T e
3

2
φ

and find, in nine dimensions, a massive scalar spectrum, a unique choice of boundary conditions

with stable tensor modes and a massless graviton, and a wide choice leading to massless and/or

massive vector modes.
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1 Introduction and Summary

This work is devoted to eliciting the possible self–adjoint boundary conditions for one–dimensional

Schrödinger systems defined in finite intervals and their implications for string vacua with broken

supersymmetry. We were repeatedly confronted with aspects of this mathematical problem,

which has a long history (see, for example, [1, 2]) when studying the modes present in the

warped compactifications found in [3, 4]. These backgrounds are string–inspired solutions of the

supergravity [5] effective action, which can include the “tadpole potentials”

V = T eγ φ (1.1)

that accompany the breaking of supersymmetry in String Theory [6]. They are generalizations

of the Dudas–Mourad vacuum of [7], and share with it the emergence of a finite internal interval.

An internal interval had previously made its entry, in String Theory, in the Horava–Witten recov-

ery [8] of the E8 ×E8 heterotic string [9] from the eleven–dimensional supergravity of Cremmer,

Julia and Scherk [10]. However, the examples that motivated the present analysis contain an

additional ingredient, supersymmetry breaking, which can substantially affect vacuum stability.

Consequently, one cannot forego a careful scrutiny of the resulting modes, which depend to a

crucial extent, as we shall see, on the possible choices of self–adjoint extensions.

The tadpole potential is the leading back-reaction to the breaking of supersymmetry in the

three non–tachyonic string models of [11, 12, 13]. The first is a heterotic model, where the

contribution in eq. (1.1) emerges from the torus amplitude and γ = 5
2 , while the others are

orientifolds [14], where the potential emerges at the (projective) disk level and the parameter

γ has the “critical” value γc = 3
2 . The last model embodies the simplest realization of “brane

supersymmetry breaking” [15], a peculiar mechanism induced by the simultaneous presence, in the

vacuum, of extended BPS objects, anti-branes and orientifolds, preserving incompatible portions

of the supersymmetries originally present in ten–dimensional Minkowski space. These extended

objects result in the complete breaking of supersymmetry at the string scale, which appears non–

linearly realized in the low–energy supergravity [16]. In ten dimensions there are no tachyonic

modes, but there is also no order parameter to recover an unbroken phase.

The non–trivial profiles considered in [3, 4] for the metric, the dilaton and a p+1-form potential

describe compactifications to lower–dimensional Minkowski spaces, with intervals of finite length

that are covered by finite spans 0 ≤ z ≤ zm of a conformal coordinate, and the resulting modes can

be associated to Schrödinger–like systems after suitable field redefinitions. The possible choices
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of boundary conditions at the ends of the interval are thus essential to characterize the resulting

spectra. In [17, 18] we discussed Hermitian Schrödinger systems for Bose fields of the type

H ψ = m2 ψ (1.2)

and their counterparts for Fermi systems, but we did not address in detail the possible choices

of self–adjoint extensions. Self–adjoint boundary conditions grant the reality of the eigenvalues

and the completeness of the resulting modes, which is instrumental to address all possible origins

of instability, but they do not exclude, in general, the presence of negative eigenvalues. In

reductions to lower–dimensional Minkowski spaces instabilities manifest themselves precisely, at

the perturbative level, as negative m2 eigenvalues of the Schrödinger systems (1.2), and the

relevance of the sign is precisely where our problem departs from the conventional setup. As we

shall see, negative eigenvalues can emerge even in cases where, at first sight, one would be inclined

to exclude them. As a result, vacuum stability can only hold, in general, with special self–adjoint

boundary conditions granting positive spectra for the Schrödinger operators (1.2), among those

compatible with the symmetries of the backgrounds.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we motivate the appearance of Schrödinger

problems with double–pole singularities at the ends of the intervals of interest for the types

of warped backgrounds encountered originally in [7], and more recently in [3, 4]. In Section 3

we discuss in detail how to characterize self–adjoint extensions for one–dimensional Schrödinger

systems in a finite interval. We begin from the free theory, thus impinging on old results that have

been widely considered in Mathematics [1, 2], but from a perspective that seems to us potentially

useful. We then turn to the types of Hamiltonians of direct interest to us, with double poles at

the ends of an interval, and we discuss in detail a class of exactly solvable cases of this type.

As we shall see, while the modes resulting from singular potentials typically develop algebraic

singularities at the ends of the interval, one can still characterize the allowed self–adjoint boundary

conditions along the lines of non–singular problems. In Section 4 we elaborate on some lessons

of the analysis for the actual vacua of [7, 3, 4]. We collect our conclusions in Section 5.

2 Singular Potentials from Warped String Vacua

The solutions discussed in [3, 4] can clearly motivate the analysis presented in this paper, and

conversely the present analysis can complement the previous work on their modes in [17]. To this

end, we can actually confine our attention to the isotropic nine–dimensional solutions that can
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be deduced starting from the Einstein–frame effective action

S =
1

2 k210

∫

d10x
√−g

(

R − 1

2
∂M φ∂M φ − T eγ φ

)

. (2.1)

These generalize the results in [7] and share with them some features that are central to our

analysis, but nonetheless are relatively simple to characterize. Abiding to common practice, we

have already called the last term in eq. (2.1) “tadpole potential”, while paying attention the

“critical” value

γc =
3

2
. (2.2)

This characterizes the non–tachyonic ten–dimensional orientifold models with broken supersym-

metry and will play an important role in the following.

In [3] we found two isotropic nine–dimensional solutions that follow from the action (2.1) for

T = 0, for which

ds2 = (µ0 ξ)
2

9 dx2 + dξ2 , eφ = (µ0 ξ)
± 4

3 eφ0 , (2.3)

where ξ > 0 and µ0 and φ0 are arbitrary constants. These two solutions are related to one another

by the redefinition φ→ −φ, which is a manifest symmetry of the action for T = 0. In both cases,

the interval has an infinite length and the string coupling diverges, as ξ → ∞ or as ξ → 0.

When T 6= 0 the solutions depend on γ, which we can assume to be larger than zero, up to a

redefinition of φ, but one must distinguish different ranges for it [4]. Still, the T = 0 solutions (2.3)

continue, surprisingly, to play a role in asymptotic regions, as we can now recall.

• For γ = γc the solution is the one originally found in [7], and reads

ds2 = e−
u
6 u

1

18 dx2 +
2

3T u
3

2

e−
3

2
(u+φ0) du2 , eφ = eu+φ0 u

1

3 . (2.4)

Here u ≥ 0, and now the internal interval has a finite length. However, the additional

substitution

µ0 ξ ∼ u
1

4 , (2.5)

where µ0 depends on T and φ0, shows that, up to a rescaling of the spatial coordinates, the

limiting behavior in the vicinity of the boundary at u = 0 is dominated by

ds2 ∼ (µ0 ξ)
2

9 dx2 + dξ2 , eφ ∼ (µ0 ξ)
4

3 . (2.6)

This is a first instance of the role played by the solutions (2.3) even for T 6= 0, as we had

anticipated. In this first case the correspondence is perhaps not too surprising, since the
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string coupling tends to zero as ξ → 0, but something similar also occurs, strikingly, for

large values of u. In this limit the powers have negligible effects compared to the exponential

terms, and the background in eqs. (2.4) approaches

ds2 = e−
u
6 dx2 +

1

T
e−

3

2
udu2 , eφ = eu . (2.7)

One can now let

µ0 (ξm − ξ) ∼ e−
3

4
u , (2.8)

where µ0 is determined by T , so that ξm measures the total proper length of the interval,

with

µ0 ξm =
2√
T

(

3 eφ0

)− 3

4

Γ

(

1

4

)

. (2.9)

In the neighborhood of the second boundary at ξm, up to a rescaling of the spatial coordi-

nates, the background thus approaches

ds2 ∼ [µ0 (ξm − ξ)]
2

9 dx2 + dξ2 , eφ ∼ [µ0 (ξm − ξ)]−
4

3 . (2.10)

This limiting behavior is also captured by one of the isotropic tensionless solutions in

eq. (2.3) that is now approached, surprisingly, within a region of strong coupling. The

tadpole ought to dominate at this end of the interval. Yet, while it is instrumental to grant

the internal interval a finite length and determines the scale µ0, it has somehow negligible

effects on the asymptotic structure of the background.

• For γ < γc the solutions read

ds2 = e
− 2 γ λ r

γc
dx2

[∆ cosh (r)]2λ
+

e
− γ

(

18 λ
γc

r+φ0

)

dr2

[∆ cosh (r)]18λ
,

eφ = [∆ cosh (r)]
18 γ

γ2c
λ
e

18 λ
γc

r+φ0 , (2.11)

where now −∞ < r < +∞,

∆2 =
T

2

∣

∣γ2 − γ2c
∣

∣ , λ =
1

9
(

1 − γ2

γ2
c

) (2.12)

and φ0 is a constant. This class of solutions describes again compactifications on intervals of

finite length, where the string coupling vanishes at one end and diverges at the other. Still,

the reader can verify that, as for γ = γc, the limiting behavior at both ends is captured by

the isotropic tensionless solutions in eqs. (2.6) and (2.10), albeit with different finite values

of ξm.
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• For γ >γc there are altogether three classes of solutions. The solutions in the first class

read

ds2 = r2|λ| dx2 +
r18 |λ|

∆2
e− γ φ0 dr2 , eφ = r

− 18 γ

γ2c
|λ|
eφ0 , (2.13)

where 0 < r <∞. They describe intervals of infinite length, and the string coupling diverges

at the origin. Letting

∆ ξ = e−
γ

2
φ0

(r)9 |λ|+1

(9 |λ|+ 1)
, (2.14)

the preceding expressions become, for 0 < ξ <∞,

ds2 = (∆ ξ)
2 γ2c
9 γ2 dx2 + dξ2 , eφ = (∆ ξ)−

2

γ eφ0 , (2.15)

after absorbing some multiplicative constants in rescalings of the x coordinates and in

redefinitions of φ0. Within this range matters are different and, in contrast with what

happens for γ ≤ γc, the limiting behavior at both ends is no longer captured by the tension–

free solutions (2.3).

In addition, there are the two branches of solutions

ds2 = e∓
2 γ |λ| r

γc [∆ sinh (r)]2 |λ| dx2 + [∆ sinh (r)]18 |λ| e∓
18 γ |λ| r

γc e− γ φ0 dr2 ,

eφ =
eφ0 e

± 18 |λ| r
γc

[∆ sinh (r)]
18 γ

γ2c
|λ|

, (2.16)

where 0 < r < ∞. In both cases, the string coupling vanishes as r → ∞ but diverges at

r = 0. Moreover, the length of the r-interval is finite in the first branch (upper sign), while

it is infinite in the second (lower sign). Close to r = 0 the string coupling is unbounded

and the limiting behavior is as in eqs. (2.15). On the other hand, as r → ∞ the string

coupling vanishes and the limiting behavior is captured once more, for the two branches,

by the isotropic tensionless solutions (2.3).

A special presentation of the metrics will play a prominent role in the following sections, since

it is closely related to Schrödinger systems. It rests on the introduction of conformal coordinates,

which turn them into the form

ds2 = e2Ω(z)
(

dx2 + dz2
)

. (2.17)

For γ = γc the conformal coordinate is defined as

z(r) =

∫ r

0
du

√

2

3 T
e−

2

3
u− 3

4
φ0 u− 7

9 , (2.18)
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while for γ < γc it is defined as

z(r) =

∫ r

−∞

du

(∆ cosh u)8λ
e
− γ

(

8λu
γc

+
φ0
2

)

. (2.19)

In both cases z has finite range (0 ≤ z ≤ zm), with different values for zm = z(∞). The limiting

behavior close to the left end of the interval is now

ds2 ∼
(

8µ0z

9

)
1

4
(

dx2 + dz2
)

, eφ ∼
(

8µ0z

9

)
3

2

, (2.20)

while close to the right end

ds2 ∼
[

8µ0 (zm − z)

9

]
1

4
(

dx2 + dz2
)

, eφ ∼
[

8µ0 (zm − z)

9

]− 3

2

. (2.21)

For γ > γc, as we have seen, there are three classes of solutions. Only those belonging to the

second class, which live in an interval of finite length, and for which the conformal coordinate z

can be defined as

z(r) =

∫ r

0
du (∆ sinhu)8|λ| e

− γ
(

8|λ|u
γc

+
φ0
2

)

, (2.22)

lead to a finite value for zm = z(∞). Now close to z = 0

ds2 ∼ z
2 γ2c

9 γ2 − γ2c

(

dx2 + dz2
)

, eφ ∼ z
− 18 γ

9 γ2 − γ2c , (2.23)

while close to other end of the interval, which lies at z = zm,

ds2 ∼
(

8µ0 (zm − z)

9

)
1

4
(

dx2 + dz2
)

, eφ ∼
(

8µ0 (zm − z)

9

)
3

2

. (2.24)

Following [17], one can define tensor and scalar perturbations of these backgrounds according

to

ds2 = e2Ω(z)
[

ηMN + hMN (x)f(z)
]

dxM dxN , φ = φ(z) + ϕ(x) g(z) , (2.25)

and there are also perturbations of the Yang–Mills fields and of the Ramond–Ramond two–form

potential. The last two sets of modes can be conveniently described in a “radial” gauge, letting

Az = 0 , BzM = 0 . (2.26)

One is thus led to Schrödinger–like equations, with Hamiltonians

H = − ∂ 2
z + V (z) (2.27)
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that can be cast in the form

H = b + AA† , (2.28)

where

A = ∂z +
a

2
, A† = − ∂z +

a

2
, (2.29)

so that the Schrödinger potential is

V = b +
1

2
a′ +

1

4
a2 , (2.30)

where the “prime” indicates a derivative with respect to z. In detail, for tensor perturbations

a = 8Ω′ , b = 0 , (2.31)

while for scalar perturbations 1

a = 24Ω′ − 2 T γ

φ′
e2Ω+ γ φ = 24Ω′ − γ

φ′

[

(

φ′
)2 −

(

12Ω′)2
]

,

b =
7

4
T e2Ω+ γ φ

(

1 + 8 γ
Ω′

φ′

)

=
7

8φ′

[

(

φ′
)2 −

(

12Ω′)2
]

[

φ′ + 8 γ Ω′] . (2.32)

Using the explicit forms of the background, one can show that b > 0 for the three cases where zm

is finite, while b < 0 in the other two cases. To this end, it is convenient to use the first expression

in the second of eqs. (2.32).

For the orientifolds of [12, 13], with γ = γc, there are also vector and two–form perturbations,

whose Schrödinger potentials have again b = 0 and

aV = 8Ω′ +
1

2
φ′ ,

aRR = 6Ω′ + φ′ . (2.33)

On the other hand, for the SO(16)×SO(16) heterotic model, with γ = 5
2 , the vector and two–form

perturbations have once more b = 0, but

aV = 8Ω′ − 1

2
φ′ ,

aNS = 6Ω′ − φ′ . (2.34)

The Schrödinger wavefunctions Ψ for the two cases of tensor and scalar perturbations are

proportional to the two functions f(z) and g(z), and the proportionality factor is

e−
1

2

∫

dz a(z) . (2.35)
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Figure 1: The potentials for tensor perturbations (left panel, solid) and for scalar perturbations (right

panel, solid), in units of 1

z2
m

, for γ = γc, as functions of
z

zm
, and their approximations obtained adding the

two limiting behaviors in eq. (2.36) (dashed).

Similar steps can be followed for the other types of bosonic perturbations.

The Schrödinger potentials (2.30) for the different perturbations develop double–pole singu-

larities at the ends of the interval, and in their neighborhood they behave as

V ∼ µ2 − 1
4

z2
, V ∼ µ̃2 − 1

4

(zm − z)2
. (2.36)

• For γ ≤ γc, the preceding expressions imply that for tensor perturbations

a =
1

z
, b = 0 (2.37)

close to the origin, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ = 0 , (2.38)

and

a = − 1

zm − z
, b = 0 (2.39)

close to zm, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ̃ = 0 . (2.40)

For scalar perturbations

a =
3

z
, b = 0 (2.41)

close to the origin, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ = 1 , (2.42)

and

a = − 3

zm − z
, b = 0 (2.43)

1There is a subtlety, explained in [17], when using the first type of expressions as γ → γc.
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close to zm, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ̃ = 1 . (2.44)

• On the other hand, for γ > γc the preceding expressions imply that for tensor perturbations

a =
8 γ2c

z (9 γ2 − γ2c )
, b = 0 (2.45)

close to the origin, so that, on account of eq. (2.30),

µ =
9

2

γ2 − γ2c
9 γ2 − γ2c

, (2.46)

and clearly 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1
2 . On the other hand

a = − 1

zm − z
, b = 0 (2.47)

close to zm, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ̃ = 0 . (2.48)

For scalar perturbations

a =
6

z

3 γ2 + γ2c
9 γ2 − γ2c

, b = 0 (2.49)

close to the origin, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ =
9 γ2 + 7 γ2c
2 (9 γ2 − γ2c )

, (2.50)

and clearly 1
2 ≤ µ ≤ 1, while

a = − 3

zm − z
, b = 0 (2.51)

close to zm, so that eq. (2.30) implies that

µ̃ = 1 . (2.52)

The following table summarizes the values of µ and µ̃ for tensor and scalar perturbations

in the different ranges for γ.

• In addition, for the orientifold models of [12, 13], with γ = γc =
3
2 , one finds

µV =
3

8
, µ̃V =

3

8
,

µRR =
5

8
µ̃RR =

7

8
, (2.53)
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Range µT µ̃T µS µ̃S

γ ≤ γc 0 0 1 1

γ > γc
9
2

γ2 − γ2
c

9 γ2 − γ2
c

0 9 γ2 + 7 γ2
c

2(9 γ2 − γ2
c )

1
(

0 ≤ µT ≤ 1

2

) (

1

2
≤ µS ≤ 1

)

Table 1: Values of µ and µ̃ for the different ranges of γ for tensor and scalar perturbations.

for vector and Ramond–Ramond perturbations, while for the SO(16) × SO(16) heterotic

model of [11], with γ = 5
2 , one finds

µV =
1

8
, µ̃V =

3

8
,

µNS =
1

24
, µ̃NS =

7

8
, (2.54)

for vector and NS-NS perturbations.

3 Self–Adjoint Schrödinger Systems

In [17, 18], as well as in the previous section, we discussed how to define Hermitian Schrödinger–

like settings for Bose and Fermi modes combining suitable choices of the independent variable

with redefinitions of the fields. Here we would like to supplement those results describing how to

attain self–adjoint extensions, referring to a large extent to the finite intervals that are central

to the present setting. Self-adjointness requires proper choices of boundary conditions, and is

instrumental to identify complete sets of modes. These are needed to expand arbitrary perturba-

tions, and thus to make definite statements on the issue of stability that is central to the present

work and to [17, 18, 22]. Most of the basic setup is dealt with at length in the literature, and in

particular in [1] (see also the more recent treatments in [2]), but here we shall reformulate it in

a way that seems more transparent to us.

Our aim, in this section, is highlighting how proper choices of boundary conditions at the

endpoints of an interval [0, zm] of the real axis can grant that a Schrödinger–like operator

H = − ∂ 2
z + V (z) (3.1)

be self-adjoint. To this end, let us first consider a potential V (z) that is regular in the interval,

together with a pair of wavefunctions ψ and χ with the standard L2 scalar product.

The condition granting that H be Hermitian is the vanishing of the boundary contribution

[

ψ⋆ ∂z χ − ∂z ψ
⋆ χ
]zm

0
= 0 , (3.2)
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for all ψ and χ wavefunctions belonging to the domain D of H. This domain identifies, in general,

sets of functions ψ subject to proper boundary conditions that are in L2, and such that H ψ and

H χ are also in L2.

H is Hermitian if, for any χ and ψ in D, eq. (3.2) holds, but this condition does not suffice to

guarantee the self-adjointness. The operator H is self–adjoint if, given any element χ in L2 such

that H χ is in L2 and the condition (3.2) holds for all ψ belonging to D, then χ must also belong

to D. Defining the two doublets

ψ =

(

ψ

zm ∂z ψ

)

, χ =

(

χ

zm ∂z χ

)

, (3.3)

the condition (3.2) can be cast in the convenient form

ψ† (zm) σ2 χ (zm) = ψ† (0) σ2 χ (0) , (3.4)

with σ2 the usual Pauli matrix.

The linear boundary conditions defining D for self–adjoint extensions of the Schrödinger oper-

ator (3.1) can thus be described by SU(1, 1)-valued, or equivalently by SL(2, R)-valued matrices

U , endowed with an additional phase factor β, such that

U † σ2 U = σ2 , (3.5)

and the χ and ψ wavefunctions satisfy

eiβ ψ (zm) = U ψ (0) , eiβ χ (zm) = U χ (0) . (3.6)

These boundary conditions depend on four real numbers parametrizing U(1, 1) and relate, in

general, the values of the wavefunction and its derivative at z = 0 to those at z = zm, rather than

specifying them independently at the two ends.

A global characterization of SL(2, R), whose group manifold can be identified with AdS3, is

given by

U (ρ, θ1, θ2) = cosh ρ (cos θ1 1 − i σ2 sin θ1) + sinh ρ (σ3 cos θ2 + σ1 sin θ2) , (3.7)

where 0 ≤ ρ <∞, 0 ≤ θ1 < 2π, 0 ≤ θ2 < 2π, and the inverse is

U−1 (ρ, θ1 θ2) = U (ρ,−θ1, θ2 + π) . (3.8)
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An important class of U matrices emerges from the preceding expressions in the ρ → ∞ limit,

where

U ∼ 1

2
e ρM (θ1, θ2) , (3.9)

with

M (θ1, θ2) =

(

cos θ1 + cos θ2 sin θ2 − sin θ1

sin θ1 + sin θ2 cos θ1 − cos θ2

)

. (3.10)

Making use of eqs. (3.6), (3.8) and (3.9), one thus recovers, at the two ends, the more familiar

local boundary conditions, given independently at the two ends:

M (θ1, θ2)ψ (0) = 0 , M (− θ1, θ2 + π)ψ (zm) = 0 . (3.11)

Only two of these conditions are independent, since the M matrices have rank one and their

product vanishes, so that one can work with

(cos θ1 + cos θ2)ψ (0) + (sin θ2 − sin θ1) zm∂z ψ (0) = 0 ,

(cos θ1 − cos θ2)ψ (zm) + (sin θ1 − sin θ2) zm ∂z ψ (zm) = 0 , (3.12)

or alternatively with

(sin θ1 + sin θ2)ψ (0) + (cos θ1 − cos θ2) zm∂z ψ (0) = 0 ,

(sin θ1 + sin θ2)ψ (zm) − (cos θ1 + cos θ2) zm ∂z ψ (zm) = 0 . (3.13)

One can use either pair, unless one condition vanishes identically. Some special choices recover

the familiar Dirichlet (D) and Neumann (N) conditions: θ1 = θ2 = π
2 yields DD conditions,

θ1 = −θ2 = π
2 yields NN conditions, and finally θ1 = θ2 = 0 and θ1 = 0, θ2 = π lead to DN and

ND conditions.

Each choice of U and the phase β defines a self–adjoint extension of H, and the resulting

spectrum depends, in general, on four real parameters. There are some surprises, as we shall see

shortly. For example, one or even two negative eigenvalues can emerge, even in the simple case

V = 0, with suitable choices of boundary conditions.

3.1 The Free Theory in an interval

It is instructive to take a close look at the simple Hamiltonian

H = − ∂2z , (3.14)
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in the interval [0, zm], for the general self–adjoint boundary conditions in eq. (3.6), so that the

eigenvalue equation of interest is

H ψ(z) = k2 ψ(z) . (3.15)

As we have seen in eq. (3.6), general self–adjoint boundary conditions involve a phase β and

generic SL(2, R) matrices U . These boundary conditions can be described via eq. (3.7), or

alternatively via a vector ~n, writing the SL(2, R) matrix as

U (~n) = en1 σ1 + i n2 σ2 + n3 σ3 = e~n ·~σ , (3.16)

with real ni and ~n = (n1, i n2, n3), which can be more convenient in some cases.

The eigenvalue equation for the vector ψ of eq. (3.3) can be recast into the first–order system

zm ∂z ψ =

[(

0 1

0 0

)

− (k zm)2
(

0 0

1 0

)]

ψ ≡
[

σ+ − (k zm)2 σ−
]

ψ , (3.17)

and in this notation the general solution reads

ψ(z) = V (z)ψ(0) , (3.18)

where

V (z) = cos(kz) 1 +
(

σ+ − (k zm)2 σ−
)sin(kz)

kzm
(3.19)

is also a special SL(2, R) matrix. This is a general property for Hamiltonians of the form (2.27),

which reflects the constancy of the Wronskian. Consequently, one can write

V (zm) = U
(

~n′
)

, (3.20)

where ~n′ is a special z-dependent vector of the type introduced in eq. (3.16), with components

n1
′ =

1

2

(

1 − (k zm)2
)

, i n2
′ =

i

2

(

1 + (k zm)2
)

, n3
′ = 0 . (3.21)

As a result, the boundary condition (3.6) translates into

U−1 (~n) U
(

~n′
)

ψ(0) = e− i β ψ(0) , (3.22)

and demands that one of the eigenvalues of the product of the two U matrices, which is also an

SL(2, R) matrix, be equal to e− i β.

When referring to eq. (3.16), one must actually distinguish three classes of SL(2, R) elements,

according the value of ~n · ~n.
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• If ~n · ~n = 0, the vector ~n depends on a real parameter r and an angle θ, according to

~n = (r cos θ,± i r, r sin θ) . (3.23)

In this case the SL(2, R) matrix U (~n) is

U (~n) = 1 + ~n · ~σ (3.24)

and has only the eigenvalue 1.

• If ~n · ~n = λ2 > 0, the vector ~n depends on the two real parameters λ > 0 and ζ, and on

an angle θ, according to

~n = λ (cos θ cosh ζ, i sinh ζ, sin θ cosh ζ) . (3.25)

In this case the SL(2, R) matrix U (~n) is

U (~n) = cosh λ +
sinhλ

λ
~n · ~σ , (3.26)

and its eigenvalues are e±λ.

• If ~n · ~n = −λ2 < 0, the vector ~n depends again on the two real parameters λ > 0 and ζ,

and on an angle θ, according to

~n = λ (cos θ sinh ζ,± i cosh ζ, sin θ sinh ζ) . (3.27)

In this case the SL(2, R) matrix U (~n) is

U (~n) = cos λ +
sinλ

λ
~n · ~σ , (3.28)

and its eigenvalues are e± i λ, so that λ has effectively a limited range and behaves as an

angle.

Note that the preceding considerations imply that the trace of U uniquely determines its class,

and thus its eigenvalues. In the three cases

Tr (U) (~n) = {2, 2 coshλ, 2 cos λ} . (3.29)

Consequently U−1 (~n) U (~n′) is of the third type, and the condition (3.22) is equivalent to

Tr
[

U−1 (~n) U
(

~n′
)]

= 2 cos β , (3.30)

which is the equation that determines the energy eigenvalues. Given any energy eigenvalue,

eq. (3.22) yields the corresponding boundary conditions.

We can now discuss in detail the content of eq. (3.30), referring to eq. (3.31) and using for

U (~n) the global parametrization of eq. (3.7).
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3.1.1 Negative–Energy Solutions

For negative–energy states, so that

µ2 = − (kzm)2 (3.31)

is positive, eq. (3.30) takes the form

cosh ρ

[

cos θ1 coshµ−
(

1− µ2
) sinhµ

2µ
sin θ1

]

−
(

1 + µ2
) sinhµ

2µ
sinh ρ sin θ2 = cos β , (3.32)

with real values of µ. The features of these negative–energy states depend on the values of a

number of parameters, and by tuning them one can make their energy approach zero.
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Figure 2: Curves of constant tachyonic mass for the large–ρ eigenvalue equation (3.36). The filled regions

identify boundary conditions leading to instabilities.

In the µ→ 0 limit, the eigenvalue equation simplifies considerably and becomes

cosh ρ

[

cos θ1 − 1

2
sin θ1

]

− 1

2
sinh ρ sin θ2 = cos β . (3.33)

Letting

sin γ =
2√
5
, cos γ =

1√
5
, (3.34)

this simpler eigenvalue equation (3.33) be cast in the more compact form

√
5 cosh ρ sin (θ1 − γ) + sinh ρ sin θ2 = − 2 cos β . (3.35)

For example, there are two solutions of eq. (3.33), ρ ≃ 0.69 or 4.47, if sin (θ1 − γ) ≃ 0.3, sin θ2 ≃
−0.65, cos β ≃ − 0.17. There is always one solution if sin (θ1 − γ) = 0, while if sin θ2 = 0 there is

one solution if 2 cos β√
5 sin(θ1−γ)

≤ − 1 and there are no solutions otherwise. These zero–mass solutions

are generically limits of tachyonic modes. There can be tachyons with arbitrarily large µ2. A

simple example obtains taking cosβ = cos θ1 = 0 and sin θ1 = sin θ2 = 1, so that eq. (3.32)
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reduces to µ2 = e2ρ. There are then states whose negative energies span the whole range (−∞, 0],

depending on the value of ρ.

For large values of ρ the eigenvalue equation (3.32) simplifies and reduces to

cos θ1 coshµ−
(

1− µ2
) sinhµ

2µ
sin θ1−

(

1 + µ2
) sinhµ

2µ
sin θ2 = 0 , (3.36)

and tachyonic modes are present in the filled region of fig. 2, where the different curves correspond

to different values of µ. As µ increases, the tachyonic modes quickly pile up along the curve

sin θ1 = sin θ2 , (3.37)

which corresponds to the straight lines in fig. 2.

3.1.2 Positive–Energy Solutions and Exactly Solvable Cases

It is now interesting to take a closer look at the choices of boundary conditions that yield positive

spectra for k2. To this end, let us note that, after a partial integration, for a normalized ψ,

k2 =

∫

dz |∂z ψ|2 − ψ⋆ ∂z ψ|z=zm
+ ψ⋆ ∂z ψ|z=0 . (3.38)

The positivity of k2 is thus guaranteed if the boundary contribution is positive. In terms of the

two–component vector ψ, this condition takes the form

− ψ† (σ1 + i σ2)ψ
∣

∣

∣

z=zm
+ ψ† (σ1 + i σ2)ψ

∣

∣

∣

z=0
≥ 0 . (3.39)

Making use of the self–adjoint boundary conditions (3.6) and of eq. (3.5), this reduces to requiring

that

ψ†
(

σ1 − U † σ1 U
)

ψ
∣

∣

∣

z=0
≥ 0 . (3.40)

The inequality is guaranteed to hold if the trace and the determinant of the symmetric matrix

S = σ1 − U † σ1 U (3.41)

are both non-negative. In terms of the global parametrization (3.7), these conditions translate

into

sin (θ1 + θ2) ≤ 0 ,

sin2 θ1 − tanh2 ρ sin2 θ2 ≤ 0 . (3.42)
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Figure 3: The shades areas are the regions of parameter space where positivity holds, for ρ = 0.2 (left

panel), and for large ρ (right panel).

For ρ ≃ 0 the allowed region reduces to θ1 = 0, π and π ≤ θ1 + θ2 ≤ 2π mod 2π, while for

positive values of ρ it rapidly approaches the profile displayed in the right panel of fig. 3. Note

that the constant–µ curves of fig. 2 lie outside the shaded regions in fig. 3.

There are infinite spectra of positive–energy solutions, which can be investigated letting µ = i ν

with real ν in eq. (3.32), thus turning it into

cosh ρ

[

cos θ1 cos ν −
(

1 + ν2
) sin ν

2 ν
sin θ1

]

−
(

1− ν2
) sin ν

2 ν
sinh ρ sin θ2 = cos β . (3.43)

The choices (U, β) and (−U, β + π) identify identical elements of U(1, 1), so that the independent

parameters actually correspond to SL(2, R) × U(1)/Z2, for both positive–energy and negative–

energy solutions.

In some cases, which we can now discuss, this eigenvalue equation can be solved relatively

simply.

• The simplest case corresponds to

U = 1 , β = 0 , (3.44)

and is recovered for ρ = 0, θ1 = 0. The eigenvalue equation (3.43) then reduces to

cos ν = 1 , (3.45)

and consequently ν = 2 ℓ π, with ℓ an arbitrary integer. Moreover, since U (~n′) is the

identity, ψ(0) is unconstrained and there are two independent solutions of this type for any

choice of ℓ. The end result is indistinguishable from the spectrum corresponding to a circle

of radius zm
2π .
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• If U = 1 but β 6= 0, there are two independent families of solutions, with

ν± = ±β + 2 ℓ π , (3.46)

and the preceding degeneracy is lifted, since U (~n′) is no more the identity. The end result

is indistinguishable from the spectrum corresponding to a circle of radius zm
2π with twisted

periodicity.

• If θ1 = 0 and sin θ2 also vanishes but ρ 6= 0,

U (ρ, θ1, θ2) =

(

e± ρ 0

0 e∓ ρ

)

, (3.47)

and the eigenvalue equation is solved by

ν = ± arccos

(

cos β

cosh ρ

)

+ 2 ℓ π . (3.48)

• If θ1 = π and sin θ2 also vanishes,

U (ρ, θ1, θ2) = −
(

e∓ ρ 0

0 e± ρ

)

, (3.49)

and the eigenvalue equation is solved by

ν = ± arccos

(

cosβ

cosh ρ

)

+ (2 ℓ + 1) π . (3.50)

3.1.3 Large–ν (or Semi–Classical) Behavior

There are some simplifications in eq. (3.43) for large values of ν. One can distinguish two cases.

• The terms proportional to ν sin ν are absent in eq. (3.43) if

cosh ρ sin θ1 − sinh ρ sin θ2 = 0 , (3.51)

or equivalently if U(~n) is lower triangular. This is only possible if

|sin θ1| < |sin θ2| , (3.52)

so that cos θ1 cannot vanish, and then eq. (3.43) reduces to

cosh ρ

[

cos θ1 cos ν − sin ν

ν
sin θ1

]

= cosβ , (3.53)

20



There is an infinite number of allowed frequencies, whose behavior for large values of ν is

dominated by the first term, while the second determines the leading correction. Conse-

quently

ν±ℓ = ± arccos

(

cos β

cos θ1 cosh ρ

)

+ 2 ℓ π ≡ ν±0 + 2 ℓ π , (3.54)

or, taking the leading correction into account,

ν± ≃ ν±0 + 2 ℓ π +
tan θ1

ν±ℓ
. (3.55)

• On the other hand, if eq. (3.51) does not hold, which is the generic case, the terms pro-

portional to ν sin ν must vanish to leading order, and the large eigenvalues of eq. (3.43)

approach

ν ≃ ℓ π − 2

ℓ π

cos β − (−1)ℓ cosh ρ

cosh ρ sin θ1 − sinh ρ sin θ2
, (3.56)

with ℓ a large positive integer.

There are thus two classes of leading behavior for large ν, which correspond asymptotically to

the same number of modes.

3.1.4 Large–ρ Behavior and Open Boundary Conditions

As we have explained, the large–ρ limit yields independent boundary conditions at the two ends

of the interval that generalize the standard Neumann and Dirichlet choices.

After eq. (3.9) we identified four special cases:

• Dirichlet–Dirichlet boundary conditions, which obtain for θ1 = θ2 =
π
2 . No negative energy

solutions emerge from eq. (3.32), while eq. (3.43) reduces to

sin ν

ν
= 0 , (3.57)

and thus yields the familiar positive–energy spectrum, with νℓ = ℓ π and ℓ = 1, 2, . . ..

• Neumann–Neumann boundary conditions, which obtain for θ1 = −θ2 = π
2 . There are again

no negative–energy solutions, while eq. (3.43) reduces to

ν sin ν = 0 , (3.58)

so that now νℓ = ℓ π and ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . ., which now include a zero mode.
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• Neumann–Dirichlet and Dirichlet–Neumann boundary conditions, which obtain for θ1 = 0

and θ2 = 0, π. The eigenvalue equation (3.43) is identical in the two cases, and there are

again no negative-energy solutions, while now

cos ν = 0 , (3.59)

so that νℓ =
(

ℓ + 1
2

)

π and ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

Negative–energy solutions can still emerge in the ρ→ ∞ limit. This can be foreseen from the

limiting form of eq. (3.35) as ρ→ ∞,

√
5 sin (θ1 − γ) + sin θ2 = 0 , (3.60)

which can admit at most two solutions, provided |sin (θ1 − γ)| ≤ 1√
5
. An interesting example of

their occurrence is found letting θ1 = π
2 , which is relevant to both the Neumann–Neumann and

Dirichlet–Dirichlet cases. In the large ρ limit the eigenvalue equation (3.32) is then exactly solved

by

µ2 =
1 + sin θ2
1 − sin θ2

. (3.61)

These values of µ2 range from 0, the massless Neumann–Neumann mode, to ∞ where the

Dirichlet–Dirichlet case is approached. The behavior for θ2 = π
2 ± ǫ, with 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 is pe-

culiar, with two solutions associated to the two signs that are localized at the ends of the interval

and disappear as ǫ→ 0, but whose squares approach δ functions there.

The positive energy solutions of this type are determined in general by the ρ → ∞ limit of

eq. (3.43),
[

cos θ1 cos ν −
(

1 + ν2
) sin ν

2 ν
sin θ1

]

−
(

1− ν2
) sin ν

2 ν
sin θ2 = 0 , (3.62)

so that β becomes irrelevant for these modes. There are two special cases in which the equation

simplifies greatly. If sin θ1 = sin θ2 it reduces to

tan ν

ν
= cot θ1 , (3.63)

while if sin θ1 = − sin θ2 it reduces to

ν tan ν = cot θ1 , (3.64)

and in both cases there are clearly infinitely many solutions, which approach
(

ℓ+ 1
2

)

π and ℓ π,

respectively. When sin θ1 6= sin θ2, the large–ν behavior is determined by the limiting form of

eq. (3.56), and

ν ≃ ℓ π +
2 (−1)ℓ

ℓ π

1

sin θ1 − sin θ2
. (3.65)
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3.2 Singular Potentials

In all cases considered in Section 2, and more generally for the vacua in [7, 3, 4], the potential

V (z) is singular at the ends of the interval, which we can denote by z = 0 and z = zm when the

range is finite, where it has double poles. The leading behavior depends, in general, on two real

parameters µ and µ̃, defined in eq. (2.36), whose values are summarized in Table 1.

The condition that H ψ be in L2 constrains in general the choice of wavefunctions [1, 2].

Confining our attention to real and non–negative values for µ2 and µ̃2, which characterize all

cases of interest for our problem, the asymptotic behaviors at the two ends of the z interval are

ψ ∼ C1

(

z
zm

)
1

2
+ µ

+ C2

(

z
zm

)
1

2
− µ

if 0 < µ < 1 ;

ψ ∼ C1

(

z
zm

)
1

2

+ C2

(

z
zm

)
1

2

log
(

z
zm

)

if µ = 0 ;

ψ ∼ C3

(

1 − z
zm

)
1

2
+ µ̃

+ C4

(

1 − z
zm

)
1

2
− µ̃

if 0 < µ̃ < 1 ;

ψ ∼ C3

(

1 − z
zm

)
1

2

+ C4

(

1 − z
zm

)
1

2

log
(

1 − z
zm

)

if µ̃ = 0 . (3.66)

For brevity, we can concentrate on different ranges for µ, since identical considerations hold

for µ̃. If µ ≥ 1 only the solution behaving as z
1

2
+ µ is in L2, so that there is a unique choice of

limiting behavior.

Imaginary values of µ and µ̃ are not encountered in the vacua of [7, 3, 4], but have been

examined in the literature [1, 2] and lead the “fall to the center”, with the inevitable emergence

of infinitely many unstable modes. Leaving aside this pathological range, which does not concern

the vacua of interest to us, there are still, in principle, four types of behavior, which we can now

analyze separately.

3.2.1 0 ≤ µ < 1 and 0 ≤ µ̃ < 1

This first case presents itself when 0 ≤ µ < 1 and 0 ≤ µ̃ < 1, and one must still distinguish three

sub-cases.

1. If µ = µ̃ = 0 the boundary term (3.2) originating from two functions ψ and χ as in eqs. (3.66)

is proportional to

C⋆
1 D2 − C⋆

2 D1 − C⋆
4 D3 + C⋆

3 D4 , (3.67)

where the C’s correspond to the ψ’s and the D’s correspond to the χ’s. The reader may
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recognize that this and the following expressions characterizing the self–adjoint boundary

conditions rest on the Wronskian for a Hamiltonian H as in eq. (2.27), which is guaranteed

to be non-singular even in the presence of a singular potential.

2. If µ 6= 0 but µ̃ = 0 the preceding boundary term becomes

2µ (C⋆
1 D2 − C⋆

2 D1) − C⋆
4 D3 + C⋆

3 D4 . (3.68)

3. Similarly, if µ = 0 and µ̃ 6= 0 it becomes

C⋆
1 D2 − C⋆

2 D1 + 2µ̃ (− C⋆
4 D3 + C⋆

3 D4) . (3.69)

4. Finally, if µ 6= 0 and µ̃ 6= 0 the boundary term becomes

2µ (C⋆
1 D2 − C⋆

2 D1) + 2µ̃ (− C⋆
4 D3 + C⋆

3 D4) . (3.70)

Note that the µ → 0 and µ̃ → 0 limits are singular, so that the last expression does not

approach eq. (3.67). However, all these cases afford a unified formulation, if one lets

C(0) =
√

2µ

(

C1

C2

)

if µ 6= 0 , C(0) =

(

C1

C2

)

if µ = 0 , (3.71)

and

C (zm) =
√

2 µ̃

(

C4

C3

)

if µ̃ 6= 0 , C (zm) =

(

C4

C3

)

if µ = 0 , (3.72)

so that the self–adjointness condition becomes in all these cases

C†(0) σ2 D(0) = C† (zm) σ2 D (zm) , (3.73)

which is similar to eq. (3.4). All the preceding considerations thus apply, up to replacement of

ψ(0) with the column vector C(0), and so on, so that one is led to boundary conditions like those

in eq. (3.6),

eiβ C (zm) = U C (0) , (3.74)

where U is a generic SL(2, R) matrix, which can be parametrized as in eq. (3.7), and β is a phase.

The large–ρ limit yields again independent boundary conditions at the ends with two parameters

θ1 and θ2. These are the counterparts of eqs. (3.12) and (3.13), and like them can be cast in the

form

cos

(

θ1 − θ2
2

)

C1 − sin

(

θ1 − θ2
2

)

C2 = 0 ,

sin

(

θ1 + θ2
2

)

C4 − cos

(

θ1 + θ2
2

)

C3 = 0 . (3.75)
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The options corresponding to the DD, NN, ND and DN cases are (C1, C4) = (0, 0), (C2, C3) =

(0, 0), (C2, C4) = (0, 0) and (C1, C3) = (0, 0).

3.2.2 µ ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ µ̃ < 1, or 0 ≤ µ < 1 and µ̃ ≥ 1

These cases only differ by the interchange of the two ends, and present themselves when µ > 1

and 0 ≤ µ̃ ≤ 1, or when 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1 and µ̃ > 1. Now the limiting behavior at one end is fixed and

the corresponding boundary term (3.2) vanishes. Eq. (3.2) then reduces to the contribution at

the other end, where two types of asymptotic behavior are still allowed. A similar limiting form

obtains for χ, with C1,2 simply replaced by another pair of constants D1,2. The result is thus

proportional to

C⋆
1 D2 − C⋆

2 D1 = C† i σ2 D , (3.76)

where, for instance

D =

(

D1

D2

)

. (3.77)

This boundary term is eliminated if C and D are such that

C = ΛC , D = ΛD , (3.78)

where Λ is Hermitian, satisfies Λ2 = 1 and anticommutes with σ2, so that

Λ = cosα σ3 + sinα σ1 , (3.79)

with α an arbitrary parameter. Each choice of α leads to a Hermitian Schrödinger–like operator,

with

C2 = tan
(α

2

)

C1 . (3.80)

In addition, if C verifies eq. (3.78) and eq. (3.76) is to vanish for all such choices, D must also

satisfy eq. (3.78). In conclusion, one is thus led to a family of self–adjoint extensions characterized

by the angle α.

3.2.3 µ ≥ 1 and µ̃ ≥ 1

In this case the limiting behavior is fixed at both ends, with exponents 1
2 + µ and 1

2 + µ̃, while

the boundary term vanishes identically.

Referring to Table 1, tensor perturbations fall into case 1 for all values of γ, while scalar

perturbations fall into cases 3 or 2 depending on whether γ ≤ γc or γ > γc. In addition, vector
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and RR perturbations in the ten–dimensional orientifolds, and also vector and NS perturbations

in the SO(16) × SO(16) model, belong to case 1.

3.2.4 A Family of Exactly Solvable Cases

As summarized in Table 1, within the range γ ≤ γc that is relevant for the orientifold models,

the limiting behavior of tensor and scalar perturbations near the ends of the interval is as in

eq. (2.36), with µ = µ̃ = 0 for the former and µ = µ̃ = 1 for the latter. It is thus interesting to

examine the two classes of exactly solvable potentials

V± =

(

π

zm

)2




(

µ2 − 1
4

)

sin2
(

π z
zm

) − β2±



 (3.81)

that have doubles poles at the ends of the interval with µ = µ̃, as in the cases of interest. Here

the two constants

β± =
1

2
± µ (3.82)

are introduced so that these Hamiltonian are also expressible as products of first–order operators,

according to

H± ψ = A±A†
± ψ =

(

πm

zm

)2

ψ . (3.83)

Here m is a dimensionless quantity proportional to the mass eigenvalues of H±, and

A± = ∂z +
π

zm
β± cot

(

π z

zm

)

, A†
± = − ∂z +

π

zm
β± cot

(

π z

zm

)

. (3.84)

Clearly,

H+ − H− = − 2µ

(

π

zm

)2

, (3.85)

so that a zero mode of H+ is also a massive mode of H−, while a zero mode of H− is also a

tachyonic mode of H+.

For 0 < µ < 1 each of the two Hamiltonians H± has a pair of normalizable zero modes, one of

which solves A†
± ψ

(0)
± = 0 in the two cases and reads

ψ
(0)
± = C

[

sin

(

π z

zm

)]β±

. (3.86)

These two solutions correspond to special choices of the Ci coefficients, which enter the self–

adjoint extensions in eqs. (3.66). For the former, ψ
(0)
+ , C2 = C4 = 0, while for the latter, ψ

(0)
− ,

C1 = C3 = 0. These boundary conditions are special choices corresponding to the ρ → ∞ limit,
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and in the notation of eqs. (3.75) they can be recovered for (θ1, θ2) = (π, 0) and for (θ1, θ2) = (0, 0).

There are two other zero-mode solutions, which can be constructed with the Wronskian method.

Moreover, on account of eq. (3.85)

H+ ψ
(0)
− = − 2µ

(

π

zm

)2

ψ
(0)
− , H− ψ

(0)
+ = 2µ

(

π

zm

)2

ψ
(0)
+ , (3.87)

so that ψ
(0)
− is also a tachyonic mode ofH+, while ψ

(0)
+ is also a massive mode ofH−. Consequently,

we see already that the self–adjoint extension with ρ→ ∞ and (θ1, θ2) = (0, 0) contains at least an

unstable mode of H+. As in the free case, the AA† form of the Hamiltonian does not guarantee,

by itself, the positivity of the spectrum in an interval. For µ = 0 the two wavefunctions ψ
(0)
±

coincide, while for µ ≥ 1 only ψ
(0)
+ is a normalizable zero mode.

The preceding discussion indicates that, in order to discuss the general solution, one must

distinguish a few cases.

• If 0 < µ < 1, the general normalizable solution of the Schrödinger equations for H± is a

linear combination of two Legendre P functions [23],

Ψ =

√

sin

(

π z

zm

){

A P−µ
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

+ B Pµ
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]}

. (3.88)

with

ν = − 1

2
+

√

m2 +

(

µ ± 1

2

)2

(3.89)

for the two Hamiltonians H±, so that

for H+ : m2 = (ν + µ + 1) (ν − µ) ,

for H− : m2 = (ν + µ) (ν − µ + 1) . (3.90)

Note that for H+ there are tachyonic modes in the range − 1
2 ≤ ν < µ, while for H− they

correspond to the range − 1
2 ≤ ν < max (−µ, µ− 1). We have already seen an example of

this type, the wavefunction ψ
(0)
− of eq. (3.86), which has m2 = − 2µ for H+, and therefore

ν = − 1

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

µ − 1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (3.91)

There can be additional tachyonic modes for H± with 2

ν = − 1

2
+ i x , (3.92)

2The corresponding wavefunctions are often called conical (or Mehler) functions in the literature [23].
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with x real, which correspond to

for H+ : m2 = − x2 −
(

µ +
1

2

)2

,

for H− : m2 = − x2 −
(

µ − 1

2

)2

. (3.93)

The limiting behavior of Ψ close to the z = 0 end is [23]

Ψ ∼
√
2

[

A

Γ(1 + µ)

(

πz

2zm

)
1

2
+µ

+
B

Γ(1− µ)

(

πz

2zm

)
1

2
−µ
]

, (3.94)

so that the two coefficients in eq. (3.66) are

C1 =
A
√
2

Γ(1 + µ)

(π

2

)
1

2
+µ

, C2 =
B
√
2

Γ(1− µ)

(π

2

)
1

2
−µ

. (3.95)

The behavior near the other end can be deduced from the connection formulas contained

in [23], and in particular from

Pµ
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

= − sin(π ν)

sin(π µ)
Pµ
ν

[

cos

(

π − πz

zm

)]

+
Γ(ν + µ+ 1) sinπ(ν + µ)

Γ(ν − µ+ 1) sinπµ
P−µ
ν

[

cos

(

π − πz

zm

)]

(3.96)

and the corresponding one with µ replaced by −µ. One can thus conclude that

C3 =
1

sinπµ

{

C1 sin(πν) + C2

(π

2

)2µ Γ(1− µ) Γ(ν + µ+ 1) sinπ(ν + µ)

Γ(1 + µ) Γ(ν − µ+ 1)

}

, (3.97)

C4 = − 1

sinπµ

{

C2 sin(πν) + C1

(π

2

)− 2µ Γ(1 + µ) Γ(ν − µ+ 1) sinπ(ν − µ)

Γ(1− µ) Γ(ν + µ+ 1)

}

.

Note that the link between (C1, C2) and (C4, C3) rests on a special SL(2,R) matrix U (~n′),

which is the counterpart of the matrix V (zm) of eqs. (3.18) and (3.20) that we obtained in

Section 3.1 for the free theory. The general self–adjoint boundary condition thus becomes

U−1 (~n) U
(

~n′
)

C(0) = e− i β C(0) , (3.98)

and the general eigenvalue equation is then determined by

Tr
[

U−1 (~n) U
(

~n′
)]

= 2 cos β . (3.99)

It can be cast in the form

2 cosh ρ sin θ1 sinπν + b(µ, ν)
(

cosh ρ cos θ1 + sinh ρ cos θ2

)

− b(−µ, ν)
(

cosh ρ cos θ1 − sinh ρ cos θ2

)

= 2 cos β sinπµ , (3.100)
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where

b(µ, ν) =
(π

2

)2µ Γ(1− µ) Γ(ν + µ+ 1)

Γ(1 + µ) Γ(ν − µ+ 1)
sinπ (ν + µ) . (3.101)

Eq. (3.100) determines the mass spectrum for the different self–adjoint extensions. It is

manifestly real for real values of ν, but one is also interested in the line (3.92), where it is

convenient to recast it in a manifestly real form. To this end note that

B(µ, x) =
b
(

µ,− 1
2 + i x

)

coshπx
= − π

(

π
2

)2µ
Γ(1− µ)

Γ(1 + µ) coshπx
∣

∣Γ
(

1
2 − µ + i x

)∣

∣

2 , (3.102)

which is manifestly real. As a result, along the line ν = −1
2 + ix the eigenvalue equation

becomes

− 2 sin θ1 + B(µ, x)
(

cos θ1 + tanh ρ cos θ2

)

− B(−µ, x)
(

cos θ1 − tanh ρ cos θ2

)

=
2 cos β sinπµ

coshπx cosh ρ
. (3.103)

In the large–ρ limit the eigenvalue equation simplifies, and can be cast in the form

2 sin θ1 sinπν + b(µ, ν)
(

cos θ1 + cos θ2

)

− b(−µ, ν)
(

cos θ1 − cos θ2

)

= 0 (3.104)

for real values of ν, and as

− 2 sin θ1 + B(µ, x)
(

cos θ1 + cos θ2

)

− B(−µ, x)
(

cos θ1 − cos θ2

)

= 0 (3.105)

along the line ν = −1
2 + ix.
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Figure 4: For µ = 3

8
, there are instabilities for H+, for all values of θ1 and θ2 away from the special points

(π, 0) and (0, π) (left panel), while for H
−
there are wide stability regions that include those points (right

panel).

In some special cases, the spectra emerging from eq. (3.100) can be exactly determined.
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– If θ1 = ± π
2 and θ2 = ±π

2 the eigenvalue equation reduces to

sinπν =
cos β sinπµ

sin θ1 cosh ρ
, (3.106)

and the solutions correspond to real values of ν ≥ −1
2 and read

ν = ν0 + 2n , ν = − ν0 + 2n + 1 , n = 0, 1, . . . , (3.107)

where

ν0 =
1

π
arcsin

(

cos β sinπµ

sin θ1 cosh ρ

)

. (3.108)

There is a tachyon in the first sequence if ν0 < 0.

– For (θ1, θ2) = (±π, 0) or (0,±π) the eigenvalue equation reduces to

b(−µ, ν) = 0 , (3.109)

which is solved by

ν = µ + n , n ≥ 0 . (3.110)

The resulting mass spectrum for H+ is

m2 = n (2µ + 1 + n) , n = 0, 1, . . . , (3.111)

and there are no tachyons. The spectrum for H− is obtained adding 2µ to this result,

and there are also no tachyons along the line (3.92). This case, which corresponds to

C2 = C4 = 0, is relevant for the ground–state wavefunctions (3.86).

– For (θ1, θ2) = (0, 0) or (π, π) the eigenvalue equation reduces to

b(µ, ν) = 0 , (3.112)

which is solved by

ν = −µ + n , n ≥ 0 . (3.113)

and the resulting mass spectrum for H+

m2 = (2n + 1) (n− 2µ) , n = 0, 1, . . . , (3.114)

includes one or two tachyons, depending on whether or not µ > 1
2 , and H− has one

tachyon if µ > 3
4 .

30



– The pattern is similar for generic values of θ1 and θ2, and in particular in the large–ρ

limit there are typically tachyons in the range −1
2 ≤ ν ≤ µ for H+, and fewer for

H− where the upper bound on ν is reduced to max (−µ, µ− 1). Additional tachyonic

modes are present along the line (3.92). For x of order one or larger the term in

eq. (3.105) containing B(µ, x) becomes dominant, and consequently there is an infinite

number of tachyonic modes along the curve

cos θ1 + cos θ2 = 0 , (3.115)

or equivalently along the square θ1 = ± θ2 ± π, so that with these special boundary

conditions the spectrum is unbounded from below. Different curves of constant tachyon

mass for the case µ = 3
8 are displayed in fig. 4.

• For µ = 0 the two functions used in eq. (3.88) are no longer independent, and consequently

one must start from [23]

Ψ =

√

sin

(

π z

zm

){

A P 0
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

+ B Q0
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]}

, (3.116)

with associated Legendre functions of the first and second kind.

The limiting behavior close to z = 0 is then [23]

Ψ =

(

π z

zm

)
1

2

A − B

(

π z

zm

)
1

2

[

log

(

z

zm

)

+ σ(ν)

]

, (3.117)

where

σ(ν) = log
(π

2

)

− ψ(1) + ψ (ν + 1) , (3.118)

and ψ(ν) = Γ′(ν)
Γ(ν) , with ψ(1) = − γ ≃ − 0.77, the Euler–Mascheroni constant, while the

limiting behavior close to the other end is determined by the connection formulae [23]

P 0
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

= cos πν P 0
ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)]

− 2 sinπν

π
Q0

ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)]

(3.119)

Q0
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

= − cos πν Q0
ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)]

− π sinπν

2
P 0
ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)]

,

which give

Ψ =

√

sin

(

π z

zm

)

P 0
ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)](

A cos πν − B
π sinπν

2

)

+

√

sin

(

π z

zm

)

Q0
ν

[

cos

(

π − π z

zm

)](

−A 2 sinπν

π
− B cos πν

)

. (3.120)
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Consequently

C1 = A π
1

2 − B π
1

2 σ(ν) , C2 = − B π
1

2 , (3.121)

while

C4 =
2 sinπν

π
C1 −

[

cos πν +
2

π
σ(ν) sinπν

]

C2 ,

C3 = C1

[

cos πν +
2

π
σ(ν) sinπν

]

+ C2

[

π

2
sinπν − 2

π
σ(ν)2 sinπν − 2σ(ν) cos πν

]

. (3.122)

Note that these transformations define, once more, an SL(2, R) matrix U (~n′). The general

eigenvalue equation is then obtained from eq. (3.99), and reads

(cosh ρ cos θ1 + sinh ρ cos θ2)

[

sinπν

(

π

4
− 1

π
σ2(ν)

)

− σ(ν) cos πν

]

+(cosh ρ cos θ1 − sinh ρ cos θ2)
sinπν

π

+ cosh ρ sin θ1

[

2

π
sinπν σ(ν) + cos πν

]

= cos β , (3.123)

and in this case eq. (3.89) gives

m2 = ν(ν + 1) . (3.124)

Massless modes obtain, in this sector with µ = 0, if there are solutions with ν = 0.
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x
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Figure 5: The function f1(x) (red, dashed) and the function f2(x) (black, solid).

As for 0 < µ < 1, tachyonic modes lie in the real interval −1
2 ≤ ν < 0, which corresponds

to solutions with m2 ≥ − 1
4 , and also in another interval, with ν = − 1

2 + i x, which

corresponds to solutions with m2 = − 1
4 − x2, with x real. A special property of the ψ

function [23],

Im

[

ψ

(

1

2
+ i x

)]

=
π

2
tanh (πx) , (3.125)
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makes the eigenvalue equation (3.124) real also along the additional line, where the eigen-

value equation becomes

(cosh ρ cos θ1 + sinh ρ cos θ2) f1(x) − (cosh ρ cos θ1 − sinh ρ cos θ2)

− 2 cosh ρ sin θ1 f2(x) = − π
cos β

coshπx
, (3.126)

where

f1(x) = ℜ
[

σ

(

− 1

2
+ ix

)]2

− π2

4 cosh2 π x
, f2(x) = ℜ

[

σ

(

− 1

2
+ ix

)]

. (3.127)

There are generally tachyons in this sector, whose squared masses lie below − 1
4 . These two

functions are displayed in fig. 5: notice how f1(x) soon becomes much larger than f2(x), so

that the spectrum will be actually unbounded from below on the surface

cosh ρ cos θ1 + sinh ρ cos θ2 = 0 . (3.128)

n

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

-3
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1

Figure 6: Left panel: the simplified eigenvalue equation (3.129) for ν real and ν > − 1

2
, with cosβ = 1

(solid vs green,long-dashed), cosβ = 0.7 (solid vs red,dashed) and cosβ = 0.4 (solid vs blue, dash-dotted).

Right panel: the same eigenvalue equation for ν = − 1

2
+ ix.

The eigenvalue equation simplifies in some special cases:

– If ρ = 0 and θ1 =
π
2 , it reduces to

2

π
sinπν σ(ν) + cos πν = cos β , (3.129)

which can be solved graphically for real values of ν, as in the left panel of fig. 6. Note the

presence of a zero mode for β = 0 and the emergence of a tachyonic mode for 0 < β < π
3 .

These boundary conditions actually correspond to U = − i σ2, and eqs. (3.122) show

that if β = 0 the spectrum is given exactly by ν = 2n, with n = 0, 1, . . ., as can

be foreseen from the left panel of fig. 6. The right panel then shows the absence

of tachyons along the line (3.92), so that the system is completely stable with these

boundary conditions, which give

C4 = − C2 , C3 = C1 − 2σ(2n)C2 , (3.130)
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while compatibility with the U matrix demands that C2 = C4 = 0. There is a limited

range of values of x for which the eigenvalue equation can be solved by ν = −1
2 + ix,

as shown in the right panel of fig. 6, with an upper bound for x of order one. These

modes have tachyonic masses with m2 = −1
4 − x2 > −5

4 . Actually, no tachyons are

present altogether if β < π
3 , as can be seen from fig. 6.

– In the ρ→ ∞ limit eq. (3.124) reduces to

(cos θ1 + cos θ2)

[

sinπν

(

π

4
− 1

π
σ2(ν)

)

− σ(ν) cos πν

]

(3.131)

+ (cos θ1 − cos θ2)
sinπν

π
+ sin θ1

[

2

π
sinπν σ(ν) + cos πν

]

= 0 ,

to be considered for ν ≥ −1
2 , while eq. (3.126) reduces to

(cos θ1 + cos θ2) f1(x) − (cos θ1 − cos θ2) − 2 sin θ1 f2(x) = 0 . (3.132)

– If θ1 = 0, along the x line the tachyonic eigenvalue equation (3.132) reduces to

f1(x) = tan2
(

θ2
2

)

, (3.133)

and as one can see from the left panel of fig. 5 it always has solutions as θ2 spans the

[0, π] range, with values of x ranging from about 0.6 to ∞. These tachyonic modes

can thus have arbitrarily negative values of m2. In a similar fashion, if θ1 = π the

eigenvalue equation (3.132) reduces to

f1(x) = cot2
(

θ2
2

)

, (3.134)

and as θ2 spans the [0, π] range, x varies from ∞ to about 0.6. If θ1 6= 0, π the equation

takes the form

cos θ1 + cos θ2
2 sin θ1

f1(x) − cos θ1 − cos θ2
2 sin θ1

− f2(x) = 0 , (3.135)

which can have zero, one or two solutions, as one can see graphically. The first type of

solutions, which correspond to stable vacua, obtain when the first coefficient is positive

and not too small and the second is negative and not too small.

– There are special choices of boundary conditions for which eq. (3.131) is exactly solv-

able, (θ1, θ2) = (0, π) or (0, π). They correspond to

C2 = C4 = 0 , (3.136)
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and in both cases the eigenvalue equation reduces to

sinπν = 0 , (3.137)

so that

m2 = n (n+ 1) , n = 0, 1, . . . . (3.138)

There are no tachyons even along the additional line, since eq. (3.132) admits no

solutions with these choices of parameters.
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Figure 7: The (non–normalized) zero–mode wavefunctions of eq. (3.139) (blue, solid, left panel) and of

eq (3.140) (blue, solid, right panel), and the non–normalized wavefunction of the corresponding tachyonic

mode (red, dashed, right panel).

With the preceding choices of self–adjoint boundary conditions leading to eq. (3.136), the

zero mode is the simple solution in eq. (3.86) for β = 1
2 , proportional to

ψ =

√

sin

(

π z

zm

)

. (3.139)

The other independent solution in eq. (3.116), which corresponds to C1 = 0, is proportional

to

ψ(z) =

√

sin

(

πz

zm

)

log

[

π

2
cot

(

πz

2 zm

)]2

, (3.140)

and has C3 = − 2 log
(

π
2

)

C2, C4 = −C2. Using eq. (3.75), one can see that these choices

correspond to

θ1 = θ2 = arctan
[

2 log
(π

2

)]

. (3.141)

The spectrum resulting from these boundary conditions can be deduced from fig. 8, where

it corresponds to the intersections of the dashed curves with the real axis. In particular, the

left panel refers to the real range for ν, while the right panel identifies a single tachyonic

eigenvalue along the complex line (3.92), with x ≃ 1. The wavefunction (3.140) has a node,

as can be seen in fig. 7, and indeed there is one lower eigenvalue with these self–adjoint
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boundary conditions, as we have just seen. The wavefunction of the tachyonic mode is a

Mehler function, and is displayed in fig 7: it has no nodes in the interior of the interval,

and is orthogonal to the zero mode, as expected.

1 2 3 4 5 6
ν

-4

-2

2

4

x

Figure 8: In the left panel, the intersections with the horizontal axis identify the spectrum of ν cor-

responding to the boundary conditions of the zero–mode wavefunctions in eqs. (3.139) (solid), and in

eq. (3.140) (dashed). In the right panel, the intersection with the horizontal axis identifies the value of x

corresponding to the tachyonic mode with the boundary conditions (3.141).

In fact, the presence of tachyons is generic for µ = 0, as can seen from fig. 9, which collects

the lines of constant tachyonic mass in this case. Consequently, we are led to conclude that

the choice C2 = C4 = 0, which results in the simple spectrum 3.138, is the only self–adjoint

boundary condition that is free of instabilities for µ = 0, in the ρ → ∞ limit that, as we

have seen, translates into independent boundary conditions at the ends of the interval.
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Figure 9: For µ = 0, there are instabilities for all values of θ1 and θ2 away from the special point (π, 0),

which corresponds to the spectrum of eq. (3.138) that starts with a massless “graviton” mode with the

wavefunction (3.139).

• For µ = 1, the value of interest for scalar perturbations in the orientifold 9D vacuum, only
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one choice of wavefunction,

ψ = A

√

sin

(

π z

zm

)

P− 1
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

, (3.142)

is compatible with the L2 condition at the left end of the interval. The behavior at the

right end is then determined by the connection formula [23]

P− 1
ν

[

cos

(

π z

zm

)]

= − cos πν P− 1
ν

[

cos π

(

1− z

zm

)]

+
2

π
sinπν Q− 1

ν

[

cos π

(

1− z

zm

)]

(3.143)

in the limit z → zm. Consequently, if the coefficient of Q− 1
ν does not vanish,

ψ ∼ 1
√

(

1− z
zm

)

, (3.144)

as z → zm, since

Q− 1
ν

[

cos π

(

1− z

zm

)]

∼ 1

π ν(ν + 1)
(

1− z
zm

) , (3.145)

and the L2 condition thus demands that

sinπν

πν(ν + 1)
= 0 . (3.146)
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Figure 10: The non–normalized ground–state wavefunction for µ = 1 (blue, solid) and the corresponding

one for the first excited state (red, dashed).

Combining this condition with eq. (3.89), one can conclude that

ν ∈ N = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (3.147)

The corresponding m2 eigenvalues are then

m2 = (n− 1)(n + 2) = 0, 4, 10, . . . for H+ ,

m2 = n(n+ 1) = 2, 6, 12, . . . for H− . (3.148)
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There is a normalizable zero mode, given in eq. (3.34), only for H+, which is displayed in

fig. 10 together the wavefunction of the first excited state, and there are no tachyons in

both cases. These spectra differ by a constant shift in m2, as is manifest in eq. (3.81), and

the spectrum for H− is identical to the massive one obtained for µ = 0 in eq. (3.138), which

corresponds to the special boundary conditions for which the ground–state wavefunction is

annihilated by A†.

3.2.5 The Issue of Positivity

In Section 2 we have recast the spectral problems for the different sectors of the 9D compactifi-

cations of [7] in terms of Schrödinger–like operators of the form

AA† ψ = m2 ψ , (3.149)

with

A = ∂z + ω(z) , A† = − ∂z + ω(z) . (3.150)

Similar steps were made in [17].

Multiplying eq (3.149) by ψ⋆ and integrating gives

m2

∫ b

a

dz |ψ|2 =

∫ b

a

dz
∣

∣

∣
A† ψ

∣

∣

∣

2
+
[

ψ⋆ A† ψ
]b

a
, (3.151)

and one can thus conclude that if
[

ψ⋆ A† ψ
]b

a
≥ 0 , (3.152)

as b and a approach the singular ends zm and 0, then m2 ≥ 0. If this condition does not hold,

positivity is not guaranteed, and as we saw in the preceding section self–adjoint boundary condi-

tions can lead to the emergence of tachyonic modes even if the factorization of the Schrödinger

operator holds, and in particular in the absence of a potential. The free case was already analyzed

in Section 3.1.2, and here we would like to add some considerations for the singular potentials.

For the cases of interest, as we have seen, close to the left end of the interval

A± ∼ ∂z +
β±
z

, (3.153)

and similarly close to the right end

A± ∼ ∂z − β±
zm − z

. (3.154)
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For 0 < µ < 1,
∣

∣

∣
A†

+ ψ
∣

∣

∣

2
is not normalizable, and in that case eq. (3.151) contains pairs of

singular contributions as a and b approach the endpoints, while
∣

∣

∣
A†

− ψ
∣

∣

∣

2
is normalizable, and the

boundary term for H− reads

2µ (C⋆
2 C1 + C⋆

4 C3) . (3.155)

In this case eq. (3.152) translates into the inequality

C(0)†
[

σ1 + U † σ1 U
]

C(0) ≥ 0 , (3.156)

and using eq. (3.7) this can be turned into the conditions

sin (θ1 + θ2) ≥ 0 ,

cos2 θ1 − tanh2 ρ cos2 θ2 ≤ 0 , (3.157)

which hold in the shaded regions of fig. 11. One can thus conclude that positivity holds for H−

within these regions. This pattern can be recognized in the last two panels of fig. 4, which refer

to H−: the tachyonic curves displayed there lie outside these regions.

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

θ1

π

θ2

π

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

θ1

π

θ2

π

Figure 11: The shaded areas are the regions of moduli space where positivity holds for H
−
, for ρ = 0.2

(left panel), and for large ρ (right panel).

Furthermore, eq. (3.85) indicates that, within the same regions of fig. 11, the eigenvalues of

H+ are bounded from below, and

m2 ≥ −2µ . (3.158)

However, the preceding argument does not identify the stability regions of H+.

For µ = 0 the situation is similar to what we described for H+, since

A† ψ ∼ C2√
z
, (3.159)
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which is not normalizable, and the boundary term is divergent, although the divergent contribu-

tions cancel again between boundary and bulk. As a result, the analysis is not conclusive in this

case unless C2 = C4 = 0. Indeed, as we saw in Section 3.2.4, there are tachyonic modes for all

values of θ1 and θ2 away from the special point (θ1, θ2) = (π, 0).

Even when the Hamiltonian factorizes as in eq. (3.149), special choices of boundary conditions

are thus needed to grant positivity. In general, however, if there is a normalizable zero mode ψ0

such that

A† ψ0 = 0 , (3.160)

one can conclude that positivity holds for the whole spectrum subject to its self–adjoint boundary

conditions. In this case, the ground state is massless and clearly satisfies the preceding condi-

tion (3.152), while the mass term in eq. (3.149) is subdominant close to the singularities present

in our problem at the ends of the interval. The corresponding massive modes are thus of the form

ψ = ψ0 + δ ψ , (3.161)

and near the origin δ ψ ∼ m2 zα+2 if ψ0 ∼ zα. As a result, the contribution to eq. (3.152) has

the leading behavior z2α+1, and vanishes if α > −1
2 , a condition that must hold if ψ0 is in L2,

which grants a positive spectrum. Similar considerations apply close to zm, and consequently in

all sectors of this type positivity is guaranteed by the limiting behavior of the zero mode.

4 Application to Tensor, Scalar and Vector Perturbations
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Figure 12: The potentials for tensor perturbations (left panel, solid), scalar perturbations (middle panel,

solid) and vector perturbations (right panel, solid) for γ = γc, in units of 1

z2
m

and as functions of z

zm
. The

potential of eq. (3.81) with µ = 0 is the red dashed curve in the left panel, while the H+ potentials for

µ = 1 and µ = 3

8
are the red dashed curves in the middle and right panels. Finally, the H

−
potentials for

µ = 1 and µ = 3

8
are the green dotted curved in the middle and right panels.

We have seen in Section 2 that, within the range γ ≤ γc that includes the tadpole potentials

of the orientifold models, the two parameters µ and µ̃ characterizing the singular behavior at
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the ends of the interval coincide for tensor, scalar and vector perturbations. This motivated

us to analyze in detail the class of potentials in eq. (3.81), which share the preceding property

concerning µ and µ̃ and afford exact solutions in terms of associated Legendre functions. This

allowed us to perform a complete span of the constant mass curves, in order to characterize the

stability regions.

Eq. (3.81) provides a very good approximation for the potential of tensor perturbations, and

good ones for those of scalar and vector perturbations in these vacua, as the reader can see in

fig. 12. For tensor perturbations µ = 0, so that there is a unique potential of the type (3.81)

of the AA† form, with β = 1
2 , and the agreement between the real potential and eq. (3.81) is

actually striking. The correspondence is still good but less accurate in the other two cases of

scalar and vector perturbations, for which µ = 1 and µ = 3
8 , with a relative preference for the

H− choice, to which we shall return shortly.

Using the results of Section 3, we can now summarize the lessons that can be drawn from the

preceding analysis of the potentials (3.81).

• Tensor perturbations, (µ = 0). In this case there is a priori an SL(2, R)× U(1) moduli

space associated to the possible boundary conditions, and in particular the boundary of

SL(2, R) parametrizes the independent boundary conditions at the two ends, while the H+

and H− choices coincide. However, as we have seen in the preceding section, all choices

of independent boundary conditions lead to instabilities, aside from the special one corre-

sponding to a wavefunction with no logarithmic singularities at the ends. As a result, a

unique boundary condition is compatible with stability, and the resulting spectrum,

M2 =

(

π

zm

)2

n(n+ 1) , n = 0, 1, . . . , (4.1)

includes a massless graviton as its low–lying mode, whose normalized ground–state wave-

function (3.86) is

ψ0 =

√

π

2 zm
sin

(

π z

zm

)

. (4.2)

To reiterate, the Dudas–Mourad vacuum does lead to a non–vanishing Newton constant

in nine dimensions, as shown in [7], and it does so while also leaving there a long–range

gravitational force.

• Scalar perturbations, (µ = 1). In this case the boundary conditions are fixed, and

the issue is optimizing the overall shift. Fig. (12) already indicates that the H− choice is
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preferable with respect to H+. However, one can estimate the best choice for the shift a,

starting from H+ + π2

z2m
a, with the normalized zero–mode wavefunction (3.86),

ψ0 =

√

3π

4 zm

[

sin

(

π z

zm

)]
3

2

, (4.3)

and demanding that

∆m2 = 〈ψ0|
[

Vtrue(z) − V+(z) − π2

z2m
a

]

|ψ0〉 (4.4)

be as small as possible in absolute value. In fact, in this case the first contribution is

negligible with respect to the second, and therefore one can choose

a ≃ − z2m
π2

〈ψ0|V+(z)|ψ0〉 =
9

8
, (4.5)

so that the best Legendre potential is

V ≃
(

π

zm

)2







3

4
[

sin
(

π z
zm

)]2 − 9

8






= V− − 7

8

(

π

zm

)2

. (4.6)

With H+ the spectrum would contain a massless mode, but taking the correction into

account our estimate for the scalar spectrum is

M2 ≃
(

π

zm

)2
[

n(n+ 1) − 7

8

]

, n = 1, . . . , (4.7)

and is purely massive. Therefore, the low–lying dilaton mode that emerges in the nine–

dimensional effective theory is not a modulus, as in the conventional Kaluza–Klein setting,

but it is stabilized. The common goal of stabilizing moduli is thus realized in this simple

case.

• Vector perturbations,
(

µ = 3
8

)

. This sector belongs to the region 0 < µ < 1, and

therefore, as for tensor perturbations, there are in principle infinitely many choices of self–

adjoint boundary conditions. However as shown in fig. 4, demanding stability for the H+

Hamiltonian excludes all boundary conditions except for those corresponding to the solution

of

A†
+ ψ = 0 , (4.8)

which is

ψ0 =

√

7
√
π Γ
(

7
8

)

3 zm Γ
(

3
8

)

[

sin

(

π z

zm

)]
7

8

(4.9)
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and its excitations.

For µ = 3
8 the two options, H+ and H−, are different, and the latter appears preferable

by inspection, so that there is a residual moduli space of stable boundary conditions with

only massive modes. One can again estimate the best choice for the shift a, starting from

H+ + π2

z2m
a and the zero–mode wavefunction (4.9), so that

∆m2 = 〈ψ0|
[

Vtrue(z) − V+(z) − π2

z2m
a
]

|ψ0〉 . (4.10)

The best choice for a eliminates this correction, and the result is

a ≃ 0.19 +

(

3

8
+

1

2

)2

. (4.11)

The alternative option of starting from H− and the corresponding zero mode wavefunc-

tion (3.86) would have resulted in singular integrals.
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Figure 13: The wider stability region for vector perturbations implied by the shift in eq.(4.11).

The corrected stability region for vector perturbations, shown in fig. 13, is wider than the

one for H−, which is displayed in the right panel of fig. 4, since the value obtained for a

corresponds to H− +0.2 π2

z2m
. As a result, in fig. 13 the only tachyons originate from part of

the complex ν line of eq. (3.92).

5 Conclusions

This work was devoted to identifying the possible self–adjoint boundary conditions for one–

dimensional Schrödinger systems in finite conformal intervals 0 ≤ z ≤ zm and their consequences

for the nine–dimensional compactifications [7] of the string models of [11, 12, 13]. We paid
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special attention to the positivity conditions for the resulting spectra, which translate into the

perturbative stability of the vacua.

These compactifications are driven by the tadpole potentials (1.1), and intervals, rather than

the circles of conventional Kaluza–Klein theory, play a prominent role in them and in their

generalizations of [3, 4]. Logarithmic singularities of the dilaton φ and the conformal factor

Ω translate into regular singular points of the Schrödinger–like differential equations for the

modes, which develop double poles at the endpoints of the interval. These double poles can be

characterized by the two parameters µ and µ̃ in eq. (2.36), and the resulting wavefunctions have

algebraic singularities that depend on them.

As we saw in Section 2, for γ ≤ γc only zm depends on γ, while the two non–negative parameters

µ and µ̃ for tensor, vector and scalar modes in eq. (2.36) coincide and are independent of it.

These properties reflect a curious correspondence between the asymptotics of these solutions in

the presence of tadpole potentials and pairs of Kasner–like solutions in [3] that obtain in the

absence of them and are mapped into one another by the interchange of φ with −φ.

Characterizing the possible self–adjoint boundary conditions is a crucial prerequisite to ad-

dressing the stability of these vacuum solutions with broken supersymmetry of [7, 3, 4]. Still, while

self–adjoint boundary conditions grant the completeness of the corresponding spectra, which is

instrumental to describe arbitrary perturbations, they do not provide any clues on the positivity

of the resulting real m2 eigenvalues. We have seen that self–adjoint boundary conditions intro-

duce, in general, a number of parameters in the problem, whose values can have crucial effects on

vacuum stability. In Section 3 we explored these general boundary conditions for the free theory,

which would play a role when considering intervals, along the lines of the Horava–Witten setting

of [8], or when the internal space terminates at branes or orientifolds [24]. In these cases the

boundary conditions resulting in the emergence of instabilities can be linked to the presence of

boundary mass terms in the action principle. In the compactifications of interest, the intervals

emerge dynamically and the singularities present at the ends make this type of correspondence

less direct, but generic self–adjoint boundary conditions do give rise to instabilities. When µ

and µ̃ are both less than one, the independent choices of boundary conditions are, in fact, in

one–to–one correspondence with SL(2, R)×U(1) matrices, as in the free theory, so that the dif-

ferent options endow these types of compactifications with an additional AdS3×S1 moduli space.

Self–adjoint boundary conditions enforced independently at the two ends are a subset of these,

correspond to the boundary of AdS3 and are insensitive to the U(1) factor. There are regions
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of moduli space when one or two tachyonic modes are present, both in the free theory and with

the singular potentials of interest. We have explained how, in general, the limiting behaviors of

the solutions at the two ends are connected by special SL(2, R) matrices, consistently with the

constancy of the Wronskians of the Schrödinger operators (2.27) under scrutiny. On the other

hand, the boundary conditions are unique at ends where µ or µ̃ are larger than or equal to one.

For γ ≤ γc, the equality of µ and µ̃ allowed us to rely on a class of exactly solvable poten-

tials related to Legendre functions that can closely approximate the actual potential for tensor

perturbations, and reasonably well those for scalar and vector perturbations. They include, in

particular, the proper double–pole singularities present in the different cases. We have analyzed

the models in detail, and the exact eigenvalue equations allowed us to identify regions of param-

eter space where tachyonic modes are present and others where the spectrum includes at most

massless modes, or is even massive altogether.

For 0 < µ < 1 we have identified pairs of Hamiltonians, H±, with H− > H+, which factor into

first–order operators as A±A†
±, and we have provided concrete evidence that H− is stable within

wide regions of parameter space while H+ is only stable at special points. Vector perturbations

in the ten–dimensional orientifolds correspond to µ = 3
8 , a value within this range. Optimizing

the correspondence with the actual potential by allowing constant shifts of H±, we obtained

an improved estimate of the stability region shown in fig. 13, which is wider than the one for

H− displayed in the right panel of fig. 4. One can therefore conclude that both purely massive

spectra and others also containing massless modes are viable options that can emerge for vectors

in the vacua of [7], with suitable choices of boundary conditions, consistently with the possible

spontaneous breaking of the open–string gauge symmetry.

Our most surprising result concerns gravity. For tensor perturbations µ = 0, so that H+ and

H− coincide, and we could show that a long–range gravitational force with a finite value of the

nine–dimensional Newton coupling is not only natural for the Dudas–Mourad vacuum of [7], as

proposed in [17], but it is the only viable option! Other choices of boundary conditions are in

principle possible, but they all lead to instabilities here or there, and excluding them we arrived

at simple, similar spectra, for tensor and scalar perturbations. The only difference between

them is that scalar perturbations lack a massless mode, so that the dilaton is stabilized by the

compactification, thus realizing an often sought scenario.

We leave for the future a similar analysis of potentials where µ and µ̃ are different, which are

relevant for γ > γc and in particular for the SO(16)× SO(16) model of [11], but also for the RR
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modes of the orientifold models of [12, 13].

Summarizing, with the quadratic action principles

S =

∫

dz ψ⋆
(

H − m2
)

ψ (5.1)

underlying the boundary–value problems that we addressed, if the ψ’s are chosen within the self–

adjointness domain forH, one is led to Schrödinger–like equations with the L2 scalar products that

we have discussed. In the non–singular case, the boundary conditions (3.6) generalize the familiar

Neumann and Dirichlet ones. In the singular case, although the wavefunctions are generally non–

analytic at the ends of the interval, non–standard boundary conditions can still be characterized

in terms of their leading behaviors. The solutions may even satisfy Neumann and Dirichlet

conditions at the same time, as we saw for the unique option for µ = µ̃ = 1 related to scalar

perturbations, while boundary conditions can introduce some moduli of their own, as was the case

within the 0 ≤ µ < 1 range, and in particular for the solutions related to vector perturbations.

Stability, however, can even reduce a moduli space to a single option, as we saw for tensor

perturbations.

It would be interesting to combine the analysis presented in this paper with the methods

of “fake supersymmetry” [25], first considered in this context in [26]. The present analysis of

boundary conditions will play a prominent role for the Bose modes of the solutions in [3] examined

in [22], where no strong string–coupling regions are present at the ends of the interval.
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New thermal phase of QCD, featuring scale invariance in the infrared (IR), was proposed to exist
both in the pure-glue (Nf=0) and the “real-world” (Nf=2+1) settings. Among key aspects of the
proposal is that the system in this IR phase separates into two independent components: the scale-
invariant IR part and the non-invariant bulk. Such scenario requires non-analyticities in the theory
and, in case of pure-glue QCD, they were found to arise via Anderson-like mobility edges in Dirac
spectra (λIR =0, ±λA 6=0) manifested in dimension function dIR(λ). Here we present first evidence
that this mechanism is also at work in “real-world QCD” (Nf=2+1 theory at physical quark masses
and a=0.105 fm), supporting the existence of the proposed IR regime. Dimensional jump between
zero-modes and lowest near-zero modes very close to unity (dIR =3 vs dIR'2) was found.

1. Introduction: Starting with the pre-QCD times of
Hagedorn [1, 2] and early lattice QCD calculations in the
pure-glue setting [3–5], the question of thermal transi-
tion in strongly-interacting matter has become one of the
highly researched topics in nuclear and particle physics.
Apart from well-motivated need to understand strong in-
teractions, the interest in the issue was fueled, to a large
extent, by the potential significance of its resolution to
the physics of early universe.

Hagedorn in fact set the basic scenario, wherein the
thermal transformation process in strong interactions
boils down to a single “instability temperature” which,
nowadays in QCD, is commonly referred as the critical
temperature (Tc). Due to the non-perturbative nature
of the problem, lattice QCD became the workhorse for
investigations in this area. Advances in lattice QCD tech-
niques and computational resources led to a major con-
clusion, namely that true phase transition does not oc-
cur in “real-world” QCD. Rather, an analytic crossover
takes place in the temperature range 150-200 MeV, with
Tc ≈ 155 MeV for the case of chiral crossover [6].

Transitionless outlook meant a setback to QCD’s role
in cosmology, but an important new twist appeared
around the same time. Experiments at RHIC and LHC
concluded that the state of strongly interacting matter
with properties akin to near-perfect fluid exists in cer-

tain range of temperatures [7–11]. Among other things,
this invites questions about how can such an exotic state
of matter arise without a true phase transition.

To this end, some of us presented evidence of an un-
usual change in QCD Dirac spectra at temperatures well
above the chiral crossover [12]: the anomalous accumu-
lation of infrared (IR) Dirac modes, first seen in high-T
phase of pure-glue QCD [13] and shown to persist into the
continuum and infinite-volume limits [14], dramatically
increases and starts to exhibit signs of scale-invariant
behavior. This sharp change was found in both the
pure-glue and real-world (Nf = 2+1 at physical masses)
QCD [12]. It was proposed that, at the associated tem-
perature TIR, thermal state of strong interactions recon-
figures by forming two independent components sepa-
rated by new scale ΛIR(T ) . T : the bulk governing dis-
tances `<1/ΛIR and the IR part describing `>1/ΛIR via
scale-invariant glue [12]. In pure-glue case, TIR coincides
with Tc of Polyakov-line phase transition. In real-world
QCD, it was also proposed to be a true phase transforma-
tion occurring at 200<TIR<250 MeV [12]. Its presence
may clarify the physics of near-perfect fluid and enhance
the role of “QCD transition” in cosmology.

The 2-component scenario was first evoked by a clean
IR-bulk separation in Dirac spectra (bimodality of mode
density ρ(λ)), which is very suggestive of decoupling [12].
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But more detail was needed. Indeed, how would the scale
invariant and non-invariant physics coexist and would it
imply a non-analytic running of the coupling constant at
ΛIR? Concrete proposal was presented in Refs. [15, 16],
ascribing the origin of non-analyticity to two Anderson-
like mobility edges (critical points) in Dirac spectra. The
first one at λA > 0 was found previously [17–21], and its
purpose here is to shield the IR component from the in-
fluence of the bulk. Indeed, bulk fluctuations (including
UV) will not affect the IR component owing to the in-
tervening non-analyticity. The second mobility edge was
found recently [16], and is strictly IR (λIR =0). Its role is
to facilitate the long-range physics of the IR component.

A suitable tool to express this scenario is the func-
tion dIR(λ), namely the spatial IR dimension of Dirac
modes at eigenvalue λ [15]. Indeed, dIR is a proper di-
mensional construct to probe the infrared [22]. The key
conceptual step granting its uses in quantum theory is
the assignment of a meaningful measure-based dimen-
sion to a region effectively selected by probabilities. This
has recently become possible via effective number the-
ory [23–25]: replacing ordinary counting in definition of
box-counting dimension for fixed sets by effective count-
ing for probability distributions leads to such measure-
based dimension [22]. For Dirac modes in thermal QCD
the prescription is as follows. In lattice-regularized Eu-
clidean setup the number of sites N(L) ≡ (L/a)3/(aT )
(UV cutoff 1/a, IR cutoff 1/L, temperature T ) grows as
L3 at fixed a, conveying that IR dimension of space is
DIR = 3. But Dirac eigenmode Dψ(x) = λψ(x) entails
probabilities P = (p1, p2, . . . , pN ), pi≡ψ+(xi)ψ(xi), and
sites have to be counted effectively in order to quantify
the volume ψ actually extends into, namely [23]

N −→ N?[ψ] = N?[P ] =

N∑
i=1

min {Npi, 1}. (1)

The IR scaling of QCD-averaged effective volume at given
λ then determines dIR(λ) at UV cutoff a, namely [15, 22]

〈N? 〉L,λ,a ∝ LdIR(λ,a) for L→∞. (2)

Using the overlap Dirac operator [26] due to its supe-
rior chiral and topological properties, an unusual dIR(λ)
was found in IR phase of pure-glue QCD [12]. Indeed, the
function is non-analytic at both λIR and λA, with spectral
region of low-d (dIR≤1) modes between them [15]. More-
over, in contrast to exact zero modes, which are dIR =3,
the lowest near-zero modes (λ→ 0+) are close to other
topological value dIR = 2. Such jump at λIR = 0 is sur-
prising since the proposed origin of anomalous IR mode
accumulation is the conventional mixing of topological
lumps [13, 27] which, in absence of additional (unknown)
effects, leads to dIR = 3 in both cases. The jump could
thus offer valuable clues on IR phase dynamics, and could
be used to detect the transition into IR phase.

In this work, we make a key step toward this proposal
becoming a reality: we present evidence supporting the

TABLE I. UV cutoff a, pion mass mπ, lattice volumes n3
L×nT

and temperature T of lattice QCD ensembles studied.

a(fm) mπ(MeV) nL nT T (MeV)
0.105 135 24/28/32/40/48/64/96 8 234

existence of the above unusual pattern also in “real-world
QCD”. In particular, in Nf = 2 + 1 theory at physical
quark masses (see setup below) we obtain

dIR(0) = 2.98(09), dIR(0+) = 2.03(16) (3)

This finding lends support to topological origin of exotic
IR-phase dynamics [15, 16] (see also [13, 27, 28]), and sig-
nificantly strenghtens its connection to non-analyticities
of Anderson-like origin [16]. Regarding the latter, the
observed topology aspects may have close ties to critical
Anderson dynamics [29–31] which is entirely unexpected.

2. Simulation Setup: We lattice-regularize Nf =2 + 1
QCD using tadpole-improved clover fermion action (1-
step stout link smearing with parameter 0.125) and
tadpole-improved Symanzik gauge action at a = 0.105 fm
and mπ ' 135 MeV. At temperature T = 234 MeV, nu-
merous spatial volumes (up to L = 10.1 fm) were simu-
lated by CLQCD collaboration (see Table I), allowing for
reliable dIR(λ) calculations. More detailed ensemble de-
scription is given in [32]. We note in passing that ensem-
bles with similar quark and gauge actions were already
used in previous zero-temperature calculations [33–36].

Glue fields U of this theory will be studied via their
effect on the overlap Dirac operator Dov[U ]. We con-
struct Dov using the original square-root prescription [26]
at ρ = 1.5 with 1-step HYP smearing of U . To de-
termine the low-lying eigensystem, we select the chiral
sector containing zero mode(s), calculate the eigenvec-
tors of D†ovDov in it using Arnoldi method, and then
construct non-zero modes [32, 37–40]. Transformation
D ≡ Dov/(1− a

2ρDov) [41] yields purely imaginary eigen-

values (Dψλ(x) = iλψλ(x)) and the associated spectral
density is ρ(λ) = T

∑
i δ(λ − λi)/L3. Further technical

details can be found in the supplemenatary material [32].

Eigenmodes with λ up to ∼ 500 MeV were computed
for all L in Table I. Densities ρ(λ) were renormalized in
MS at 2 GeV, using Zm=Z−1S =0.907(26) obtained by in-
terpolating theb results at 11 UV cutoffs [42]. We wish to
focus on a temperature in the range 200<T <250 MeV,
where the system was originally predicted to reach the
IR phase at certain TIR. In Fig. 1 we show ρ(λ) at
T = 234 MeV. The striking bimodal structure exhibits
features previously associated with IR phase [12], includ-
ing a fully-formed region of severe depletion. We also
include the T ' 0 result from identical simulation setup
on 483×96 lattice and ρ(λ) obtained using stochastic es-
timator [43]. The difference is indeed quite remarkable.
Note that, for large enough λ, the two densities come
together which is expected for all T�1/a.

3. The Results: We now examine in detail whether the
unusual dIR(λ) in IR phase of pure-glue QCD [15] is also
present in real-world QCD at T =234 MeV. To that end,
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FIG. 1. Spectral density ρ(λ) at T = 234 MeV (circles) and
T '0 (triangles), both at L = 5.0 fm.

we utilize and extend the techniques of early studies. A
useful concept is the “finite-volume” dIR, namely [15]

dIR(L, s) =
1

ln(s)
ln

N?(L)

N?(L/s)
, s > 0 (4)

since then dIR =limL→∞ dIR(L, s) independently of s. Es-
timating the limit from linear extrapolations in 1/L work
well in Anderson models, at least for extended states and
at criticality [29]. Here we utilize this, and point out that
the procedure is equivalent to direct fitting of N?(L) to
the form b LdIRe−c/L [32], which is technically more con-
venient. Using the data from our five largest systems in
such fits, we obtained dIR(λ) shown in Fig. 2. Despite
some differences (see below), its behavior is strikingly
similar to pure-glue case (Fig. 1 of Ref. [15]).

Important commonality is the discontinuity feature at
λIR = 0, suggesting that exact zero-modes (dIR(0) ' 3)
differ from lowest near-zero modes (dIR(0+) ' 2) in a
robust qualitative manner. This is made explicit by the
inset of Fig. 2 focusing on very deep IR, and yielding
linearly λ→0+ extrapolated dIR(0+)=2.03(16), which is
more than 5σ smaller than 3. Explaining this difference
in terms of the underlying IR glue may prove important
for deciphering the nature of IR phase.

Like in pure-glue case, we find a clear low-d (dIR ≤ 1)
plateau, here in the range of about 10 − 220 MeV. This
roughly coincides with the region of strongly suppressed
ρ(λ) (Fig. 1 vs Fig. 2). Dimensional structure of plateaus
will be further clarified using the multidimensionality
technique of Ref. [31]. Such studies are forthcoming.

The onset of rise toward dimension 3 past ∼ 230 MeV
confirms the viability of our scenario with mobility edges
λIR and ±λA. However, the discontinuity of dIR(λ) at
presumed λA is not apparent in our data, contrary to
both the pure-glue case [15] and the situation in Ander-
son models [29]. Resolution of this difference may provide
an additional new insight into the IR-phase dynamics.

To illustrate the quality of scaling in various λ-regimes
shown in Fig. 2, we plot in Fig. 3 the fraction of volume

FIG. 2. Function dIR(λ) at T =234 MeV. The inset zooms in
on deep infrared with λ→ 0+ extrapolation shown.

occupied by the effective support of the state, namely
f? ≡ N?/N = N?/(n

3
LnT). Since N?(L) ∝ LdIRe−c/L is

used to extract dIR, we have f?(L) ∝ LdIR−3e−c/L and
these fits are shown in Fig. 3. The displayed χ2/dof for
modes in different regimes do indeed confirm very good
scaling behavior. Note how functions f?(L) in Fig. 3
visually separate the bulk modes and near-bulk modes
from IR modes. Indeed, although zero-modes are dIR =3,
and hence occupy a finite fraction of volume in thermody-
namic limit (limL→∞ f?(L)> 0), its magnitude is much
smaller than that of typical bulk modes. At the same
time, for dIR < 3 modes of IR component the fraction
vanishes (limL→∞ f?(L)=0).

Fig. 3 reveals that the lowest near-zero modes we stud-
ied (λ=0.22 MeV, dIR<3) have larger f? at studied vol-
umes than those of zero modes (λ = 0, dIR = 3). But
given their dIR, this order has to reverse at sufficiently
large volume. We can read off the graphs in Fig. 3 that
this happens at L ≈ 20 fm. Such deep IR thresholds sim-
ply do not appear in other QCD regimes. Only at larger
L will modes at λ=0.22 MeV become “sparser” than zero
modes. Note that the qualitative difference between zero
and near-zero modes is expressed here by the opposite
convexity properties of their f?(L;λ).

FIG. 3. Function f?(L) for various λ at T =234 MeV.
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FIG. 4. Typical color-coded log10(min {Np(xi), 1}) in a 2d
plane containing xi with maximal probability. Modes in dif-
ferent λ-regimes are shown. T =234 MeV and L=10.1 fm.

Finally, we wish to gain some visual insight into the
spatial geometry of modes. In definition (1) of N?, uni-
form probability pu = 1/N enters as a reference value:

points xi with p(xi) = ψ†λ(xi)ψλ(xi) ≥ pu are guaran-
teed to be in effective support, and we refer to them as
“core”. We wish to set up a sea-level representation that
visualizes it sharply. Plotting min{Np(xi), 1}, namely
the contribution of xi to effective count, accomplishes
that. In Fig. 4 we color-code this input (on a logarith-
mic scale) and show its typical behavior on a plane con-
taining the global probability maximum. The black re-
gions mark the core. The panels represent different λ-
regimes on the same glue background. The bulk mode
at λ= 330 MeV (right) resembles to some extent modes
at low temperatures. Indeed, its core spreads out con-
tiguously over large distances and its granularity (com-
position from distinct lumps) is not very obvious. To
the contrary, the plateau mode (λ=100 MeV) is usually
dominated by a well-formed lump as shown. The near-
zeromodes (λ= 0.22 MeV) maintain the granularity, but
involve multiple lumpy features forming a larger spatial
structure. The zero-modes (left) at this volume are in
fact quite similar but, due to dIR =3 vs dIR =2 difference,
will become infinitely more “space-filling” in thermody-
namic limit.

Additional results are described in our supplement [32].

4. Summary and Discussion: Remarkable property
of QCD IR phase [12] is that it requires the presence
of non-analyticities not only at the transition point TIR,
but at any temperature within the phase. It was pro-
posed and verified [15, 16] that in pure-glue QCD the
system arranges for this by reconfiguring itself into two
independent components (IR & bulk), sharply separated
in Dirac spectrum. The needed non-analyticity enters
via Anderson-like mobility edges λIR = 0 and ±λA 6= 0,
encoded by dimension function dIR(λ). Our present re-
sults suggest that key elements of this scenario also ma-
terialize in “real-world” QCD. Thus, in certain regards,
thermal state in IR phase of strong interactions resem-
bles the Tisza-Landau two-fluid model of liquid helium.
The proposed 2-component nature of thermal state may
in fact be the most essential attribute of IR phase.

We wish to point out certain aspects of our results.
(i) The computed dimension dIR of near-zero modes is
in close vicinity of “topological” value 2, thus inviting

a systematic inquiry into its possible origin in certain
topological feature of underlying glue fields. At the same
time, recent findings of possible topological behavior in
3d Anderson model [31] also involve dimension 2 but no
glue fields. (ii) In the existing QCD data there is no clear
evidence yet for critical value dIR≈ 8/3, which was sug-
gested to be a generic feature of Anderson models [29].
(iii) Unlike in the case of λIR, in the vicinity of λA we
did not find an obviuous dimension jump. This differs
from situation in pure-glue QCD [15] and from that at
critical points of Anderson models [29]. Taken together,
points (i-iii) constitute an intriguing complex puzzle to
be solved by future studies. Indeed, the satisfactory un-
derstanding of Anderson-like features in QCD require the
resolution of these issues.

Recent works in thermal QCD generated lattice data
of similar or related nature to those used in past and
present IR phase investigations (see e.g. [44–49]). Their
physics goals are mostly different and tend to involve the
chiral limit, such as in studies of UA(1) problem or chiral
phase transition. Other related developments include an
approximate color-spin symmetry [50, 51], as well as re-
cent Refs. [52–54]. Conversely, the present CLQCD data
could be used to study these other problems.
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I. SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

A. Visualization of Spatial Distributions

In the present subsection we wish to extend our visualization of mode distributions in various λ-regimes shown in
Fig. 4 of the manuscript. In particular, Fig. 5 shows examples of modes at the same four values of λ, but at all IR
cutoffs (sizes L of the system) considered in this work. Note that λ=0, 0.22 and 100 MeV belong to the IR part of
the spectrum, while λ=330 MeV is in near-bottom part of the bulk.

Interesting aspect of observing the typical geometry at fixed λ for increasing L is an evolution in degree of granularity.
Indeed, note that for the plateau mode (λ=100 MeV), increasing L confirms the picture of a single solid lump present
in the volume. On the other hand, for zero-modes and near-zero modes, the apparent (visually observable) degree of
granularity increases with increasing L, reflecting that their effective supports keeps spreading out in the volume. In
fact, all qualitative aspects we observe agree with metal-to-critical picture of transition to IR phase, put forward in
Ref. [16]. The associated details will be worked out in dedicated follow-up publications.

B. Accuracy of Overlap Eigenmodes

In this section we focus on the accuracy of the low-lying eigenvectors used in this study. For efficiency reasons,
we compute the low-lying eigenvalues and eigenvectors of M ≡ 1

ρ2D
†
ovDov = 1

ρ (Dov +D†ov) in the chiral sector which

includes the exact zero mode. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of D are simply related to the eigenvectors of M :
non-zero modes of Dov come in pairs, λR±iλI , and they span an invariant two-dimensional space for M with λM = λR
and for near zero-modes λR ≈ λ2I/(2ρ). When computing the spectrum of M , zero modes appear as Ritz pairs with
eigenvalues of the order of ε, the precision of the sign-function approximation used to implement Dov. When we
have near-zero modes with (aλI)

2 < ε, it is impossible to distinguish them from zero modes. Using a polynomial
approximation for the sign functions, the best precision we are able to achieve is ε ≈ 10−12, and consequently we
can only confidently resolve eigenvalues with aλI > 10−6, which in physical units correspond to λI > 2 eV. For the
volumes used in this study, the near-zero eigenmodes satisfy this condition.

Another concern is the mixing between nearly-degenerate eigenvectors. For eigenvector observables (like f?) that
are smooth as a function of λ, this is less of a concern. However, at discontinuities mixing could introduce systematic
effects. This could potentially be a problem at λ = 0 since the zero modes and near-zero modes behave differently.
We argue here that this is not the case.

To see this, consider two eigenvectors of the projected operator D with Dv1 = iλ1v1 and Dv2 = iλ2v2. A mixed
vector v = v1 cos θ + v2 sin θ has a Ritz “eigenvalue” iλ = v†Dv. The residue for this vector is δ = ‖Dv − iλv‖ is
going to be | cos θ sin θ(λ1 − λ2)|. For our case we take λ1 ≈ 0 and the near-zero have λ2 > 0.1 MeV and our residues,
even in the worst case, are δ > 10−7. This implies that the mixing angle is at most θ ∼ δ/λ2 = 2 × 10−3. Given
that f? varies slowly (the difference between zero modes and near-zero modes is less than two), this mixing will have
negligible effect given our statistical errors.

FIG. 5. Typical color-coded log10(min {Np(xi), 1}) in a 2d plane containing point xi with maximal probability. Modes in
different λ-regimes on given equilibrium glue background at T =234 MeV are shown for all spatial sizes L studied.
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FIG. 6. Function f?(L) (left) and the associated d̄IR(L̄) (right) for various λ at T =234 MeV. See text for explanations.

C. Fitting of Effective Fractions

Our procedure to extract dIR assumes an approximately linear (in 1/L) approach of “finite-volume” dimension
dIR(L, s) in Eq. (4) to its L→∞ limit. This was suggested by Ref. [29] in the context of Anderson models. One can
easily check that this is equivalent to direct fits of N?(L) to the form N?(L)∝LdIRe−c/L and f?(L)∝LdIR−3e−c/L for
effective volume fraction f?(L)≡N?(L)/N . Fits shown in the left panel of Fig. 6 support the validity of our approach.

Here we wish to check the nature of finite-L correction more directly. Given the above scaling form, L-dependence
of IR dimension can be expressed as

dIR(L, s) = dIR +
s− 1

ln(s)

c

L
−→ d̄IR(L̄) = dIR +

c

L̄
with d̄IR(L̄(L, s)) ≡ dIR(L, s) , L̄(L, s) ≡ L ln(s)

s− 1
(5)

Introduction of variable L̄ thus makes it possible to combine dIR results from all pairs of distinct lattices and follow
their trends. Indeed, according to the above, value d̄IR(1/L̄) from each pair should fall on an indicated straight line,
at least near 1/L̄=0. To check this, we show in the left plot of Fig. 6 our f? data for five largest volumes at selected
values of λ, and in the right plot the associated functions d̄IR(1/L̄). Note that there are 10 data points for each λ
in the latter case since this is the number of possible lattice pairs. Displayed fits are indeed consistent with linear
nature of dIR(1/L̄) near 1/L̄=0. The qualitative difference between exact zero modes and lowest near-zero modes is
expressed in the right plot by the crossed lines representing λ= 0 and λ= 0.22 MeV. Their finite-volume corrections
are in fact of opposite sign.

We also provide the f?(1/L;λ) data for more values of λ in Fig. 7. As shown in the left panel, the f?(L > 4 fm; 0 <
λ < 2 MeV) becomes higher when λ is smaller, and thus the corresponding dIR is also larger. The tendency converges
at λ ∼ 0.2 MeV (orange band), which corresponds to dIR = 2 and is consistent with the λ =0.13 MeV case (dark red
band) within the uncertainty. However, this limit is significantly different from f?(; 0) as illustrated by the red band.
Thus, f? and also dIR will be discontinued at λ = 0.

In contrast, the middle panel of Fig. 7 shows that dIR changes smoothly with large λ for λ ∈ [20, 200] MeV,
corresponding to dIR ∼ 1 within 2σ. The changes on dIR is also smooth in the range of λ ∈ [280, 330] MeV where
dIR converges to 3 with increasing λ, as in the right panel. Therefore the discontinuation of dIR would only occurs at
λ = 0, given our statistical precision at a = 0.105 fm and T=234 MeV.

FIG. 7. Function f?(L) with different simulated size L at T=234 MeV, for λ ∈ [0.1, 2.0] MeV (left), λ ∈ [20, 200] MeV (middle)
and λ ∈ [280, 330] MeV (right).
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FIG. 8. Function f?(L) at T =234 MeV in different spectral regions, for all simulated sizes L. Left: zero modes and near-zero
modes. Right: plateau, just below λA and at the bottom of the bulk. Shaded regions are excluded from the displayed fits.

Finally, we give a justification for using the five largest lattices in our fits i.e. systems with L>3 fm. To that end,
we show in Fig. 8 functions f?(1/L) for all simulated volumes, together with previously shown fits. Shaded areas
mark the volumes excluded from these fits. One can see that in case of zero modes and near-zero modes (left plot),
the systems in shaded region do not follow the fit curves, and were thus excluded from fits in all spectral regions.
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Synthesis of elements in compact stars in pycnonuclear reactions with Carbon

isotopes: Quasibound states versus states of zero-points vibrations

Sergei P. Maydanyuk(1,2),∗ Gyorgy Wolf(1),† and Kostiantyn A. Shaulskyi(2)‡
(1)Wigner Research Center for Physics, Budapest, 1121, Hungary and

(2)Institute for Nuclear Research, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Kyiv, 03680, Ukraine

(Dated: May 17, 2023)

(1) Purpose: Conditions of formation of compound nuclear system needed for synthesis of
heavy nuclei in pycnonuclear reactions in compact stars are studied on a quantum mechanical basis.
(2) Methods: Method of multiple internal reflections is generalized for pycnoreactions in compact
stars with new calculations of quasibound spectra and spectra of zero-point vibrations. (3) Results:
Peculiarities of the method are analyzed for reaction with isotopes of Carbon. The developed method
takes into account continuity and conservation of quantum flux (describing pycnonuclear reaction)
inside the full spacial region of reaction including nuclear region. This gives appearance of new
states (called as quasibound states), in which compound nuclear systems of Magnesium are formed
with the largest probability. These states have not been studied yet in synthesis of elements in stars.
Energy spectra of zero-point vibrations and spectra of quasibound states are estimated with high
precision for reactions with isotopes of Carbon. At the first time influence of plasma screening on
quasibound states and states of zero-point vibrations in pycnonuclear reactions has been studied.
(4) Conclusion: The probability of formation of compound nuclear system in quasibound states in
pycnonuclear reaction is essentially larger than the probability of formation of this system in states of
zero-point vibrations studied by Zel’dovich and followers. So, synthesis of Magnesium from isotopes
of Carbon is more probable through the quasibound states than through the states of zero-point
vibrations in compact stars. Energy spectra of zero-point vibrations are changed essentially after
taking plasma screening into account. Analysis shows that from all studied isotopes of Magnesium
only 24Mg is stable after synthesis at energy of relative motion of 4.881 MeV of incident nuclei 12C.

Keywords: pycnonuclear reaction, compact star, neutron star, multiple internal refleclections, coefficients

of penetrability and reflection, fusion, quasibound state, energy of zero-point vibrations, compound nucleus,

dense nuclear matter, tunneling

I. INTRODUCTION

Pycnonuclear burning occurs in dense and cold cores of white dwarfs [1] and crusts of accreting neutron stars [2, 3].
Such a phenomenon known as pycnonuclear reaction [4] is reaction at sufficiently high densities in stars where zero-
point vibrations of nuclei in the lattice sites leads to an essential increasing rate of formation of more heavy nuclei.
Insight to this phenomenon was given by Zel’dovich who estimated zero-point energy as in the ground state of discrete
energy spectrum of the harmonic oscillator potential which is formed near middle point between two nuclei in lattice
sites [5]. Rates of reactions derived at such zero-point energies are estimated for some atomic nuclei in lattices in
compact stars [6].
Key process in pycnonuclear reactions is fusion of nuclei producing new nucleus with larger mass. In Ref. [7] this

question was analyzed for reactions with nuclei of different charges and masses, where authors derived the astro-
physical S-factors for carbon-oxygen and oxygen-oxygen fusion reactions on the microscopic basis. Phenomenological
expressions for reaction rates containing several fit parameters were found. In Ref. [8] the astrophysical S-factors were
derived for 946 fusion reactions involving stable and neutron-rich isotopes of C, O, Ne, and Mg for center-of-mass
energies from 2 to ≈ 18–30 MeV. Results in that paper can be converted to thermonuclear or pycnonuclear reaction
rates to simulate stellar burning at high temperatures and nucleosynthesis in high density environments. Large col-
lection of astrophysical S factors and their compact representation for isotopes of Be, B, C, N, O, F, Ne, Na, Mg,
and Si were presented in Ref. [9]. Database of S factors was created for about 5000 nonresonant fusion reactions in
those researches. Structure of the multi-component matter (a regular lattice, a uniform mix, etc.) in these reactions,
plasma screening [10], rates of reactions in a wide range of temperatures and stellar densities [7, 11] have been studied
by many researchers.
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It has been known that cross sections of reactions are changed essentially after taking into account conservation of
quantum fluxes in the internal region of nuclear system [12–14]. This question has been studied in details for α decays
of nuclei and captures of α-particles by nuclei. For example, the study of captures of α particles by nuclei [13, 14]
shows the importance to take into account internal nuclear processes during capture that depends on the shape of the
nuclear potential. After such an inclusion, different scenarios of capture (before fusion) appear, those processes give
resulting cross sections with difference up to 4 times at the same beam energies of α particles used in experiments.
Such changes are controlled by additional independent parameters appeared from fully quantum study. At the same
time, such processes are completely missed in the WKB-approximation where such quantum parameters do not exist.
It is important to note that this dependence of cross sections in fully quantum study is not small. For example, it can
be larger essentially than inclusion of nuclear deformations to the calculation of cross sections without such quantum
parameters. Up to now, method in Ref. [13] is the most accurate approach in description of experimental data for
the α-capture (this calculation is in Fig. 3 (b) in Ref. [14] for α+ 44Ca in comparison with experimental data [15]).
In the fully quantum study the accuracy in determination of penetrability of barrier and cross section is about of

10−14, while such an accuracy in the WKB-approximation is about 10−1–10−3 [13, 14]. Energies for the pycnonuclear
reactions are low and there are only processes of deep tunneling under the barrier where the semiclassical approxi-
mation is not applicable. This reinforces our interest to this problem. These quantum effects have not been studied
yet by other researchers for pycnonuclear reactions in stars. In Ref. [16] investigation of these questions on the fully
quantum basis was initiated on example of reaction of 12C+12C. Interest to that reaction is explained by its impact on
nucleosynthesis, energy production and other questions in stellar evolution [11, 17]. Also this reaction has a significant
impact on the evolution and structure of massive stars with M ≥ M⊙ (M⊙ is the Solar mass). 12C + 12C fusion is
known as pycnonulear reaction that reignites carbon-oxygen white dwarf into type Ia supernova explosion. However,
it could be useful to obtain more complete picture for the systematic analysis for nuclear processes and fusion for
reactions with isotopes of Carbon. So, in this paper we perform such an investigation for pycnonuclear reactions with
Carbon.
The paper is organized in the following way. In Sec. II a new generalized formalism of the multiple internal

reflections is reviewed with focus on new elements for fusion and quasibound states in pycnonuclear reactions. In
Sec. III reactions with isotopes of Carbon on the basis of the method are studied, with calculations of penetrabilities
of the potential barriers, probabilities of formation of the compound nucleus, estimation of energies for zero-point
vibrations and quasibound states, etc.. In Sec. IV influence of plasma screening on properties of the pycnonuclear
reaction is studied on example of 12C + 12C. Conclusions are summarized in Sec. V.

II. METHOD OF MULTIPLE INTERNAL REFLECTIONS IN DESCRIPTION OF
NUCLEUS-NUCLEUS SCATTERING WITH POSSIBILITY OF FUSION

Let us consider a process of capture of the particle by the nucleus with the radial barrier of arbitrary shape, which
has successfully been approximated by a sufficiently large number N of rectangular steps:

V (r) =



















V1 at rmin < r ≤ r1 (region 1),
. . . . . . . . .

VNcap
at rNcap−1 ≤ r ≤ rcap (region Ncap),

. . . . . . . . .
VN at rN−1 ≤ r ≤ rmax (region N),

(1)

where Vj are constants (j = 1 . . .N). We denote the first region with a left boundary at point rmin. In addition
to study in Ref. [13], in this paper we shall assume that the capture of the particle by the nucleus takes place most
probably in region with number Ncapture after its tunneling through the barrier, and further propagation of waves
inside the internal region exists and should be studied. This logic follows from the condition of continuity of fluxes
in quantum mechanics, that is strict condition, and it should be included to formalism. Solution of the radial wave
function (up to its normalization) for the above barrier energies has the following form:

χ(r) =























α1 e
ik1r + β1 e

−ik1r, at rmin < r ≤ r1 (region 1),
α2 e

ik2r + β2 e
−ik2r, at r1 ≤ r ≤ r2 (region 2),

. . . . . . . . .
αN−1e

ikN−1r + βN−1e
−ikN−1r, at rN−2 ≤ r ≤ rN−1 (region N − 1),

e−ikN r +AR eikNr, at rN−1 ≤ r ≤ rmax (region N),

(2)

where αj and βj are unknown amplitudes, AR is unknown amplitude of the full reflection, and kj =
1
h̄

√

2m(Ẽ − Vj)

are complex wave numbers. We fix the normalization so that the modulus of amplitude of the starting wave e−ikNr



3

equals to unity. We shall find a solution of this problem by the multiple internal reflections approach. This method
was described in details in Ref. [13] (see also Refs. [12, 14, 18, 19]). In this paper we will indicate only the main
aspects of this approach in order to explain logic of obtaining solution.
Each wave in an arbitrary step can be represented as contribution of the exponential factor e±i kj r with unknown

amplitude. The amplitude of the wave transmitted through the boundary with number j is written down as the
product of the amplitude of the corresponding wave incident on this boundary and the new factor T±

j (i. e., the

amplitude of transition through the boundary with number j). The bottom index indicates the number of the
boundary, upper sign “+” or “−” is the direction of the incident wave to the right or left, respectively. The amplitude
of the reflected wave from the boundary with number j is associated with the amplitude of the wave incident on this
boundary via new factors R±

j . The coefficients T±
1 . . .T±

N−1 and R±
1 . . .R±

N−1 are found from the recurrence relations

as (see Ref. [20])

T+
j =

2kj
kj + kj+1

ei(kj−kj+1)rj , T−
j =

2kj+1

kj + kj+1
ei(kj−kj+1)rj ,

R+
j =

kj − kj+1

kj + kj+1
e2ikjrj , R−

j =
kj+1 − kj
kj + kj+1

e−2ikj+1rj .

(3)

Crucial point in the formalism of multiple internal reflections for a barrier with really large number of steps is
determination of summed waves for an arbitrary region. Wave propagating to the left in the region with number
j − 1 is formed after transmission through the boundary at point rj−1 of all possible incident waves, produced after
all reflections and transmissions of waves in the right part of potential from this boundary. Amplitude of this wave
is determined as the sum of the amplitudes of all waves incident on the boundary at point rj−1 multiplied on factor
T−
j−1 as

T̃−
j−1 = T̃−

j T−
j−1

(

1 +
+∞
∑

m=1

(R−
j−1R̃

+
j )

m
)

=
T̃−
j T−

j−1

1−R−
j−1R̃

+
j

. (4)

Summed reflection amplitude R̃+
j includes waves transferred through boundary at rj , propagated to the right, then

after reflections and transmissions returned back to region with number j:

R̃+
j−1 = R+

j−1 +
T+
j−1R̃

+
j T

−
j−1

1 − R̃+
j R

−
j−1

. (5)

Recurrent relations (4) and (5) calculate consequently all amplitudes R̃+
N−2 . . . R̃+

Ncap
, and T̃−

N−2 . . . T̃−
Ncap

if at start
we use

R̃+
N−1 = R+

N−1, T̃−
N−1 = T−

N−1. (6)

Amplitude of summed wave of reflection combining all waves reflected from the boundary at point rj+1 and propagating
to the left, is

R̃−
j+1 = R−

j+1 +
T−
j+1R̃

−
j T

+
j+1

1−R+
j+1R̃

−
j

. (7)

Summed amplitude AT,bar of transition through the barrier (summed amplitude AR,bar of reflection from the barrier)
is determined via all waves transmitted through (reflected from) the potential region with the barrier from rcap to
rN−1 as

AT,bar = T̃−
Ncap

, AR,bar = R̃−
N−1, where R̃−

Ncap
= R−

Ncap
. (8)

A. Amplitudes, coefficients of penetrability and reflection concerning to barrier, test

We can also find the summed amplitude AR,ext of all waves reflected from the external barrier region (from the
external turning point rtp,ext to rN−1) and propagated outside (which can characterize a potential scattering) as

AR,ext = R̃−
N−1, where R̃−

Ntp,ext
= R−

Ntp,ext
(9)
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and the summed amplitude AR,tun of all waves which are reflected just inside the potential region from rcap to the
external turning point rtp,ext [i.e. they are propagated through the external barrier region (without any reflection),
tunnel under the barrier, may propagate up to the boundary at point rcap and then are reflected back from this
boundary] as

AR,tun = AR,bar −AR,ps. (10)

We estimate the amplitude of oscillations Aosc near capture with number Ncap as

Aosc(Ncap) =
1

1− R̃−
Ncap−1R̃

+
Ncap

. (11)

We define coefficients of penetrability Tbar and reflection Rbar concerning to the whole barrier (i.e. the potential
region from rcap to rN−1), and add also definitions for coefficient Rext of reflection from the external part of the
barrier (i.e. region from rtp,ext to rN−1), coefficient Rtun of reflection from the barrier region (i.e. region from rcap to
rtp,ext) as

Tbar =
kcap
kN

∥

∥AT,bar

∥

∥

2
, Rbar =

∥

∥AR,bar

∥

∥

2
,

Rext =
∥

∥AR,ext

∥

∥

2
, Rtun =

∥

∥AR,tun

∥

∥

2
, Rtun =

∥

∥AR,tun

∥

∥

2
.

(12)

We check the property

Tbar +Rbar = 1, (13)

which is used as test to indicate whether the MIR method gives the proper solution for the wave function.

Let us calculate sums of the amplitudes α
(i)
j and β

(i)
j . For the sums of amplitudes for the region with number j,

we get

βj ≡
∑

i=1

β
(i)
j = T̃−

j

(

1 +
∑

i=1

(R̃j−1R̃
+
j )

i
)

=
T̃−
j

1− R̃j−1R̃
+
j

,

αj ≡
∑

i=1

α
(i)
j = R̃j−1

∑

i=1

β
(i)
j =

R̃j−1T̃
−
j

1− R̃j−1R̃
+
1

.

(14)

B. Probability of existence of the compound nucleus

To determine the probability of the existence of a compound nucleus, we calculate the integral of the square of the
modulus of the wave function over the inner region to the barrier. We define this region as the region between two
internal turning points rint,1 and rint,2. In the region of above-barrier energies, we have:

rint,2
∫

rint,1

‖χ(r)‖2dr =

nint
∑

j=1

rj
∫

rj−1

∥

∥

∥

∑

i=1

α
(i)
j eikjr +

∑

i=1

β
(i)
j e−ikjr

∥

∥

∥

2

dr =

=

nint
∑

j=1

{

(

‖αj‖2 + ‖βj‖2
)

∆r +
‖αjβj‖

kj
sin

(

θαj
− θβj

+ 2kjr
)

∥

∥

∥

rj

rj−1

}

,

(15)

where θαj
and θβj

are phases of the amplitudes αj and βj , respectively. If the spatial region includes tunneling, then
the formulas above should be rewritten in the complex form (where kj are complex numbers):

rint,max
∫

0

‖χ(r)‖2 dr =

nint,max
∑

j=1

rj
∫

rj−1

∥

∥αje
ikjr + βje

−ikjr
∥

∥

2
dr =

=

nint,max
∑

j=1

{

(

‖αj‖2 + ‖βj‖2
)

∆r +
αjβ

∗
j

2ikj
e2ikjr

∥

∥

∥

rj

rj−1

−
α∗
jβj

2ikj
e−2ikjr

∥

∥

∥

rj

rj−1

}

.

(16)
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In this paper we define the probability of the existence of the compound nucleus through the integral (16) over the
spatial region between two internal turning points (where the larger internal turning point is determined as the turning
point of the barrier for sub-barrier energies, or as the coordinate of the barrier maximum for above-barrier energies):

Pcn ≡
rint,2
∫

rint,1

‖χ(r)‖2 dr =

nint
∑

j=1

{

(

‖αj‖2 + ‖βj‖2
)

∆r +
αjβ

∗
j

2ikj
e2ikjr

∥

∥

∥

rj

rj−1

−
α∗
jβj

2ikj
e−2ikjr

∥

∥

∥

rj

rj−1

}

. (17)

In case of the simplest barrier defined by Eqs. (1) in Ref. [14] (and studied in Sect. II in that paper) one can write
down Pcn(E) as [see Eqs. (6), (7), Ref. [14]]

P
(without fusion)
cn = Posc Tbar Ploc,

Posc = ‖Aosc‖2 =
(k + k1)

2

2k2(1− cos(2k1r1)) + 2k21 (1 + cos(2k1r1))
,

Tbar ≡
k1
k2

∥

∥T−
1

∥

∥

2
,

Ploc = 2
k2
k1

(

r1 −
sin(2k1r1)

2k1

)

.

(18)

Comparing formula (17) with Eq. (18), we see that Eq. (17) is much more complicated. It is not possible to represent
it exactly as a simple product of three coefficients of penetrability, oscillations and localization shown in Eqs. 18 (that
corresponds to idea of Gamow for inverse processes, i.e. decays, as just direct multiplication of factor of oscillations
and penetrability). We also add formula for fast fusion for the simplest barrier as

P
(fast fusion)
cn =

∥

∥

∥

∑

i=1

β
(i)
1

∥

∥

∥

2
r1
∫

0

∥

∥

∥
R0e

ik1r + e−ik1r
∥

∥

∥

2

dr =
∥

∥T−
1

∥

∥

2
r1 =

k2 r1
k1

Tbar. (19)

C. Cross-section of fusion and coefficients of fusion

In the description of capture of nuclei by nuclei, there is a standard definition of the fusion cross section σ based
on the barrier penetrability Tbar,l and fusion probabilities Pl (for example, see Ref. [15], where only Pl = 1 or P0 = 0
according to the sharp angular momentum cutoff in that paper, see also Eq. (3), (4) in Ref. [13] for details):

σfus(E) =
+∞
∑

l=0

σl(E), σl(E) =
πh̄2

2mE
(2l + 1)Tbar,l(E)Pl, (20)

where σl is the partial cross-section of fusion at l, E is the energy of the relative motion of the incident nucleus relative
to another nucleus. To study the compound nucleus, we introduce a new definition of the partial fusion cross section
in terms of the probability of the existence of a compound nucleus (17) as

σl =
πh̄2

2mE
(2l + 1) fl(E)Pcn(E), (21)

where fl(E) is an additional factor that is needed to connect probability Pcn(E), penetrability Tbar,l(E) and the old
factor of fusion Pl. To find the explicit form of this coefficient, we consider a case of complete fusion, described by
the old formula. A similar result should give a coefficient at coefficients of fusion equal to one. We obtain:

f(E) =
kcap

kN ‖rcap − rtp,in,1‖
. (22)

Now, to study formation of the compound nucleus with slow fusion (i.e., without instantaneous fusion), we vary these
fusion coefficients in the spatial region between the capture point rcap and the internal second turning point rint,2.

III. ANALYSIS

We will choose reactions XC+XC = 2XMg [11] (X = 10, 12, 14, 18, 20, 22, 24) for the analysis. The first indications
on the possibility to synthesize more heavy elements from Carbon isotopes can be found in researches of Hamada
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and Salpeter, who estimated that 12C would be converted to 24Mg via pycnonuclear reactions above density of 6 · 109
g · cm−3 [21]. That study was based on estimations of pycnonuclear reaction rates calculated by Cameron [4]. Then
estimates of densities of stellar medium for those reactions were improved (for example, see estimates of Salpeter
and Van Horn [1]). However, the densities quoted here are still quite uncertain. Besides difficulty of an accurate
calculation, finite temperatures and crystal imperfections can increase the rates significantly (the critical density for
carbon can be about 5 · 1010 g · cm−3). In our research we will focus on understanding of new quantum phenomena
which exist in pycnonclear reactions and have not been studied yet by other researchers. As inclusion of such effects can
significantly change the rates of reactions and even the picture of participating mechanisms, for brevity of calculations
we will choose the density given by Hamada and Salpeter above.

A. Potential of interaction between nuclei in lattice sites

We define the potential of interactions between nuclei of carbon XC as

V (r) = vc(r) + vN (r) + vl=0(r), (23)

where vc(r), vN (r) and vl(r) are Coulomb, nuclear and centrifugal components have the form

vN (r) = − VR

1 + exp

{

r −RR

aR

} , vl(r) =
l (l + 1)

2mr2
,

vc(r) =











Z1Z2 e
2

r
, at r ≥ Rc,

Z1Z2 e
2

2Rc

{

3− r2

R2
c

}

, at r < Rc.

(24)

Here, VR is strength of nuclear components defined in MeV as

VR = −75.0 MeV, (25)

Rc and RR are Coulomb and nuclear radiuses of nuclear system, aR is diffusion parameter, m is reduced mass defined
in Eq. (34). We define parameters as [16, 23]

RR = rR (A
1/3
1 +A

1/3
2 ), Rc = rc (A

1/3
1 +A

1/3
2 ), aR = 0.44 fm,

rR = 1.30 fm, rc = 1.30 fm.
(26)

These potentials for isotopes of Carbon are shown in Fig. 1. One can see a shape of internal well of the potential (this
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Potentials of interaction between two nuclei of carbon XC [potentials and parameters are defined in
Eq. (23)–(25)].

internal well is absent in potentials used in Ref. [6], for example). For brevity, we include maximums of barriers and
minimums of wells for potentials of interaction between nuclei to Tabl. I.
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reaction XC + XC rmin, fm Vmin, MeV rmax, fm Vmax, MeV R0, fm nA, 10
−7 fm−3

10C+ 10C 3.36 −62.157 7.98 +6.249 87.06 3.617 027 31
12C+ 12C 3.64 −63.018 8.33 +5.972 92.52 3.014 189 41
14C+ 14C 3.92 −63.702 8.68 +5.743 97.40 2.583 590 92
16C+ 16C 4.20 −64.258 8.96 +5.552 101.83 2.260 642 06
18C+ 18C 4.48 −64.726 9.24 +5.386 105.91 2.009 459 61
20C+ 20C 4.62 −65.133 9.52 +5.242 109.69 1.808 513 65
22C+ 22C 4.90 −65.483 9.80 +5.115 113.23 1.644 103 31
24C+ 24C 5.04 −65.792 10.08 +5.001 116.57 1.507 094 70

TABLE I: Minimums of wells and maximums of barriers of potentials of interactions between two isotopes of carbon, also
distance R0 between nuclei and their concentration nA [isotopes of carbon are chosen in accordance with Ref. [8] on systematic

study of astrophysical S-factors in fusion reactions for C, O, Ne, Mg, parameters are determined for density ρ0 = 6 · 109
g

cm3
].

B. Distance between nuclei in lattice sites

Let us determine at what distance the nuclei are in the stellar matter, taking the density of the matter into account.
We denote the distance between two close nuclei fixed in the lattice as 2R0, and put a “scattering” nucleus between
these nuclei (in analogy to Ref. [6], p. 90, Fig. 3.5). The density ρ0 in the sphere surrounding one nucleus of the
lattice can be found as the ratio of mass mA of the nucleus to the volume VA inside this sphere as

ρ0 =
mA

VA
=

Amu

4/3 πR3
0

(27)

or

R0 =
( Amu

4/3 π ρ0

)1/3

, (28)

where mu is mass of nucleon, A is mass number of nucleus. Concentration of nuclei nA is derived as

nA =
ρ0

Amu
. (29)

For analysis of the pycnonuclear reactions XC+ XC = 2XMg we choose density, estimated in Ref. [6]

ρ0 = 6 · 109 g

cm3
. (30)

The derived distance R0 and concentration nA for different isotopes of carbon at such a density are given in Tabl. I.

C. Energy of zero-point vibrations of nuclei in lattice sites

A nucleus located in a lattice site and located between two nuclei with adjacent sites can oscillate and has a discrete
spectrum of energy from such oscillations. The approach to determine the energy levels of such a spectrum was
proposed by Zel’dovich and investigated by other researchers. In this approach the energy of zero-point vibrations of
nucleus in lattice site is calculated as [see Eqs. (3.7.19), (3.7.20), [6]]:

E
(zero)
0 =

h̄w

2
=

h̄ Ze
√

mR3
0

, ∆E =
2Z2e2

R0
, Efull = E

(zero)
0 +∆E. (31)

Here, E
(zero)
0 is energy of the ground state of harmonic oscillator relative to the potential minimum of this oscillator,

∆E is shift of oscillator relative to zero value of the potential of interaction between nuclei (i.e., distance between
minimum of oscillator and zero value of potential of the interaction), Efull is energy value of the ground state in system
relative to zero value of the potential. For example, for reaction 12C + 12C = 24Mg we obtain

E
(zero)
0 = 0.02180806 MeV, ∆E = 0.56787237 MeV, E

(zeromode)
full = 0.58968043 MeV. (32)
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No. Energy, E
(zero)
n , MeV Energy, E

(zero)
full , MeV

1 0.021808061833736 0.589680437522993
2 0.065424185501208 0.633296561190465
3 0.109040309168680 0.676912684857937
4 0.152656432836153 0.720528808525410
5 0.196272556503626 0.764144932192882
6 0.239888680171098 0.807761055860354
7 0.283504803838570 0.851377179527827
8 0.327120927506043 0.894993303195299
9 0.370737051173515 0.938609426862772
10 0.414353174840987 0.982225550530244

TABLE II: Energy levels for the first 10 states of zero-point vibtations calculated by Eqs. (31) for reactions XC + XC

For brevity of analysis, we call such a state (and the corresponding energy) as state of zero mode (or state of zero-point
vibrations of nuclei).
However, harmonic oscillator has not only the ground state, but the full discrete energy spectrum, which are

calculated as

E
(zero)
n =

(

2n+ 1
)

· h̄w
2

=
(

2n+ 1
)

· E(zero)
n=0 =

(

2n+ 1
) h̄ Ze
√

mR3
0

. (33)

Energy spectrum can be written down via density of matter ρ0, instead of distance R0. Using Eq. (28) and formula
for reduced mass

R0 =
( Amu

4/3 π ρ0

)1/3

, m = mp
A1 A2

A1 +A2
(34)

from Eq. (31) we obtain (let us consider case of the same nuclei in lattice: A1 = A2, and A = A1):

E
(zero)
0 = c1 ·

Z

A

√
ρ0, c1 = h̄ e

√

8π

3mump
,

∆E = c2 · Z2
(ρ0
A

)1/3

, c2 = 2e2
( 4π

3mu

)1/3

.

(35)

We find new interesting property for nuclei of type 2Z = A:

E
(zero)
0 =

c1
2

√
ρ0, ∆E = c2 · Z2

( ρ0
2Z

)1/3

. (36)

Thus, according to this property, the spectra E
(zero)
n are the same for nuclei 8Be, 10B, 12C, 14N, 16O, 18F, 20Ne,

22Na, 24Mg, 26Si, etc.. Those depend only on the chosen density in the stellar medium. In Tabl. II energy values are
presented for the first 10 states of zero-point vibrations calculated by Eqs. (31) for reactions XC + XC.

D. Energy spectra of zero-point vibrations: Method of Multiple internal reflections versus Zel’dovich’s
approach

Formalism of the method of Multiple Internal Reflections can be further investigated, with aim to calculate spectrum
of energy in the states of zero-point vibrations. Radial wave function in the asymptotic region has the form as

χ(r) = e−ikr +AR e+ikr . (37)

In particular, the wave function at point R0 has the same form (where the scattered nucleus is at the minimum
of potential between two nuclei in the lattice sites). However, discreteness of the spectrum of energy imposes an
additional requirement that the total wave function should be equal to zero (for odd states) or take the maximum
value in module (for even states) at that pointWe find

1) χ(R0) = e−ikR0 +AR e+ikR0 = e−ikR0 + e+ikR0 , AR = +1,

2) χ(R0) = e−ikR0 +AR e+ikR0 = e−ikR0 − e+ikR0 , AR = −1.
(38)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The real and imaginary parts of the amplitude of reflection, AR(r), calculated for 12C + 12C at point
R0 in the region of energy of relative motion Ekin = 0.55 – 1.0 MeV [potential and parameters are defined by Eqs. (23)–(25),
R0 is determined by formula (28), its value is specified in Tabl. I].

The amplitude of reflection calculated by this way at point R0 for 12C + 12C is shown in Fig. 2. One can see that
each function has its own maxima and minima at close energy values. According to Eq. (38), energy levels can be
determined from equality to zero of the imaginary part of such an amplitude [see Fig. 2 (b)].

1) even states: AR = +1, Re(AR) = +1, Im(AR) = 0,

2) odd states: AR = −1, Re(AR) = −1, Im(AR) = 0.
(39)

In Tabl. III the energy values calculated in the discrete energy spectrum for reactions with carbon isotopes XC +
XC → 2XMg are presented. Parity of each state is determined by sign of the real part of amplitude of reflection.

E. Probabilities of formation of compound nuclei in pycnonuclear reactions

Our analysis has shown that the coefficients of penetrability and reflection increases monotonously with the energy of
the incident nucleus [16]. There are no maximums and minimums in such dependencies. This means that penetrability
and reflection themselves cannot indicate on possible existence of some definite states of more heavy nuclei synthesized
in pycnonuclear reactions in stars. Such behaviour of these characteristics is in full agreement with previous studies
on the capture of α particles by nuclei [13, 14].
Another important quantum characteristic is probability of formation of a compound nucleus which can be created

during the studied reactions with nuclei. In Fig. 3 we present such probabilities for isotopes of Carbon calculated
by our method. In these figure one can clearly see presence of maxima in probabilities at certain definite energies
for all studied isotopes of Carbon. This means that at such energies compound nuclei are formed with maximum
probability. Another conclusion from such calculations is that at such energies the formation of the new XMg nuclei
is much more probable, than at energies of zero mode vibrations determined by the theory of pycnonuclear reactions
in compact stars. This result gives an entirely new picture of pycnonuclear reactions in compact stars. These maxima
are explained by the need to take into account the further propagation of quantum fluxes in the potential region, in
contrast to the existing modern description of pychonuclear reactions, where these fluxes are interrupted at internal
turning point and disappeared in nuclear region. Quantum mechanics requires such a consideration, which strictly
requires the continuity of the wave function in the full region of its definition and the conservation of fluxes in the full
region of definition of the wave function.
In Tabl. V we present energies of the quasibound states for reactions with isotopes of Carbon up to 150 MeV. Only

first quasibound energies for 10C+ 10C, 12C+ 12C, 24C+ 24C are smaller than the barrier maximums for these nuclear
systems. This means that at such energies compound nuclear systems are the most stable and are transformed to new
synthesized isotopes of Magnesium 20Mg, 24Mg and 48Mg with large probability. There is a simple way to estimate
half-lives of these obtained heavier nuclei using Gamow’s approach (well developed in the problem of nuclear decays)
or the method of Multiple internal reflections for higher precision (we omit these calculations in this paper).
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No. 10C + 10C 12C + 12C 14C + 14C 16C + 16C
1 0.517434869739479 0.517434869739479 0.517434869739479 0.527054108216433
2 0.536673346693387 0.536673346693387 0.536673346693387 0.536072144288577
3 0.546292585170341 0.546292585170341 0.546292585170341 0.545090180360721
4 0.565531062124249 0.555911823647295 0.555911823647295 0.554108216432866
5 0.584769539078156 0.575150300601202 0.565531062124249 0.572144288577154
6 0.613627254509018 0.594388777555110 0.575150300601202 0.581162324649299
7 0.642484969939880 0.613627254509018 0.594388777555110 0.599198396793587
8 0.680961923847695 0.642484969939880 0.623246492985972 0.626252505010020
9 0.738677354709419 0.680961923847695 0.652104208416834 0.653306613226453
10 0.815631262525050 0.729058116232465 0.690581162324649 0.689378757515030
11 0.950300601202405 0.806012024048096 0.729058116232465 0.734468937875752
12 1.27735470941884 0.911823647294589 0.796392785571142 0.797595190380762
13 2.23927855711423 1.11382765531062 0.892585170340681 0.878757515030060
14 3.69178356713427 2.76833667334669 1.04649298597194 1.02304609218437
15 — 4.08617234468938 1.64288577154309 1.39278557114228
16 — — 3.04729458917836 1.99699398797595
17 — — 4.28817635270541 3.20541082164329
18 — — — 4.37775551102204

TABLE III: Energy levels of zero-point vibrations E
(mir)
zero for reactions XC + XC (presented data are in MeV, below than

5 MeV) calculated by the method of Multiple internal reflections (see Sec. III D, for details). Distances between each two
adjacent energy levels are radically different from the spectrum of harmonic oscillator, obtained in the approach of Zel’dovich
and his colleagues (see Tabl. II). The amplitude Re(AR) for each level takes positive or negative value that determines even or
odd state in the discrete energy spectrum. The energy levels in table belong to the discrete spectrum for each studied system

and there are few energy levels below energy of the zero-point vibrations in the ground state E
(zero)
full,0 calculated in the approach

of Zel’dovich and his colleagues [see Eq. (31)]. Accuracy of determination of energy levels is estimated from |Re(AR)| ≈ 1 (it
can be improved without limit). Summation of [Re(AR)]

2 + [Im(ArmR)]
2 is additional estimation of accuracy of the method

MIR in determination of obtained digits of the amplitude.

No. 18C + 18C 20C + 20C 22C + 22C 24C + 24C
1 0.517434869739479 0.527054108216433 0.536673346693387 0.517434869739479
2 0.527054108216433 0.546292585170341 0.546292585170341 0.527054108216433
3 0.536673346693387 0.555911823647295 0.555911823647295 0.536673346693387
4 0.546292585170341 0.565531062124249 0.565531062124249 0.584769539078156
5 0.555911823647295 0.584769539078156 0.575150300601202 0.594388777555110
6 0.565531062124249 0.604008016032064 0.594388777555110 0.613627254509018
7 0.575150300601202 0.623246492985972 0.604008016032064 0.632865731462926
8 0.584769539078156 0.642484969939880 0.623246492985972 0.661723446893788
9 0.594388777555110 0.671342685370741 0.652104208416834 0.690581162324649
10 0.613627254509018 0.709819639278557 0.680961923847695 0.729058116232465
11 0.632865731462926 0.748296593186373 0.719438877755511 0.767535070140281
12 0.661723446893788 0.806012024048096 0.757915831663327 0.825250501002004
13 0.738677354709419 0.882965931863727 0.815631262525050 0.911823647294589
14 0.796392785571142 1.00801603206413 0.892585170340681 1.02725450901804
15 0.882965931863727 1.27735470941884 1.01763527054108 1.29659318637275
16 1.00801603206413 2.24889779559118 1.27735470941884 2.20080160320641
17 1.30621242484970 3.26853707414830 2.24889779559118 3.14348697394790
18 2.18156312625251 4.29779559118237 3.22044088176353 4.08617234468938
19 3.26853707414830 — 4.21122244488978 —

TABLE IV: (Continuation of Tabl. III)

IV. PLASMA SCREENING IN NUCLEAR REACTIONS

It is well known that nuclear reactions in compact stars, which contain matter of high density, can be strongly
modified by plasma physics effects [1]. So, a natural question appears in how much of the results presented above are
changed after taking effects of plasma screening into account. We will follow Ref. [10], where effects of plasma screening
in thermonuclear fusion reactions in dense nuclear matter in stars were studied. Here, in addition of physical analysis,
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Probabilities of formation of compound nucleus Pcn in dependence on energy for incident isotopes of
Carbon in reactions 10C+ 10C, 12C+ 12C (a), 14C+ 14C, 16C+ 16C (b), 18C+ 18C, 20C+ 20C (c) and 22C+ 22C, 24C+ 24C (d)
in lattice [potentials and parameters are defined in Eq. (23)–(25)]. One can clearly see presence of maxima of such probabilities
for all studied isotopes. Energies corresponding to maxima of such probabilities are given in Tabl. V.

authors provided clear formalism for use and implementations to other researches. So, we will estimate influence of
plasma screening on pycnonuclear reactions on the basis of isotope 12C and we use that research as a basis for our
analysis.
Following Ref. [10] [see Eq. (7) in that paper], we define Coulomb potential UC(r) for colliding nuclei in the standard

form

UC, full(r) = vC(r) +H(r), (40)

where vC(r) is pure Coulomb potential without screening, H(r) is the mean-field plasma screening potential. In
contrast to Ref. [10], we calculate pure Coulomb potential vC(r) on the basis of Eqs. (24)–(26) (here, Coulomb
potential in the nuclear region at r < RC is different from corresponding potential in Eq. (7) in Ref. [10]), and we use
nuclear potential vN (r) in Eq. (24) (we set l = 0). In definition of the screening part of potential we follow Ref. [10]
and use (see Eqs. (10), (11) in that paper):

H(r) = E12 h(x), x =
r

a12
, (41)

where

h(x) = b0 + b2 x
2 + b4 x

4 + . . . . (42)

At Z1/Z2 = 1 parameters b0, b2, b4 are derived in Ref. [10] as

b0 = 1.0573, b2 = −0.25, b4 = 0.0394. (43)
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No. 10C + 10C 12C+ 12C 14C + 14C 16C + 16C 18C+ 18C 20C + 20C 22C+ 22C 24C + 24C
1 0.63471 4.88176 9.06212 7.27054 6.37475 5.47896 5.18036 4.58317
2 15.33267 11.45090 16.52705 13.83968 11.74950 10.55511 9.06212 8.46493
3 26.38076 20.40882 25.78357 21.90180 18.31864 16.52705 14.43687 13.24248
4 40.11623 31.45691 36.23447 30.85972 26.38076 23.69339 20.70741 19.21443
5 55.04609 43.69940 47.58116 40.71343 34.74148 31.15832 27.57515 25.48497
6 71.76754 57.13627 59.82365 51.46293 43.99800 39.51904 35.04008 32.35271
7 89.68337 71.76754 72.96192 62.80962 53.85170 48.47695 42.80361 39.81764
8 109.39078 87.29459 86.99599 74.75351 64.30261 57.73347 51.16433 47.58116
9 130.29259 104.01603 101.62725 87.59319 75.35070 67.88577 60.12224 55.64329
10 – 121.93186 117.45291 101.03006 86.99599 78.03808 69.37000 64.30261
11 – – 134.17435 115.36273 98.93988 89.08617 79.23246 72.96192
12 – – – 130.29259 112.07816 100.43287 89.08617 82.51703
13 – – – 146.11824 125.21643 112.37675 99.83567 92.07214
14 – – – – 139.25050 124.91784 110.88377 102.22445
15 – – – – – 137.75752 122.23046 112.67535
16 – – – – – – 134.17435 123.42485
17 – – – – – – 146.11824 134.77154
18 – – – – – – – 146.11824

TABLE V: Energies of the quasibound states of the compound nuclear systems formed in reactions with isotopes of Carbon
10C, 12C, 14C, 16C, 18C, 20C, 22C, 24C, calculated by the method of multiple internal reflections up to 150 MeV [for each
calculation, we check test of |Tbar + Rbar| = 1 and obtain accuracy of 10−14 of its confirmation]. Comparing these energies
with maximums of the potential barriers for all studied systems given in Tabl. I, we find that only first quasibound energies
for 10C + 10C, 12C + 12C, 24C + 24C are smaller than barrier maximums for these nuclear systems. That means that at such
energies the compound nuclear systems have barriers which prevent decays going through tunneling phenomenon.

Other parameters are (see Eqs. (2), (4) in Ref. [10])

ae =
( 3

4π ne

)1/3

, aj = Z
1/3
j ae, (44)

a12 =
a1 + a2

2
, E12 =

Z1Z2 e
2

a12
, (45)

where ne is concentration of electrons.
On the basis of Eqs. (29) we calculate concentration of nuclei nA at the studied density as

12C + 12C, ρ0 = 6 · 109 g

cm3
: nA = 3. 014 18 · 10−7 fm−3. (46)

This can be understood as each nucleus 12C is in volume with size about 200 fm. From here we find concentration of
electrons

ne = Z · nA, ne = 1. 808 51 · 10−6 fm−3 (47)

and from Eqs. (42)–(43) we obtain

a12 = 92. 522 41 fm. (48)

As it is indicated in Ref. [10], Eq. (42) should be used at x ≪ 2. We estimate that this condition is fulfilled in the full
region of study of reaction 12C+ 12C at the chosen density, so we use Eq. (42) in description of the screening part of
the potential.
Potential of interactions with taking into account screening, calculated by such an approach, is shown in Fig. 4.

From this figure one can see that the screening does not change the potential much at the density of matter under
consideration. So, one can suppose that the screening does not influence essentially on results of quasibound states
and energies above. But, energies of zero point vibrations are essentially smaller than quasibound energies, and one
can suppose that energy spectrum of zero-point vibrations will be changed after inclusion of plasma screening to
calculations.
In Tabl. VI values of energies of zero-point vibrations calculated for reaction 12C + 12C are presented taking into

account screening and without it. From this table one can see that energy spectrum of zero-point vibrations for
reaction 12C+ 12C is changed essentially after taking into account plasma screening.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Potential of interaction between two nuclei 12C with inclusion of screening in comparison with the
same potential without screening (a) and part of potential describing screening (b) [potential and parameters are defined in
Eq. (23)–(25) screening part of the potential is defined in Eqs. (40)–(42)].

No. 12C + 12C with screening 12C + 12C without screening
1 0.209619238476954 0.517434869739479
2 0.267334669338677 0.536673346693387
3 0.344288577154309 0.546292585170341
4 0.478957915831663 0.555911823647295
5 0.786773547094188 0.575150300601202
6 2.21042084168337 0.594388777555110
7 3.83607214428858 0.613627254509018
8 0.642484969939880
9 0.680961923847695
10 0.729058116232465
11 0.806012024048096
12 0.911823647294589
13 1.11382765531062
14 2.76833667334669
15 — 4.08617234468938

TABLE VI: Energies for zero-point vibrations E
(mir)
zero (values are presented in MeV, below 5 MeV) calculated for reaction

12C + 12C.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

Question of conditions needed for the most probable formation of compound nuclei (as the first stage needed for
synthesis of more heavy elements) in pycnonuclear reactions in compact stars is investigated in this paper. The
method is developed on the basis of formalism of the multiple internal reflections, previously constructed for study of
quantum processes and phenomena with high precision and testing in nuclear decays [12, 18, 19, 22], nuclear captures
by nuclei [13, 14], as well as in problems of quantum cosmology where the idea of tunneling was investigated [26].
In this paper we continue investigations of pycnonuclear reactions with isotopes of Carbon, started in Ref. [16] for
12C + 12C. Conclusions of our analysis are the following.

• In this research, pycnonuclear processes are studied taking the nuclear part of potential of interactions between
nuclei into account. Requirement of continuity of quantum flux (describing pycnonuclear reaction on the basis of
quantum mechanics) gives appearance of new states, in which compound nuclear system of 2XMg is formed with
the highest probability (see Fig. 3). Following to logic in Refs. [13, 14, 16], we call such states as quasi-bound

states in pycnonuclear reactions. Note that these states have not been studied yet by other researchers in study
of synthesis of elements in stars.

• As shown in Fig. 3, probability of formation of compound nuclear system in quasibound states is essentially
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higher than probability of formation of this system in states of zero-point vibrations studied by Zel’dovich [5]
and followers of that idea. Therefore, synthesis of more heavy nuclei of Magnesium from isotopes of Carbon is
essentially more probable in quasibound states than in states of zero-point vibrations. This leads to revision
(reconsideration) of pictures of formation of heavy elements in compact stars, to use quasibound states as the
basis for synthesis. This leads to the essential changes in estimation of the rates of pycnonuclear reactions in
stars. One can note the perspective to test the method presented in this paper on the basis of experimental
measurements in Ref. [27].

• Only the first quasibound energies for 10C + 10C, 12C + 12C, 24C + 24C (see Tabl. V) are smaller than the
barrier maximums for these nuclear systems (see Tabl. I). So, at such energies the compound nuclear systems
have barriers which prevent their decays going through tunneling phenomenon. At such energies the compound
nuclear systems are the most probable and the most longer lived. These systems are transformed to new
synthesized isotopes of Magnesium 20Mg, 24Mg and 48Mg with large probabilities. There is a simple way to
estimate half-lives of these obtained more heavy nuclei using Gamow’s approach or the method of Multiple
internal reflections for higher precision. Note that other approaches cannot estimate the quasibound energies
needed for prediction of synthesis of more stable nuclear systems by such a way described above. At the same
time, the method of Multiple internal reflections calculates such energies with high precision, providing also
tests to check calculations. But, analysis of binding energies for the obtained isotopes of Magnesium shows that
only 24Mg will be stable after synthesis.

• At the first time influence of plasma screening on quasibound states and states of zero-point vibrations in
pycnonuclear reactions has been studied. It is found that energy spectrum of zero-point vibrations is changed
essentially after taking into account plasma screening (see Tabl. VI for reaction 12C+ 12C).
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The Ultra-relativistic Quantum Molecular Dynamics model is employed to simulate π− + C and
π− + W collisions at plab = 1.7 GeV motivated by the recent HADES results. By comparing the
proton and Λ transverse momentum spectra, it was observed that the data and transport model
calculation show a good agreement, if cluster formation is included to obtain the free proton spectra.
Predictions of light cluster (d, t, 3He, 4He, as well as 3

ΛH and ΞN) multiplicities and spectra are made
using a coalescence mechanism. The resulting multiplicities suggest that the pion beam experiment
can produce a substantial amount of 3

ΛH, especially in π− +W collisions due to the stopping of the Λ
inside the large tungsten nucleus. The findings are supplemented by a statistical multi-fragmentation
analysis suggesting that even larger hyper-fragments are produced copiously. It is suggested that
even double strange hypernuclei are in reach and might be studied in more detail using a slightly
higher pion beam momentum.

I. INTRODUCTION

The production of hypernuclei and non-strange clus-
ters is currently under study at a large variety of heavy
ion accelerator facilities. Especially heavy ion experi-
ments at RHIC and LHC have recently published detailed
studies on the production of hypernuclei with a special
focus on the hypertriton (3

ΛH) [1–8]. A statistically sig-
nificant deviation of the hypertriton lifetime from the
lifetime of the Λ hadron was observed [9, 10], which lead
to the (open) hypertriton lifetime puzzle. It was further
suggested [11] that the specific structure of the hypertri-
ton, consisting of a deuteron core with a weakly bound
Λ, would result in a specific system size dependence of
the hypertriton production yield. Generally, however,
the data situation for hypernuclei production is rather
limited especially for small systems. While at high en-
ergies and large systems new experimental data on (3

ΛH)
and non-strange cluster production is available, the sit-
uation for smaller systems and lower collision energies is
different. Here, the HADES experiment can close a gap
with its recently measured data using a pion beam with
a momentum of 1.7 GeV on a carbon (C) and tungsten
(W) target to investigate hypernuclei production in small
systems and at low energies.

In such a specific collision set up the possible reac-
tion channels are well understood and the environment
is rather clean. Generally, the reaction proceeds via the
excitation of a baryonic resonance, π− + n → ∆∗,− or
π− +p→ ∆∗,0 or N∗, with a typical mass of the Delta or
N∗ resonance of 2 GeV. The baryon resonance (moving
forward with respect to the target system) then decays
after approx. 1-2 fm/c mostly into π + N (leading to

the production of protons and neutrons in the forward
direction). However, the resonance may also lead to the
production of Λ’s via the decay into Λ +K, and even Ξ
production is possible via the ΞKK decay [12]. Further
interaction of the Lambda or cascade inside the nucleus
may slow down the Λ/Ξ and allow for a binding or multi-
fragmentation into a hypernucleus of varying size. The
deceleration of the hyperon will of course depend on the
size of the target nucleus and is more pronounced in the
bigger tungsten than in the carbon target.

Thus, the pion beam measurements at HADES open
a new route to explore the properties of the 3

ΛH under
rather well controlled and different conditions than at
the LHC. This process may further allow to create larger
hypernuclei than at the LHC (or even double strange
hypernuclei) to explore the properties of strange matter
which are relevant for the physics of neutron stars.

To elucidate some of the questions above and showcase
the potential of the pion beam measurements at HADES,
we perform the first baseline predictions for the produc-
tion of non-strange and strange clusters in π− + C and
π− + W collisions.

To this aim, we will employ a coalescence model that
has been previously used to successfully describe the pro-
duction of non-strange light nuclei, i.e. deuterons, tritons
and helium and also the strange hypertriton and further
strange clusters which have not yet been measured [13–
16]. These results are compared to the results of the
statistical multi-fragmentation approach which allows to
produce (hyper-)nuclei with large mass numbers relative
to the system size [17, 18].
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II. MODEL SETUP

For this study the state-of-the-art Ultra-relativistic
Quantum Molecular Dynamics model (UrQMD v3.5)
[19–21] is used. UrQMD is based on the covariant prop-
agation of hadrons (the effective degrees of freedom) and
hence provides an effective solution of the relativistic n-
particle transport equation. As a QMD-type simulation,
all n-particle correlations are kept track off during the
system evolution. The imaginary part of the interactions
is modeled via binary elastic and inelastic collisions which
can excite resonances or color flux tubes which then decay
or fragment into hadrons. Potential interactions, model-
ing the real part of the interactions, can be switched on.
For the present study, however, potentials are not em-
ployed, instead a coalescence model and the Statistical
Multi-fragmentation Model (SMM) [22] are used to cal-
culate clusters.

A. Coalescence

The production of light clusters and hypernuclei in
UrQMD follows the coalescence approach, i.e. light (hy-
per)nuclei are formed on the kinetic freeze-out hyper-
surface from their constituents by coalescence. Cluster
production via the coalescence mechanism has already
proven to reliably describe cluster data over a broad
range of collision energies and system sizes with two
physics-motivated, energy independent parameters ∆x
and ∆p. For more details about the specific implemen-
tation of coalescence at the kinetic freeze-out and for the
specific parameters we refer the reader to [14, 23] for light
clusters and to [15, 16] for hypernuclei.

B. Multi-fragmentation

Since in π + A reactions most of the (hyper-)clusters
are produced in the region of the nuclear target, we con-
trasted our simulations using coalescence with calcula-
tions employing the multi-fragmentation approach. Here,
one assumes the formation of a larger excited nuclear
system, which subsequently fragments into small parts
leading to strange [25] and non-strange clusters as frag-
mentation products. The SMM is well tested, the details
of the employed approach are described in [17, 18, 22].

III. RESULTS

All results are obtained by simulating minimum bias
π− + C or π− + W collisions1 with the UrQMD model

1 We define min. bias collisions for π− + C with the impact pa-
rameter range 0 < b < 2.5 fm and omit events without any

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

pT [GeV]

100

102

104

106

108

1010

1012

1014

1016

d
σ
/(

d
p

T
d

y
)

[µ
b
/G

e
V

]

π− + C (UrQMD v3.5)
plab = 1.7 GeV
min. bias

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

pT [GeV]

100

102

104

106

108

1010

1012

1014

1016
π− + W (UrQMD v3.5)
plab = 1.7 GeV
min. bias

0.0 ≤ y < 0.1 (×100)

0.1 ≤ y < 0.2 (×101)

0.2 ≤ y < 0.3 (×102)

0.3 ≤ y < 0.4 (×103)

0.4 ≤ y < 0.5 (×104)

0.5 ≤ y < 0.6 (×105)

0.6 ≤ y < 0.7 (×106)

0.7 ≤ y < 0.8 (×107)

0.8 ≤ y < 0.9 (×108)

0.9 ≤ y < 1.0 (×109)

p

Figure 1. [Color online] The transverse momentum differen-
tial cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of free protons as
a function of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are successively
multiplied by factors of 10 from bottom to top) for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions
from UrQMD (v3.5). The solid lines with symbols show the
calculations and the open symbols show the recent HADES
measurements [24]. The dotted line shows the extrapolation
function used by HADES.

in version 3.5. All calculations are done in the tar-
get rest frame (laboratory frame in the HADES experi-
ment). The rapidity variable y thus refers to the target
rest frame, i.e. ytarget = 0. We note that in order to
be compared to the experimental data, the free Λ’s al-
ways include the Σ0’s as the latter ones decay into the
Lambda and can not be distinguished in the experiment
from initial Λ’s. However, the coalescence and multi-
fragmentation routines only consider initial Λ’s as the
decay of the Σ0 happens far away due to its compara-
tively long life time. Further Σ0’s do not form hypernu-
clei (or only barely) and do not contribute to the produc-
tion of hypertritons. In the present simulation protons
do not include feed down from the Λ decay. The units
used for dσ/dpTdy are µb/(GeV) and for dσ/dy it is µb
which are chosen in line with the presented HADES mea-
surements [24]. The coalescence results originating from

interaction, the total cross section used for the normalization is

then σπ
−+C

tot = 196.35 mb. For π− + W we use the impact pa-
rameter range 0 < b < 6.5 fm and also omit events without any
interaction, the total cross section used for the normalization is

then σπ
−+W

tot = 1327.32 mb.
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Figure 2. [Color online] The transverse momentum differ-
ential cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of Λ as a func-
tion of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins (from
0 ≤ y ≤ 0.15 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.05, the curves are successively
multiplied by factors of 100 from bottom to top) for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions
from UrQMD (v3.5). The solid lines with symbols show the
calculations and the open symbols show the recent HADES
measurements [24].

UrQMD are evaluated at the respective kinetic freeze-
out of the particles, while the SMM employs input from
the UrQMD at a fixed time which is set to 20 fm in
the present analysis. Furthermore all particles (includ-
ing those which are identified as spectators by UrQMD)
are given to the statistical multi-fragmentation approach.
The coalescence parameter of the SMM model has been
set to vc = 0.22 as this value has been shown to provide
good results [17, 18, 26].

A. Transverse momentum spectra of protons and
Lambda hyperons

We start the investigation by inspecting the double
differential transverse momentum spectra of the protons
and the Λ’s.

Fig. 1 shows the transverse momentum differential
cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of protons as a func-
tion of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are
successively multiplied by factors of 10 from bottom to
top) for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
(right panel) collisions from UrQMD (v3.5). The solid
lines with symbols show the calculations. The open sym-
bols show the recent HADES measurements [24] and the

dotted line shows the exponential curve2 fitted to the
simulation data in the same pT acceptance as in the
HADES setup. We chose to show the exponential fit
of the transverse momentum spectra only in the rapidity
window 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 for brevity in the plot.

One observes that the UrQMD model calculations of
the differential cross section for protons agree well with
the experimental data [24] in the acceptance region in
both collision systems and over all investigated rapid-
ity bins. The slope parameters in the model and the
data agree well. Unfortunately, due to the acceptance
of the HADES detector, the phase space region in which
the residual nucleus is located (i.e. around zero rapidity
and small transverse momenta) is not fully covered by
the experiment. Thus, the experiment cannot directly
observe the residue free protons at transverse momenta
pT ≤ 0.4 GeV around zero rapidity experimentally. The
effect is apparent for both systems and becomes stronger
as the system size increases. We will see in the next sec-
tion that the use of experimental extrapolation results in
slightly different rapidity densities near y ≈ 0.

Fig. 2 shows the transverse momentum differential
cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of Λ’s as a func-
tion of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.15 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.05, the curves are
successively multiplied by factors of 100 from bottom to
top) for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
(right panel) collisions from UrQMD (v3.5). The solid
lines with symbols show the calculations and the open
symbols show the recent HADES measurements [24].

In case of the Λ the UrQMD model calculations and
the experimental data [24] agree well from low to high
transverse momenta in all rapidity bins for the π− + C
and π− + W system. Especially the sharp drop-off of
the transverse momentum spectrum towards higher ra-
pidities is also observed in the simulations and is due to
the conservation of the limited available energy in this
collision.

B. Rapidity distributions of protons and Lambda
hyperons

Fig. 3 shows the rapidity differential cross section
dσ/dy in µb of protons (red) and Λ’s (orange) as a
function of the rapidity for minimum bias π− + C (left
panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions. The results
from UrQMD are shown as colored lines with symbols
and open black symbols without lines depict the recent
HADES measurements [24].

The discussion begins with the rapidity spectra of pro-
tons. Firstly the free protons obtained through UrQMD

2 Exponential function parameterized by the yield integral and

slope parameter ∼ C(y)pT

√
p2
T +m2

0 exp
[
−√

p2T +m2
0
/T (y)

]
in

line with the HADES analysis [24].
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Figure 3. [Color online] The rapidity differential cross section
dσ/dy in µb of protons (red), Λ’s (orange), and Ξ’s (black)
as a function of the rapidity for minimum bias π− + C (left
panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions. The results from
UrQMD are shown as colored lines with symbols, while the
open black symbols without lines depict the recent HADES
measurements [24].The blue crosses show the result using the
experimental fit function for the pT extrapolation.

(solid red line with full circles) should be compared to
all protons (including those bound in clusters via coales-
cence, shown as open red circles with dotted lines). One
clearly observes that at forward and backward rapidi-
ties the distributions match each other and describe the
HADES data (shown as black open symbols) very well.
Only in the target rapidity region the calculated proton
spectra differ. The difference is obviously accounted to
cluster formation as well as to spectator identification.
However, there is a remaining difference between the free
protons from the simulation and the data. This differ-
ence can be traced back to the extrapolation used in the
experiment towards low pT (Section III A and Fig. 1).
Using the same extrapolation as in the experimental data
leads to the blue line with the crosses, which matches the
experimental data very well and fully resolves the ten-
sion between the calculation and the data in the target
region. We therefore suggest that future investigations
adjust their fit function to account for these residue free
protons.

The measured Λ distribution in the π−+C collision sys-
tem is well described by the UrQMD model calculations,
while in the larger π− + W system, the Lambda produc-
tion in forward direction is slightly underestimated as
compared to the experimental data. However, the gen-
eral trend and multiplicity is captured well providing a
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Figure 4. [Color online] The transverse momentum differen-
tial cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of deuterons as a
function of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are suc-
cessively multiplied by factors of 10 from bottom to top) for
minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel)
collisions from UrQMD.

reasonable description of the proton and Lambda distri-
butions in longitudinal and transverse direction for both
collision systems which allows to investigate light and
hypercluster production in further detail.

Let us finally note that even in at such low energy also
the production of Ξ baryons is possible (black triangles)
in the large tungsten system with a cross section on the
order of a few µb. This may open the exciting possiblity
to explore multistrange hyperclusters similar to the ap-
proach suggested in [27] although without the need for
an anti-proton beam.

C. Transverse momentum spectra and rapidity
distribution of light clusters

After having benchmarked the proton and Λ spectra,
we are now ready to address cluster production.

In Fig. 4 the transverse momentum differential cross
section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of deuterons as a func-
tion of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0) are shown for mini-
mum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel)
collisions from UrQMD. The curves are successively mul-
tiplied by factors of 100 from bottom to top for better
visibility.

Next, we present in Fig. 5 the transverse momentum
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Figure 5. [Color online] The transverse momentum differen-
tial cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV∆y) of tritons as a
function of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins
(from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are suc-
cessively multiplied by factors of 10 from bottom to top) for
minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel)
collisions from UrQMD.

differential cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of tri-
tons as a function of transverse momentum in different
rapidity bins (from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the
curves are successively multiplied by factors of 100 from
bottom to top) for minimum bias π− +C (left panel) and
π− + W (right panel) collisions from UrQMD.

Finally, Fig. 6 shows the transverse momentum dif-
ferential cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of 3He as
a function of transverse momentum in different rapidity
bins (from 0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are
successively multiplied by factors of 100 from bottom to
top) for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
(right panel) collisions from UrQMD.

Generally, we observe a substantial amount of cluster
production, especially in the target rapidity region.

We summarize our results in Fig. 7 showing a com-
parison for the rapidity differential cross section dσ/dy
in µb of deuterons (orange), tritons (green), 3He (blue),
and 4He (red) as a function of the rapidity for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) col-
lisions from UrQMD denoted as dashed lines with open
symbols. We further compare yields from the UrQMD
coalescence approach to the SMM yields denoted by solid
lines without symbols.

The peaks of the distributions are centered around tar-
get rapidity (i.e. where the residual nucleus is located
and fragments). Towards forward rapidity the deuterons
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Figure 6. [Color online] The transverse momentum differen-
tial cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV∆y) of 3He as a func-
tion of transverse momentum in different rapidity bins (from
0 ≤ y ≤ 0.1 to 0.9 ≤ y ≤ 1.0, the curves are successively
multiplied by factors of 10 from bottom to top) for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions
from UrQMD.

show a moderate decrease while the tritons, Helium-3,
and Helium-4 show a rapid decline. This is due to the
fact that it is much less likely for the impinging π− to
detach 3 or more nucleons from the target than 2 nu-
cleons. One further observes that the larger tungsten
nucleus decelerates the outgoing nucleons more strongly,
which is visible by the shorter extent of the deuteron ra-
pidity density in the forward direction and may allow to
investigate the nuclear potential.

Also, the cluster yields from coalescence (UrQMD) and
multi-fragmentation (SMM) agree very well with each
other, which will allow us to use the SMM to extrapolate
to high mass hyperclusters.

D. Transverse momentum spectra and rapidity
distribution of hypernuclei

Finally, we turn towards the most exciting physics pos-
sibilities of the pion beam experiment, namely the pro-
duction of hypernuclei, and especially the hypertriton.

Fig. 8 shows the transverse momentum differential
cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV) of the hypertriton
3
ΛH and the speculated NΞ clusters as a function of trans-
verse momentum at midrapidity |y| ≤ 0.5, the curves are
successively multiplied by factors of 100 from bottom to
top) for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
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Figure 7. [Color online] The rapidity differential cross section
dσ/dy in µb/∆y of deuterons (orange), tritons (green), 3He
(blue) and 4He (red) as a function of the rapidity for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) collisions
from UrQMD (v3.5) as denoted by dashed lines with sym-
bols and from statistical multi-fragmentation model (SMM)
as denoted by solid lines without symbols.

(right panel) collisions from UrQMD.

The main observation from the predicted transverse
momentum spectra is that the 3

ΛH is copiously produced
with transverse momenta accessible within the HADES
acceptance, while NΞ clusters maybe in reach.

Finally, we combine the different transverse momen-
tum distributions and obtain in Fig. 9 the rapidity dif-
ferential cross section dσ/dy in µb of the 3

ΛH (dashed
red lines with open symbols), NΞ (black stars) as well as
other clusters as a function of the rapidity for minimum
bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W (right panel) colli-
sions from UrQMD with coalescence denoted by dashed
lines and from SMM denoted by solid lines with full sym-
bols.

As expected, the rapidity density of the cross section
of 3

ΛH production has a peak value in the target rapidity
region. The yield in the π− + W system is substantially
larger than in the π−+C system, due to a higher hyperon
multiplicity and due to the larger stopping power of the
bigger nucleus, which increases the formation probabil-
ity. Turning cross section into numbers, this suggests
that O(10−3) hypertritons per event can be expected
in these collisions. This means that measured statis-
tics reported by the HADES collaboration (approx. 108

recorded events for each system) in Ref. [24] is sufficient
to extract up to O(105) 3

ΛH from their full data set al-
lowing for a detailed and highly differential measurement
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Figure 8. [Color online] The transverse momentum differ-
ential cross section dσ/dpTdy in µb/(GeV∆y) of 3

ΛH (blue)
and NΞ (black) as a function of transverse momentum at
|y| ≤ 0.5, for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
(right panel) collisions from UrQMD. The extrapolated NΞ
is shown as a dotted line.

of the hypertriton.
The light cluster and hypertriton formation from

UrQMD and SMM are agreement for the larger system,
however for the smaller system they differ by a factor of
10, which may indicate the systematic error for the hy-
pertriton production. Fig. 9 therefore additionally shows
the rapidity densities of the NΛ (blue line with circles),
the NNΛ (green line with triangles-up), the 4

ΛH (yellow
line with squares) and the 4

ΛHe (pink line with crosses)
as calculated with the SMM model. One observes that
these hypernuclei are also produced copiously and con-
firms that the stopping power from the target nucleus
allows only a few nucleons to fly in the forward rapid-
ity direction. As a result, the NΛ (blue) formation with
A = 2 extends more toward forward rapidity compare to
other hypernuclei with A ≥ 3.

E. Light and hyperfragments of larger mass
numbers

Within the statistical multi-fragmentation model also
larger light nuclei and hypernuclei are formed due to the
statistical nature of the approach. This allows to esti-
mate the total abundance of Λ-hypernuclei and even Ξ-
hypernuclei in the analyzed π− + C/W systems at 1.7
GeV incident momentum.

Fig. 10 shows the integrated cross section of light
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Figure 9. [Color online] The rapidity differential cross section
dσ/dy in µb/∆y of the NΛ (blue), NNΛ (green), 3

ΛH (red),
4
ΛH (yellow), 4

ΛHe (pink), and NΞ (black) as a function of the
rapidity for minimum bias π− + C (left panel) and π− + W
(right panel) collisions from UrQMD with coalescence (v3.5)
denoted as dashed lines with open symbols and statistical
multi-fragmentation model (SMM) denoted as solid lines with
full symbols.

nuclei (full symbols) and hypernuclei (single-strange as
open symbols) production with different charges Z (de-
noted by the color) as a function of their mass num-
ber A for minimum bias π− + C and π− + W collisions
from a statistical multi-fragmentation (SMM) analysis
of the UrQMD (v3.5) data. Although the light cluster
and hypernuclei abundances fall off approximately expo-
nentially with increasing mass number, their integrated
production cross section might still allow for a signal ex-
traction by the HADES collaboration or in an upcoming
π+A experiment with higher beam luminosity. As light
nuclear fragments with a mass numbers up to A = 16 are
still produced with a yield of 10−6 per event and hyper-
nuclei with mass number A = 10 with a yield of 10−7 per
event, this allows for the first time to study light clus-
ters and hypernuclei with large A in πA collisions. As
reported by the HADES collaboration in [28] their pion
beam can reach beam momenta of up to pbeam = 2.5
GeV lifting the abundances drastically and allowing for
significant Ξ-hypernuclei production as well. This may
offer the unique opportunity to implement parts of the
hypermatter physics program proposed for PANDA in
the HADES π +A program.
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Figure 10. [Color online] The integrated cross section of light
nuclei (full symbols) and hypernuclei (single-strange as open
symbols) production with different charges Z (denoted by the
color) as a function of their mass number A for minimum
bias π− + C and π− + W collisions from a statistical multi-
fragmentation (SMM) analysis of the UrQMD (v3.5) data.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have employed the state-of-the-
art Ultra-relativistic Quantum Molecular Dynamics
(UrQMD) microscopic transport model to calculate π−+
C and π−+W collisions at plab = 1.7 GeV. Then we con-
trast our results with a Statistical Multi-fragmentation
Model (SMM). We found good agreement between the
calculated and measured transverse momentum and ra-
pidity distributions of protons and Λ’s. An important
aspect for the description of the proton spectra in the
target region was the inclusion of cluster production to
obtain the free proton spectra using the coalescence ap-
proach. We further predicted the light cluster (deuteron,
triton and Helium-3) double differential cross sections
and rapidity densities using the coalescence mechanism
and SMM model. Finally, we applied the coalescence
mechanism and the SMM to predict hypernuclei double
differential cross sections. Both non-strange and strange
cluster yields are sufficiently high to be accessible by the
HADES collaboration’s statistics.

As a final remark, the potential of double strange hy-
pernuclei production is discussed. It was suggested that
Ξ production proceeds also via the formation of a reso-
nance that decays via N∗ → Ξ + K + K [29]. If such a
resonance exists, then the HADES pion beam set-up with
a selection of pions with higher momenta (reaching at
least a center-of-mass energy of

√
s = mΞ + 2mK) would
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allow to perform similar studies as with the PANDA de-
tector for multi-strange hyperfragments. In the same
manner, the double-Λ hypernuclei can be produced via
Ξ +N +N ↔ Λ + Λ +N .
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Introduction. Particles and fields are two fundamen-
tal forms of matter in our natural world. Particles are
excitations or quanta of their corresponding fields, which
are characterized by quantum numbers such as mass,
charge, spin, and parity. Photons, for example, are
quanta of electromagnetic fields that mediate electromag-
netic forces among charged particles. In collisions at high
energy scales, gluons appear as quanta of color fields that
mediate interaction among quarks as elementary parti-
cles of strong interaction. At low energy scales, strong
interaction is often characterized by mesons as effective
degrees of freedom of quark and gluons, whose existence
was proposed by Yukawa in 1935 in analogy with elec-
tromagnetic fields [1]. We now know nuclear forces as
strong interaction at low energies have many components
of meson fields [2, 3] σ, π, ρ, ω, etc.. As the energy scale
increases in nuclear reactions other meson fields carrying
strangeness quantum number may come into play, such
as K, φ, etc.. As quanta of strong force fields, all these
mesons with their specified quantum numbers were dis-
covered before 1960s. Due to their short Compton wave-
lengths, experimentally it is much easier to detect par-
ticles than wave-like fields that are elusive and strongly
fluctuate.

Recently, for the first time, the print of one kind of
strong force field could be detected through the global
spin alignment of vector mesons in heavy-ion collisions in
the STAR experiment [4]. This is another breakthrough
after the one in the measurement of the global spin po-
larization of Λ in heavy-ion collisions [5]. The global
spin polarization arises from the initial orbital angular
momentum (OAM) in nuclear collisions that is partially
converted to the local OAM or vorticity leading to the po-
larization of hadrons through spin-orbit coupling in the
interaction [6–8]. The spin alignment of vector mesons
in heavy-ion collisions along the OAM direction was first
proposed by Liang and Wang some years ago [7]. The ob-
servable is the 00 element ρ00 of the spin density matrix
for vector mesons which can be measured by the angu-
lar distribution of their strong decay daughters in their
rest frame [9]. The STAR data for ρ00 show a surpris-
ingly large positive deviation from 1/3, which is orders of
magnitude larger than predictions by conventional mech-
anisms [4]. In Ref. [10], Sheng, Oliva and Wang proposed
that the local correlation or fluctuation of the φ meson
field can produce a large positive deviation for ρ00 from

1/3 and thus provided a possible explanation. Such φ
field may originate from non-perturbative strong interac-
tion coupled to s and s and is connected with vacuum
properties of quantum chromodynamics (QCD)[11, 12].
Vector meson spin alignment The spin state of a sys-

tem of spin-S particles can be described by the spin
density matrix ρ̂, which is a (2S + 1) × (2S + 1) com-
plex and Hermitian matrix for spin-S particles with unit
trace. The number of independent real variables in ρ̂
is 4S(S + 1). For example, for spin-1/2 particles, there
are 3 independent real variables corresponding to a po-
larization vector P as in ρ = (1/2)(1 + σ · P) where
σ are Pauli matrices. For spin-1 particles such as vec-
tor mesons, there are 8 independent real variables cor-
responding to a polarization vector P (3 variables) and
a symmetric traceless tensor Tij (also called the tensor
polarization, 5 variables). As a spin-1/2 particle, the Λ
hyperon’s spin polarization can be measured through its
parity-violating weak decay Λ→ pπ−, since the preferred
direction of the daughter proton’s momentum is along its
spin in the rest frame. However, this is not the case for
vector mesons since they mainly decay through strong
interaction in which the parity is conserved. So the ele-
ments of the spin density matrix that can be measured
are its tensor components Tij and ρ00 is associated with
them. For the φ meson’s strong decay φ → K+K−, the
daughter particle’s polar angular distribution is given by

dN

dcosθ
=

3

4

[
1− ρ00 + (3ρ00 − 1)cos2θ

]
. (1)

We see that ρ00 appears in the coefficient of cos2θ which
can be determined by measuring the polar angle distribu-
tion. If ρ00 = 1/3, the distribution is a constant indicat-
ing that the daughter particles are emitted isotropically.
If ρ00 6= 1/3, the probabilities of the vector meson in three
spin states are not equal and then the emission of daugh-
ter particles is anisotropic. For ρ00 ≷ 1/3, the polar angle
distribution is in a cigar/discus shape (as shown in Fig.
1). Correspondingly, if ρ00 > 1/3, the vector meson has
a larger probability to be in the spin state λ = 0 so that
its average polarization vector (not the spin) is aligned
to the spin quantization axis. If ρ00 < 1/3, the vector
meson has a larger probability to be in the spin states
λ = ±1 and its average polarization vector is aligned
in the plane perpendicular to the spin quantization axis.
The quantity ρ00 is thus referred to the spin alignment
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Figure 1: (Color online) The shape of dN/dcosθ for the daugh-
ter particle in the vector meson’s decay with ρ00 = 1/2 > 1/3
(left panel) and ρ00 = 1/6 < 1/3 (right panel).

of the vector meson.
Experimental results. In Ref. [4], φ and K∗0 mesons

are observed by paring of their decay daughters K± and
Kπ, respectively, with subtraction of the combinatorial
background and application of the so-called event mix-
ing and rotation methods. Detail studies show that both
techniques can effectively break the correlation between
pairs in real events, and the yields of φ and K∗0 from
two techniques are consistent [4]. The spin quantiza-
tion direction is chosen to be the normal direction of the
second-order event plane constructed from charge par-
ticles collected by the STAR Time Projection Chamber
(TPC). Then the polar angle distribution of Eq. (1) is an-
alyzed, and ρ00 is extracted after correction for detection
efficiency and acceptance. The spin quantization direc-
tion can be constructed by different detectors such as the
shower maximum detector and the beam-beam counter,
and they all give consistent results on the global spin
alignment of φ and K∗0 [4]. In the following, we only
discuss results with respect to the TPC event plane.

Figure 2 shows the ρ00 data for φ and K∗0 mesons in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN= 11.5 to 200 GeV measured

by the STAR collaboration [4] from a dedicated Beam
Energy Scan program and multiple years of high statis-
tics event collection of Au+Au collisions at 200 GeV. The
centrality categorizes events according to the observed
number of tracks in each collision. Here the 0% centrality
corresponds to exactly head-on collisions, which produce
the most tracks, while the 100% centrality corresponds
to barely glancing collisions, which produce the fewest
tracks. The STAR measurements presented in Fig. 2 are
for the centrality interval of 20% to 60%, where one ex-
pects the largest OAM among collisions and better signal
to noise ratio in the experimental analysis. A complete
set of results for centrality and transverse momentum
dependence can be found in Ref. [4]. The STAR’s data
give

ρφ00 = 0.3512± 0.0017(stat.)± 0.0017(syst.),

ρK
∗0

00 = 0.3356± 0.0034(stat.)± 0.0043(syst.),

which are obtained by averaging over results at energies

10 210 310

  (GeV)NNs

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

00ρ

filled: STAR (Au+Au & 20% - 60% Centrality)

open: ALICE (Pb+Pb & 10% - 50% Centrality)

 < 5.4 GeV/c)
T

p| < 1.0 & 1.2 < y    (|φ

 < 5.0 GeV/c)
T

p| < 1.0 & 1.0 < y (|*0K
4
π 0.73 m± = 4.64 s

(y)
G

Figure 2: (Color online) Measurements of ρ00 with respect
to the second-order event plane in high energy heavy-ion col-
lisions. Stars represent the data for φ mesons [4, 13], circles
represent the data for K∗0 mesons [4, 13]. The solid red line
is a fit to data by the model based on strong force fields [10].

from 11.5 to 62.4 GeV for φ, and from 11.5 to 54.4 GeV
for K∗0 [4]. Taking the total uncertainties as the sum
in quadrature of statistical and systematic uncertainties,
the results suggest that ρφ00 is above 1/3 with a signifi-
cance of 7.4 σ, indicating a significant global spin align-
ment for the φ meson. The values of ρK

∗0

00 , however, are
consistent with 1/3. Measurements in Pb+Pb collisions
at
√

sNN= 2.76 TeV [13] in the pT bin nearest to the mean
pT for STAR data in the range from 1.0 to 5.0 GeV/c are
also shown for comparison. They are consistent with the
STAR data where magnitude of the spin alignment for
both φ and K∗0 lie at 1/3 at the highest beam energies
within large uncertainties.
Quark coalescence model. The quark coalescence

model (QCM) is the convenient theoretical tool to de-
scribe the hadron production or hadronization in heavy-
ion collisions. Therefore one can calculate the spin den-
sity matrix for vector mesons in terms of those of the
quarks and antiquarks in QCM [7, 10]. A non-relativistic
QCM is the most simple and transparent one to this
end [10, 14]. In QCM, the meson’s spin density oper-
ator can be constructed as ρ̂M = ρ̂q ⊗ ρ̂q, where ρ̂q and
ρ̂q are spin density operators of the quark and antiquark
in spin and momentum space respectively. The elements
ρM
λ1λ2

(x,p) can be obtained by projecting ρM onto two
mesons’ spin and momentum states and then taking a
Fourier transformation with respect to the relative mo-
mentum of two states. The ρ00 for the φ meson in phase
space reads [10]

ρφ00(x,p) ≈ 1

3
− 2

3

〈
P yq (x1,p1)P yq̄ (x2,p2)

〉
+

2

9
〈Pq (x1,p1) ·Pq̄ (x2,p2)〉 , (2)
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where x1 = x + ∆x/2, x2 = x−∆x/2, p1 = p/2 + ∆p,
p2 = p/2 − ∆p, the average is taken over ∆x and ∆p
weighted by the φ meson’s wave function, Pq(x1,p1) and
Pq(x2,p2) are spin polarization vectors of the quark and
antiquark respectively, and the spin quantization direc-
tion is taken along the y direction.

Equation (2) clearly shows that the vector meson’s
spin alignment is determined by the local correlation of
quark’s and antiquark’s polarization functions Pq(x1,p1)
and Pq(x2,p2) inside the phase space limited by the me-
son’s wave function.

Local correlation of φ fields. It is well known that
fermions such as quarks at rest have magnetic moments
proportional to their spins that are polarized along the
direction of the magnetic field. For moving fermions,
the electric field comes into play in the form of p × E
(the spin-orbit coupling or spin-Hall effect). Similarly
vorticity fields and vector meson fields can also polarize
quarks and antiquarks. For s and s that make the φ
meson, the spin polarization vector is

Pq/q =
1

2
ω +

1

2ms
ε× p

± gφ
2msT

Bφ ±
gφ

2mqEpT
Eφ × p, (3)

where T is the effective temperature of the quark matter
when s and s combine into the φ meson, ε and ω are the
electric and magnetic part of the thermal vorticity tensor,
and Eφ and Bφ are the electric and magnetic part of the
φ field, respectively. Here we have neglected the effects
from electromagnetic fields since they die away quickly
in the late stage of the matter evolution in heavy-ion
collisions. The effects from vorticity fields can also be
neglected because their magnitudes from the measured
Λ polarization are too small to account for the observed
ρφ00, but their terms are kept in Eq. (3) just as a con-
trast to those of φ fields. The main difference between
terms of vorticity fields and φ fields in Eq. (3) is the sign
for antiquarks: vorticity fields do not distinguish quarks
from antiquarks while φ fields do (same as electromag-
netic fields). We see in the following that this is essential
to obtained a large vector meson spin alignment ρ00 in
the coalescence of s and s̄ into the φ meson.

Substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (2), one obtains that ρφ00

depends on the local correlation of φ fields inside the φ
meson’s wave function. A more rigorous approach based
on the relativistic QCM has been formulated using the
closed-time-path (Schwinger-Keldysh) method in quan-
tum field theory [15, 16]. The result obtained for ρφ00

reads [15, 16]

ρφ00(t,x,p) ≈ 1

3
+ C1

[
1

3
ω′ · ω′ − (ε0 · ω′)2

]
+C2

[
1

3
ε′ · ε′ − (ε0 · ε′)2

]
−

4g2
φ

m2
φT

2

{
C1

[
1

3
B′φ ·B′φ − (ε0 ·B′φ)2

]
+ C2

[
1

3
E′φ ·E′φ − (ε0 ·E′φ)2

]}
, (4)

where the fields with primes are in the φ meson’s rest
frame, and C1 and C2 are functions of ms (strange
quark mass) and mφ (φ meson mass). We see that all
terms appear in fields squared. The momentum de-
pendence of ρφ00 can be obtained by rewriting ρφ00 in
terms of fields in the lab frame using Lorentz trans-
formation. By taking averages over space-time on the
hadronization hyper-surface of the φ meson, one obtains
ρφ00 as functions of momentum that can be compared
with STAR’s data [4]. The parameters are in the form
of
〈
g2
φE

2
φ/T

2
〉
and

〈
g2
φB

2
φ/T

2
〉
and reflect local fluctu-

ations of φ fields [15]. If we assume that local field fluc-
tuations are different in the transverse (labeled as i) and
longitudinal direction (labeled as z) with respect to the
beam direction z in heavy-ion collisions, then ρφ00 depends
on two parameters F 2

T ≡ 〈g2
φB

2
φ,i/T

2〉 = 〈g2
φE

2
φ,i/T

2〉 and
F 2
z ≡ 〈g2

φB
2
φ,z/T

2〉 = 〈g2
φE

2
φ,z/T

2〉. The values of two pa-
rameters are determined by fitting STAR’s data on ρ00

as functions of collision energies in Fig. 2. With fitted
values of two parameters one can predict the transverse
momentum spectra of ρφ00 at all available collision ener-
gies which are in good agreement with STAR’s data [4].
Summary and outlook An unexpected large global

spin alignment of φ mesons has been observed by the
STAR Collaboration [4] in relativistic heavy-ion colli-
sions. By using the quark coalescence model for hadron
production, Refs. [10, 15, 16] provide a good interpreta-
tion of the data [4]. According to this interpretation, such
a large global spin alignment of φ mesons is induced by
the local correlation or fluctuation of strong force fields
on the hadronization hyper-surface. The average values
〈E2

φ〉 and 〈B2
φ〉 reflect the local fluctuation of φ fields

and are expected to be calculable using lattice QCD.
These studies open a new avenue to investigate prop-
erties of the strongly interacting quark matter as well as
non-perturbative properties of strong interaction. In ad-
dition, relativistic heavy-ion collisions are usually called
“small bang” in contrast to the Big Bang of the universe.
In such an analog, hadronization on the freeze-out hyper-
surface corresponds to the stage of the early universe in
which particles are decoupled from the interaction dur-
ing the Big Bang. The vector meson’s spin alignment is
similar to polarization modes of cosmic microwave back-
ground radiation.

We note that such an explanation is still subject to
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debate and further verification. More systematical stud-
ies in both experiments and theories need to be done to
clarify the deep physics behind the phenomena.
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Abstract

As known, some approximate approaches to the hadron scattering from nuclei work rather
well far beyond the limits of their applicability. This was explained by cancellation of
the contributions (non-adiabatic and off-shell effects) omitted in these approaches. More-
over, in some cases (in particular, for the reaction p̄d → e+e−n) this cancella-
tion allowed to derive rather simple analytical formula for the reaction amplitude. Solving
the Faddeev equations, we confirm numerically this formula and, hence, the cancellations.

Keywords: Antiproton annihilation, Proton form factor, Faddeev equations

1 Introduction

A few decades ago, when numerical solving the
Faddeev equations was not yet possible and
calculation of the hadron scattering on nuclei
based on approximate analytical approaches, it
was noticed that some of these approximate
approaches worked surprisingly well in wider
domain than initially expected. As an example, we
mention the Glauber approach [1], which works
well, often beyond the formal limits of its applica-
bility. An illustration is given by good description
of scattering of the low-energy antiprptons from
nuclei, down to 50 MeV [2] (see for review Ref. [3]
and references therein). For applicability of this
approach, two principal conditions should be sat-
isfied: (i) straightforwardness of the trajectory of

the projectile particle in nucleus (eikonal approx-
imation); (ii) possibility to neglect the motion
of the intra-nuclear nucleons (adiabatic approxi-
mation). In addition, though the nucleons in the
intermediate states are virtual (off-mass-shell), in
these calculations, (iii) the elementary nucleon-
nucleon amplitudes were taken on-mass shell. In
the case of the low-energy antiproton scattering,
the condition (i) can be ensured by the fact that
the antiproton-nucleon scattering is strongly for-
ward directed even for relatively low energies.
However, for the first glance, the conditions (ii)
and (iii) can be hardly satisfied.

At that time, these observations triggered
the researches aimed to explain the reasons of
these successes. The detail analytical study of
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the hadron-nucleus scattering amplitudes was ful-
filled [4–10]. The cancellation of different effects
was discovered. Thus, it was found that the non-
adiabatic effects and off-shell effects in the elemen-
tary scattering amplitudes considerably canceled
each other. This explains, why, for example, the
Glauber approach [1], which just does not take
into account these effects, works so well. It also
explains, why an approximate approach loses its
accuracy after attempt to ”improve” it by incor-
porating only a part of omitted effects, say, the
non-adiabatic effects only, omitted in the eikonal
propagators.

Currently, the problem of scattering of nucle-
ons by light nuclei is successfully being solved
by the numerical treatment of the Faddeev-
Yakubovsky equations (see, e.g., the review [11]
for the equations and references therein for
their solutions). The input is the nucleon-nucleon
potential (or the off-shell amplitudes), the out-
put is the many-channel scattering amplitude,
which includes both the elastic scattering, rear-
rangements and breakup, if any. This great and
well-deserved success achieved, partially, due to
the ”brute force” of computers, overshadowed
the interest in the important question ”how does
this work?” Though all the effects, discussed
above, are automatically taken into account by
the Faddeev-Yakubovsky equations, the question
”how does this work?” , that is, ”what is the role
and contribution of the non-adiabatic and off-shell
effects in forming the final many-channel scatter-
ing amplitude?” - still can be asked if one wants
to achieve the deep understanding of mechanism
of a nuclear reaction.

Fig. 1 Multiple scattering graphs determining amplitude
of the reaction p̄d→ e+e−n.

These researches had not only academic, but
also crucial practical interest, related to possibil-
ity to extract from the reaction p̄d → e+e−n the
proton form factor in the time-like domain of the
momentum transfer squared q2 > 0, under the p̄p

threshold q2 < 4m2. In the works [9, 10], the scru-
tinized study of full set of the diagrams, shown in
Fig. 1, contributing to the amplitude p̄d→ e+e−n,
was carried out. The amplitude corresponding to
the first term of this set, Fig. 1a, has the form

Mu = ψdΓu, (1)

where ψd is the deuteron wave function, Γu is the
annihilation amplitude p̄p→ e+e−, Figure 2,

Γu = ψku(r = 0)Γ0, (2)

Γ0 is the amplitude of annihilation p̄p → e+e−

not including the initial state p̄p interaction (Fig.
2a), and ψk(r) is the continuous spectrum p̄p coor-
dinate space wave function, corresponding to the
eigenvalue E = k2/m (k is the nucleon momen-
tum in the p̄p c.m. frame, m is the nucleon mass).
It takes into account the initial state p̄p interac-
tion, Fig. 2b. The equation (2) corresponds to the
sum of two graphs shown in Fig. 2.

The subscript ”u” (we follow the notations of
Refs. [9, 10]) denotes the p̄p energy found from
the energy-momentum conservation laws applied
to the reaction p̄d→ e+e−n. It is calculated in the
next section, Eq. (7). This energy, relative to the
p̄p mass 2m, can be both positive and negative.
That is, if the impulse approximation diagram Fig.
1a dominates, this indeed would allow to access
the proton form factor under threshold.

Fig. 2 The annihilation amplitude p̄p→ e+e−.

In contrast to Fig. 2b, which, besides the anni-
hilation, includes the initial state p̄p interaction,
the antiproton-nucleon interactions in the reac-
tion p̄d → e+e−n, before the p̄p annihilation,
are determined by the infinite set of the multiple
scattering graphs shown in Fig. 1. These graphs
are not reduced to a single p̄p interaction. That’s
why, generally speaking, the impulse approxima-
tion formula (1), proportional to the proton form
factor, is distorted. However, as it was proved in
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[9, 10], the total effect of all the re-scatterings and
cancellations mentioned above and shown in Fig.
1, restores the amplitude in the form of Eq. (1),
but with the shifted and always positive energy E
in ψk(0), called below ”v” (defined by Eq. (9)).
Namely,

Mv = ψdΓv (3)

(which will be given in more detail in the next
section) with

Γv = ψkv (r = 0)Γ0. (4)

This approximate formula is not valid for p̄p in
the vicinity of the p̄p bound states. Therefore, our
discussion concerns the situation when the e+e−

effective mass is not close to mass of the p̄p bound
states. The accuracy of Eq. (4) was estimated in
[9, 10] in 30%.

Like in Eq. (2), Γ0 in Eq. (4) is still the
amplitude of annihilation p̄p → e+e− not includ-
ing the initial state p̄p interaction. It contains
the ”internal” proton form factor which, like in
Eq. (2), depends on the true q2, defined in the
next section by Eq. (6). q2 can take the under-
threshold values less than 4m2. The argument q2

is not shifted. However, though this formula looks
like the impulse approximation (Figure 1a), the
factor Γv, responsible for the initial state p̄p inter-
action, is quite different from Γu in the impulse
approximation, Eq. (1). It takes approximately
into account an infinite set of diagrams corre-
sponding to all the np and p̄p re-scatterings shown
in Figure 1. The energy E, denoted now, follow-
ing Refs. [9, 10], by v, should be found not from
the conservation laws, allowing to take the nega-
tive values. It takes the value as if the proton is
not bound in the deuteron, but is free [9, 10]. That
is, as if its four-momentum were on the nucleon
mass shell. v is always positive and therefore the
np and p̄p re-scatterings, resulting in Eq. (4), pre-
vent from penetration under the p̄p threshold and
don’t allow to access the proton form factor in the
time-like domain, except for the close vicinity of
the p̄p bound states, if any.

This was very important and unexpected
observation. For the first glance, the ”common
sense” intuition refuses to accept it. Therefore, it
needs independent confirmation. The aim of the
present work is to check this result not analyzing
the diagrams (in contrast to the way taken in Refs.

[9, 10]), but by direct numerical solving the Fad-
deev equations. In this our way, the results of the
papers [9, 10] will be confirmed with rather good
precision (better than 30% expected in [9, 10]).
Similarly to these papers, we will consider the
relatively small antiproton energies. In the frame-
work of the impulse approximation, the value of
the cross section of the reaction p̄d → e+e−n for
high-energy antiprotons with p = 1.5 GeV/c was
estimated in [12].

Plan of the present article is the following.
In Sect. 2 we give the analytical formula for the
amplitude p̄d → e+e−n found in Refs. [9, 10].
In Sect. 3 we present the formalism of the Fad-
deev equations in the coordinate space. In Sect.
4 the amplitude p̄d → e+e−n is calculated by
means of the Faddeev formalism. The comparison
of the numerical results, found via the Faddeev
equations, with Eqs. (1) and (3) is presented in
Sect. 5. Sect. 6 contains concluding remarks. Some
technical details are included in four Appendices
A,B,C,D.

2 Refining the amplitudes Mu

and Mv

The set of graphs determining the amplitude of
the reaction p̄d → e+e−n includes, before anni-
hilation p̄p → e+e−, the re-scatterings of the
incident antiproton p̄ on nucleons of deuteron and
the re-scatterings of the deuteron nucleons (np)
on each other. Examples of these graphs taking
into account the p̄p and pn re-scatterings only
(not the p̄n ones) are shown in Figure 1. The
approximation omitting all these re-scatterings is
the impulse approximation. It takes into account
only the graph Fig. 1a. We also omit, for two rea-
sons, the Coulomb interaction between p̄ and p.
(i) Though we consider the low-energy antipro-
tons, their energy is not so low for importance
of the Coulomb interaction. (ii) Testing numeri-
cally the results of Refs. [9, 10], we have to assume
exactly the same interaction which was taken in
these papers. Otherwise, we will be unable to
obtain clear conclusions.

The impulse approximation amplitude reads:

M(p̄d→ e+e−n) = ψd

(
~pn +

1

2
~pp̄

)
ψku(0)Γ0,

(5)
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where ku =
√
mu and u is the p̄p energy (over or

below 2m) in this reaction, found from the conser-
vation laws. Its explicit form is given below in Eq.
(7). We work in the c.m. frame ~pd+ ~pp̄ = 0, where
the amplitude depends on the momentum ~pp̄ of
the incident antiproton and on the momentum ~pn
of outgoing neutron and we assume that the pro-
ton and neutron masses are equal to each other:
mp = mn ≡ m. In Eq. (5), ~pn+ 1

2~pp̄ is the relative
pn momentum in c.m. frame. Since the deuteron
momentum is ~pd = −~pp̄, the proton momentum is
~pp = ~pd−~pn = −~pp̄−~pn, this gives for the relative
np momentum 1

2 (~pn − ~pp) = ~pn + 1
2~pp̄.

The invariant e+e− energy squared (equal, for
the graph Fig. 1a, to the p̄p energy squared) is

M2
e+e− = q2 = (Ed + Ep̄ − En)2 − ~p 2

n (6)

=
(√

(2m− |εd|)2 + ~p 2
p̄ +

√
m2 + ~p 2

p̄

−
√
m2 + ~p 2

n

)2

− ~p 2
n ≈ (2m+ u)2,

where εd is the deuteron binding energy and (in
the non-relativistic limit – large m):

u =
3(~p 2

p̄ − ~p 2
n)

4m
− |εd|. (7)

This variable can take the negative under-
threshold values.

As mentioned in the Introduction, according
to [9, 10], the amplitude corresponding to infinite
sum of graphs shown in Fig. 1, due to cancella-
tion in all of them the non-adiabatic effects in the
nucleon propagators with the off-mass-shell effects
in the elementary amplitudes, obtains the form of
the impulse approximation Eq. (5), but with the
shifted value of ku → kv =

√
mv, where v is the

kinetic energy of the p̄p pair calculated as if the
proton were on mass shell. Its explicit expression
is given below by Eq. (9).

We emphasize again: the proton in all the
graphs Fig. 1 is, of course, off-mass-shell. The
shift of the argument u → v, resulting to the
prescription kv =

√
mv, is due to incorporating

the infinite sum of the graphs Figure 1 and their
partial cancellation, as it was proved in [9, 10].

Let us express now the energy v via the
momenta ~pp̄ and ~pn. The assumption that the
proton is on the mass shell means that we take
for its energy not the difference Ep = Ed −

En, but the value Eonp =
√
m2 + ~p 2

p. As stated

above, the proton momentum: ~pp = −~pp̄ − ~pn.

The on-shell proton energy Eonp =
√
m2 + ~p 2

p =√
m2 + (~pp̄ + ~pn)2. Then the invariant p̄p energy

squared is

M2
e+e− = (Eonp + Ep̄)

2 − (~pp + ~pp̄)
2 (8)

=

(√
m2 + (~pp̄ + ~pn)2 +

√
m2 + ~p 2

p

)2

− ~p 2
n ≈ (2m+ v)2,

where (for large m):

v =
(~pn + 2~pp̄)

2

4m
> 0. (9)

Since the Faddeev equations will be solved
for the S-wave, for comparison, we should also
take the S-wave of the amplitude (5) and of the
amplitude obtained from (5) by the replacement
u → v. That is, we should calculate the inte-

gral 1
2

∫ 1

−1
. . . dz, where z is the cosine of the

angle between the vectors ~pn and ~pp̄. In this way,
depending on approximation, we find the S-wave
amplitudes:
M(p̄d→ e+e−n) = MuΓ0

or
M(p̄d→ e+e−n) = MvΓ0,
where

Mu =
1

2

∫ 1

−1

dz ψd

(
|~pn +

1

2
~pp̄|
)
ψku(0), (10)

Mv =
1

2

∫ 1

−1

dz ψd

(
|~pn +

1

2
~pp̄|
)
ψkv (0). (11)

z enters both in |~pn + 1
2~pp̄| and in kv:

|~pn +
1

2
~pp̄| =

√
p2
n + pnpp̄z +

1

4
p2
p̄, (12)

kv =
√
mv =

√
1

4
p2
n + pnpp̄z + p2

p̄, (13)

whereas ku does not depend on z:

ku =
√
mu =

√
3

4
(~p 2

p̄ − ~p 2
n)−m|εd|. (14)
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We would like to stress: according to [9, 10], the
amplitude Mu corresponds to the impulse approx-
imation - Fig. 1a, whereas the amplitude Mv

incorporates approximately all the graphs shown
in Fig. 1.

Note that ψk(0) = 1/fJost(−k), where fJost(k)
is the Jost function for the p̄p system. In numer-
ical calculations we will use the Hulthen and
exponential potentials, for which ψk(0) is known
analytically. It is given in Appendices A and B.

3 Using Faddeev equations

For the two-body pp̄ collision, the amplitude Γ of
annihilation p̄p → e+e− is given by Eq. (4). It
corresponds to the following transparent physics:
the incident antiproton and the target proton,
interacting with each other, are forming the two-
body continuous spectrum state described by the
wave function ψk(r). This state itself does not
include annihilation. Under annihilation interac-
tion (taken in the first order), the continuous
spectrum state ψk(r) turns into the state con-
taining free e+e− pair (neglecting their Coulomb
interaction). Since the annihilation occurs at small
distances, the transition amplitude is determined
by ψk(r = 0) which appears in Eq. (4).

The process p̄d → e+e−n is determined by
the same physics: the incident antiproton and the
proton + neutron in the target deuteron, interact-
ing with each other, are forming the three-body
continuous spectrum state described by the three-
body wave function Ψ(~x, ~y) (~x, ~y are the Jacobi
coordinates). The annihilation turns the pair p̄p
into e+e−, i.e., the continuous spectrum state
Ψ(~x, ~y) turns into the state containing three free
particles e+e−n (again neglecting the interaction
between them). We will see that since the p̄p
annihilation occurs at small distances, the tran-
sition amplitude is determined by Ψ(~x = 0, pn),
where ~x is the relative coordinate of the p̄p pair
and the neutron momentum pn appears after
Fourier transform in the second variable ~y. The
pn-dependence in Ψ(~x = 0, pn) describes the
momentum distribution of neutrons. This distri-
bution is the only new principal element which
differs the three-body problem from the two-body
one. Though technically, the difference between
the two-body and three-body problems is very
considerable.

So, to calculate the amplitude of the reaction
p̄d → e+e−n we should first find the three-body
continuous spectrum wave function Ψ(~x, ~y) of the
p̄pn system and then use it for calculating the
amplitude of the transition into the e+e−n state.
The three-body wave function is determined by
the Faddeev equations with appropriate boundary
(asymptotic) conditions containing the incident
and outgoing deuteron + antiproton (in the case
of elastic scattering only), or, in addition, out-
going baryonium B (p̄p bound state) + neutron.
For simplicity, we will consider the low incident
antiproton momenta which are insufficient for the
breakup – to the p̄pn asymptotic state. That is,
pp̄ < 79.2 MeV/c in the deuteron rest (lab.) frame,
or pp̄ < 52.8 MeV/c in the p̄d c.m. frame. If
the baryonium binding energy is greater than the
deuteron one, the channel with the baryonium
creation is open for any small momentum of the
incident antiproton.

Let us underline: the annihilation transforms
one three-body state p̄pn (formed by the strong
interaction) into another three-body one e+e−n
(containing free particles). The p̄p annihilation
can occur at any moment, not necessary in the
asymptotic p̄pn state. Therefore, to calculate this
transition, for the p̄pn system we will need just
the full three-body continuous spectrum wave
function Ψ(~x, ~y), not its asymptotic at y → ∞.
The asymptotic conditions will be imposed only
to find this full wave function from the Fad-
deev equations. The asymptotic will be also used
for tests. (i) We will check that the amplitudes
p̄d→ p̄d and p̄d→ Bn extracted from asymptotic
satisfy the unitarity condition involving both these
amplitudes. This will confirm the full solution
Ψ(~x, ~y) found numerically. (ii) In some particular
cases it turns out that the asymptotic starts rather
early and reproduces with satisfactory precision
the full wave function. With the analytical asymp-
totic form of the wave function one can find an
analytical formula for the amplitude p̄d→ e+e−n.
We will check that in this case the amplitude found
numerically is close to the analytical one. Besides,
excluding from this formula the p̄p interaction
(except for the p̄p annihilation), we reproduce
the impulse approximation. This provides another
test.
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We will work in the coordinate space. The
formulation of the Faddeev equations in the coor-
dinate space see in Ref. [11]. The coordinate space
three-body wave function is represented as sum of
two Faddeev components:

Ψ(~x1, ~y1) = ψ1(x1, y1) + ψ3(x3, y3) (15)

=
1√
4π

(
χ1(x1, y1)

x1y1
+
χ3(x3, y3)

x3y3

)
.

Since the p̄n interaction is not taken into account
(according to Refs. [9, 10], it does not change
the principal results), the Faddeev component
ψ2(x2, y2) is absent. In each Faddeev compo-
nent we keep the S-wave only, therefore any
Faddeev component depends on the modulas of
the corresponding Jacobi coordinates defined in
the Appendix C. Whereas the modulas x3, y3

in ψ3(x3, y3) = 1√
4π

χ3(x3,y3)
x3y3

in Eq. (15) are

expressed via the vectors ~x1, ~y1 by Eqs. (53) (see
Appendix C). This results in the angle integra-
tion in the r.h.-sides of the Faddeev equations (17)
below. We introduced in (15) the factor 1√

4π
in

order to have the conventional normalization (21)
for the radial bound state wave functions.

Since Ψ is finite, the functions χi(x, y) must
satisfy the conditions

χi(x = 0, y) = χi(x, y = 0) = 0. (16)

Then the system of equations for the S-wave
obtains the form:[

k2 +
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2
−mVp̄p(x)

]
χ1(x, y)

=
1

2
mVp̄p(x)

∫ 1

−1

du
xy

x′y′
χ3(x′, y′),[

k2 +
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2
−mVpn(x)

]
χ3(x, y) =

=
1

2
mVpn(x)

∫ 1

−1

du
xy

x′y′
χ1(x′, y′), (17)

where Vp̄p(x), Vpn(x) are the p̄p and pn potentials,

x′ =
1

2
(x2 + 2

√
3xyu+ 3y2)1/2,

y′ =
1

2
(3x2 − 2

√
3xyu+ y2)1/2, (18)

and the Faddeev components χ1,3 have the asymp-
totic:

χ1(x1, y1 →∞) = χb(x1)
1

p3
f1(p1) exp(ip1y1),

(19)

χ3(x3, y3 →∞) = χd(x3)
1

p3
[sin(p3y3)

+ f3(p3) exp(ip3y3)]. (20)

Here χb(x1), χd(x3) are the wave functions of
baryonium (p̄p) and deuteron both normalized as∫ ∞

0

χ2(r)dr = 1. (21)

f1(p1) is the dimensionless amplitude of the rear-
rangement p̄d→ Bn. f3(p3) in (20) is the dimen-
sionless elastic p̄d scattering amplitude, related
to the phase shift as f3(p3) = 1

2i [exp(2iδ) − 1].
If the channel with rearrangement is closed, the
phase δ is real. p1 is the Jacobi momentum in the
Bn channel, p3 is the Jacobi momentum in the
p̄d channel. In these channels, in the c.m. frame,
the Jacobi momenta are related to the c.m. ones
as p1 =

√
3

2 p̃n, p3 =
√

3
2 pp̄. In the elastic p̄d

channel the momentum pp̄ is the incident (and
final) antiproton momentum. In the rearrange-
ment channel p̄d → Bn the neutron momentum
p̃n is found from the energy conservation law. It
is determined by the incident antiproton momen-
tum pp̄ and by the particle masses participating in
the reaction. Above we used the notation ~pn (or
pn without tilde) for the neutron momentum in
the reaction p̄d→ e+e−n. It depends on the effec-
tive mass of the e+e− pair and therefore varies.
Whereas, p̃n is a particular value of pn which
the neutron obtains in the reaction p̄d → Bn,
or kinematically equivalent, for the e+e− effective
mass equal to mass of baryonium. One should not
confuse p̃n and pn.

If the p̄p interaction is not enough to create
the p̄p bound state, then

χ1(x1, y1 →∞) = 0, (22)

χ3(x3, y3 →∞) = χd(x3)
1

p3
[sin(p3y3)

+ f3(p3) exp(ip3y3)], (23)

and, as mentioned above, the phase shift corre-
sponding to f3(p3) is real.
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The boundary conditions in the variables
x1, x3 → ∞ correspond to decrease of both func-
tions χ1 and χ3, due to finite size of the deuteron
and baryonium. That is:

χ1(x1 →∞, y1)→ 0, χ3(x3 →∞, y3)→ 0.
(24)

Equivalently, instead of Eqs. (24), one can
impose at x1, x3 →∞ the equations (17) and put
in them V (x) = 0 (that we used in our numerical
calculations). For negative energies the solutions
of the free equations are zeroes, that is, are given
by Eqs. (24).

If the p̄p interaction is enough strong and
creates the p̄p bound state with rather large
binding energy (but no excited states, for sim-
plicity), the final relative Bn momentum p1

is rather large. The relative p̄d momentum p3

can be also large. Since the oscillating fac-
tors exp(ip1y1) and exp(ip3y3), extracted in the
asymptotic, are included in χ1(x1, y1), χ3(x3, y3),
the functions (19), (20) oscillate. This compli-
cates their numerical calculations. A way to over-
come that is to extract these exponents from
χ1(x1, y1), χ3(x3, y3). Besides, we have noticed
that extraction of the deuteron and baryonium
wave functions improves the accuracy and conver-
gence of the numerical calculations. That is, we
represent the Faddeev components as:

χ1(x1, y1) = exp(ip1y1)χb(x1)χ̃1(x1, y1), (25)

χ3(x3, y3) = exp(ip3y3)χd(x3)χ̃3(x3, y3)

+ χd(x3) sin(p3y3). (26)

We substitute expressions (25), (26) in the
equations (22), (23), derive equations for the func-
tions χ̃1(x, y), χ̃3(x, y), and impose on them the
boundary conditions

χ̃1,3(x, y = 0) = 0,
∂

∂y
χ̃1,3(x, y)

∣∣∣∣
y=ymax

= 0.

(27)
Solving numerically the equations for

χ̃1,3(x, y), we find the three-body wave function
Ψ(~x, ~y), Eq. (15).

4 Finding the amplitude
p̄d→ e+e−n

As explained above, the initial state containing
p̄d, under strong interaction, turns into a contin-
uous spectrum three-body state p̄pn described by
the wave function found in the previous section.
Due to the p̄p annihilation, this state turns into
the state of free particles e+e−n. To find the
amplitude of this transition in the first order of
the annihilation interaction, we should calculate
the matrix element from the transition operator
between the continuous spectrum state p̄pn and
the final one e+e−n. This amplitude differs from
the two-body one p̄p → e+e− by the initial and
final states, whereas the transition operator, cor-
responding to the annihilation, is the same. Since
the two-body amplitude p̄p → e+e− is known (it
is given by Eq. (2)), we can easy determine the
transition operator leading to this amplitude and
then use this operator in the three-body problem.
Looking at the amplitude (2), we see that this
operator has the form Ô = δ(3)(~r)Γ0, where ~r is
the relative distance between p̄ and p and Γ0 is
the p̄p→ e+e− annihilation amplitude not includ-
ing the initial interaction via the p̄p potential. It
corresponds to annihilation at ~r = 0. Since the
pair p̄p after annihilation is absent in the final
state and the e+e− interaction in the final state is
neglected, the matrix element Γ, in the two-body
reaction p̄p → e+e−, contains only the initial p̄p
state, described by the continuous spectrum wave
function ψk(r):

Γ = Γ0

∫
δ(3)(~r)ψk(r)d3r = ψk(r = 0)Γ0 (28)

that indeed reproduces Eq. (2).
Similarly, for the three-body reaction p̄d →

e+e−n, the initial state is given by the wave func-
tion exp(i ~P ·~R)Ψ(~x, ~y) with Ψ defined in (15). The
final state contains the (complex conjugated) neu-

tron plane wave: exp(−i ~P ′·~R)ψ∗n, where ψ∗n =
exp(−i~p1·~y1). The equations (19), (20), imply that
the particle No. 1 is neutron, No. 2 – proton
and No. 3 – antiproton. Therefore ~y1 is relative
coordinate of neutron and p̄p system (apart the
coefficient

√
3/2), ~p1 is the Jacobi momentum of

the final neutron, that justifies the expression for
ψn. The factors exp(i ~P ·~R) and exp(−i ~P ′·~R) take
into account the c.m. motion of the initial and
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final three-body systems. The center of mass coor-
dinate ~R and the total momentum ~P are defined
in Appendix C, Eqs. (51) and (55) respectively.

In this way, for the amplitude of the transition
p̄d→ e+e−n we find:

M(p̄d→ e+e−n) =

∫
exp(−i ~P ′·~R)ψ∗n(y1)

× Ô exp(i ~P ·~R)Ψ(~x1, ~y1)d3r1d
3r2d

3r3. (29)

We transform the integration to the Jacobi vari-
ables:

d3r1d
3r2d

3r3 =

(√
3

2

)3

d3x1d
3y1d

3R.

After integration over d3R we get

M(p̄d→ e+e−n) = (2π)3δ(3)(~P− ~P ′)M3Γ0, (30)

where

M3 =

(√
3

2

)3
1√
4π

∫
d3x1d

3y1e
−i~p1·~y1δ(3)(~x1)

×
(
χ1(x1, y1)

x1y1
+
χ3(x3, y3)

x3y3

)
. (31)

We substitute here x3, y3 from (53) and inte-
grate over ~x1 by means of the delta-function
δ(3)(~x1) that reduces the variables ~x3, ~y3 as fol-
lows:

~x3 = −1

2
(~x1 +

√
3~y1)→ −

√
3

2
~y1,

~y3 =
1

2
(
√

3~x1 − ~y1)→ −1

2
~y1.

We also integrate over the angles of the vector ~y1.
In this way we obtain

M3 =

(√
3

2

)3 √
4π

p1

∫ ∞
0

dy1

[
lim
x1→0

1

x1
χ1(x1, y1)

+
4√
3y1

χ3

(√
3

2
y1,

1

2
y1

)]
sin(p1y1)

=

√
3π

pn

∫ ∞
0

dy

[
lim
x→0

1

x
χ1

(
x,

2√
3
y

)
+

2

y
χ3

(
y,

1√
3
y

)]
sin(pny). (32)

Transforming the middle part of Eq. (32) into the
r.h.-side, we made the replacement of the variable

y1 = 2√
3
y and took the values p1 =

√
3

2 pn, p3 =
√

3
2 pp̄ from Eq. (58) in Appendix C.

According to Eq. (19), the function χ(x1, y1 →
∞) oscillates that complicates the numerical cal-
culation of the first integral in the r.h.-side of (32).
To overcome this difficulty, we represent χ(x1, y1)
in the form: χ(x1, y1) = [χ(x1, y1)−χas(x1, y1)] +
χas(x1, y1), where χas(x1, y1) is the asymptotic
form of χ(x1, y1) given by (19). Then the integral
containing the difference [χ(x1, y1)−χas(x1, y1)] is
calculated numerically without problem, whereas
the integral containing χas(x1, y1) can be cal-
culated analytically. Its analytical calculation is
carried out in the next section.

The amplitude M3, Eq. (32), is the final
result. It determines the full amplitude M(p̄d →
e+e−n) by Eq. (30) and differs from it by a fac-
tor. M3 corresponds to the case, considered in
[9, 10], when both interactions – p̄p and pn – are
present (but the p̄n interaction is absent) and is
expressed via the three-body continuous spectrum
wave function Ψ(~x, ~y) determined by the Faddeev
equations. Since the Faddeev equations include
all the potential interactions, except for annihi-
lation, expression (32) automatically takes into
account, in addition to other re-scatterings, the
initial p̄p interaction, which is described in (28) by
the factor ψk(r = 0).

4.1 Amplitude M3 for asymptotic
wave function

In this subsection we consider the case, when
the Faddeev components in the three-body wave
function Ψ(~x, ~y) are replaced by their asymptotic
determined, in the S-wave, by the equations (19),
(20). This allows to find analytically the pole in
the amplitude related to creation of baryonium. In
some cases, this can also provide good numerical
accuracy.

Substituting χ1, χ3 from (19), (20) into (32),
we find M3 in the following form:

M3 = M31 +M33,

where

M31 =

√
3π

pn

∫ ∞
0

dy lim
x→0

1

x
χ1(x,

2√
3
y) sin(pny)
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=

√
4π

pnpp̄
lim
x→0

1

x
χb(x)f1

(√
3

2
p̃n

)
×
∫ ∞

0

dy exp(ip̃ny) sin(pny) (33)

To calculate the last integral, we regularize it,
introducing in the integrand the factor exp(−εy)
(ε > 0), and after integration take the limit ε→ 0.
That is, ∫ ∞

0

dy exp(−εy) exp(ip̃ny) sin(pny)

=
pn

p2
n − (ε− ip̃n)2

|ε→0 =
pn

p2
n − p̃2

n

.

In this way, we find

M31 =

√
4π

pnpp̄
lim
x→0

1

x
χb(x)f1

(√
3

2
p̃n

)
pn

(p2
n − p̃2

n)
.

(34)
The contribution of the amplitude M13 originates
from the channel with the baryonium creation
p̄d → Bn. We remind that p̃n is the neutron
momentum in this channel. For given masses, it
is fixed by the conservation laws. Whereas pn is
the neutron momentum after annihilation, that
is, in the reaction p̄d → e+e−n. Variation of
the effective mass of the pair e+e− corresponds
to variation of pn, whereas p̃n is the particular
value of pn corresponding to the fixed effective
e+e− mass equal to mass of baryonium. According
to Eq. (34), M31 vs. pn has the under-threshold
pole corresponding to creation of baryonium. The
baryonium creation amplitude f1 is found from
the Faddeev equations, which contain the Jacobi

momenta. Therefore f1 = f1(p1) = f1

(√
3

2 p̃n

)
.

We used the relation (58).
Similarly, we find from (32) the contribution

M33:

M33 =
2
√

3π

pn

∫ ∞
0

dy

y
χ3

(
y,

1√
3
y

)
sin(pny)

=
4
√
π

pnpp̄

∫ ∞
0

dy

y
χd(y)

[
sin

(
1

2
pp̄y

)
+ f3

(√
3

2
pp̄

)
exp

(
i

2
pp̄y

)]
sin(pny).

(35)

We again assumed that the amplitude f3 is known
as function of the Jacobi momentum, that is, f3 =

f3(p3) = f3

(√
3

2 pp̄

)
.

4.2 Without the p̄p interaction

In the present section we suppose that both the
p̄p and p̄n interactions are absent (though the
annihilation p̄p → e+e− is present). This exactly
corresponds to the impulse approximation, Fig.
1a. The amplitude of reaction p̄d→ e+e−n in the
impulse approximation is obtained from Eqs. (10)
or (11) by excluding from them the factor ψk(0)
responsible for the initial p̄p interaction. In this
way, after omitting also the factor Γ0, we find:

M̃S =
1

2

∫ 1

−1

dzψd

(
|~pn +

1

2
~pp̄|
)
. (36)

The amplitude obtained above by the Faddeev for-
malism, after omitting the p̄p interaction and Γ0,
should coincide with (36). This will be a test of
our calculation.

In absence of the p̄p interaction we have f =
f1 = 0. Therefore, from (34) we get M31 = 0 and
from (35) we obtain:

M33 =
2
√
π

pnpp̄

∫ ∞
0

dy

y
χd(y) sin

(
1

2
pp̄y

)
sin (pny) .

(37)
To prove the coincidence of the amplitude (36)

and (37), at first, we express ψd(p) in (36) via the
coordinate space wave function

ψd(p) =

∫
ψd(r) exp(i~p~r)d3r

=
√

4π

∫ ∞
0

drχd(r)
sin(pr)

p
.

Then Eq. (36) obtains the form:

M̃S =
√

4π

∫ ∞
0

drχd(r)
1

2

∫ 1

−1

dz
sin(|~pn + 1

2~pp̄|r)
|~pn + 1

2~pp̄|
.

(38)
With expression (12) for |~pn + 1

2~pp̄|, the integral
(38) over z is calculated explicitly. The result
exactly coincides with (37). Since Eq. (37) was
obtained as a particular case from the general
expression (32), the latter one is also confirmed in
this way.
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5 Numerical results and
discussion

The derivation of the result found in Refs. [9, 10]
– our equation (11) – is general, it does not rely
on any particular model of np and p̄p interac-
tion. Therefore, it should be valid for any np
and p̄p potentials. The numerical calculations, pre-
sented in this section, were carried out with three
potentials: the Hulthen potential, the exponential
one and the spherically symmetric potential well.
We chose them since they provide the analytical
solutions for the two-body bound and scattering
state wave functions. We can take the unrealistic
potentials, since we don’t intend to compare with
experimental data, but we will compare the ampli-
tudes found from the Faddeev equations with Eqs.
(1) and (3). Since we will find the coincidence with
Eq. (3), we check this coincidence with three dif-
ferent potentials, to show that this coincidence is
not by chance. That’s quite enough for our aim.
Therefore, the fact that the potentials are unreal-
istic does not cast a shadow on our conclusions.
The form of potentials was taken the same for
the np and p̄p systems, but the parameters are
different. Depending on the system, we chose the
parameters of the potential to provide the cor-
rect deuteron binding energy (−2.23 MeV) and
the realistic p̄p binding energy (two cases: −15
and −55 MeV). As mentioned, for all these poten-
tials, there are explicit solutions of the two-body
problem - the bound state wave functions, used
for solving the Faddeev equations, and the scatter-
ing state wave functions, determining ψk(r = 0)
in Eqs. (10), (11). The results are similar for all
three potentials. Therefore, we will mainly present
the results found with the Hulthen potential,
though we will also give some results found with
the exponential potential. The Hulthen potential
and corresponding wave functions are presented
in Appendix A. The exponential potential and
the corresponding wave functions are given in
Appendix B.

As explained above, to calculate the amplitude
of the reaction p̄d → e+e−n, solving the Faddeev
equations, we need full three-body wave function
Ψ(~x, ~y), not only its asymptotic. To check this
solution, we take the asymptotic tails of this wave
function, extract from them the elastic (p̄d→ p̄d)

and rearrangement (p̄d → Bn) scattering ampli-
tudes and check, whether they satisfy the unitarity
conditions. The details of this procedure and the
numerical results are presented in Appendix D.
We consider two cases: (i) when the p̄p interac-
tion is not enough to create baryonium (the elastic
scattering only) and (ii) when the p̄p interac-
tion creates baryonium (the elastic scattering and
rearrangement).

In the case (i), the test of unitarity is reduced
to the test that the phase shift δ, extracted
from the scattering amplitude, is real. The results
for two antiproton incident momenta pp̄ = 23.9
MeV/c and pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c are given in the
Table 1 in Appendix D. They show that the phase
shift is indeed real with high accuracy.

In the case (ii) (two open channels), the test of
unitarity is reduced to the test of the equality (62).
The results for the same two antiproton incident
momenta are given in the Table 2 in Appendix
D. They show that in this case, in our numerical
calculation, the unitarity is satisfied with accuracy
better than 0.1%.

These tests confirm that our numerical solu-
tions of the Faddeev equations are correct.

In Figures 3—8, the real and imaginary parts
of the amplitude of reaction p̄d → e+e−n, how-
ever, not including the factor Γ0, for the incident
antiproton momentum pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c (Figs. 3-
7) and pp̄ = 23.9 MeV/c (Fig. 8) are shown as
function of the outgoing neutron momentum pn.
The calculations for Figs. 3–4 and Figs. 6–8 were
fulfilled with the Hulthen potential (Appendix A),
whereas the curves shown in Fig. 5 were calcu-
lated with the exponential potential (Appendix
B). Everywhere the solid curve is the Faddeev
calculation by Eq. (32), the dashed curve is calcu-
lated by the prescription of Refs. [9, 10], in which
we keep the S-wave only, i.e., by Eq. (11), the dot-
dashed curve is the impulse approximation Eq.
(10).

The curves in Fig. 3 were calculated for the
potential parameter V0p̄p = 10 MeV. This interac-
tion is not enough to create the p̄p bound state. In
the three-body p̄pn problem, the elastic scattering
channel p̄d→ p̄d only is open.

We see that in Figure 3 (upper panel) all three
curves - Faddeev calculation, Eq. (32), the one cal-
culated by Eq. (11) (with kv =

√
mv, given by Eq.

(13)) and impulse approximation – calculated by



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

On cancellation of non-adiabatic and off-shell effects 11
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Re@MuHpnLD, fm3�2
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Fig. 3 (Color online) Amplitude of the reaction p̄d →
e+e−n, divided by the annihilation amplitude Γ0 for the
incident c.m. antiproton momentum pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c vs.
outgoing c.m. neutron momentum pn. No p̄p bound state.
Upper panel: Real part of the amplitude. Solid curve –
calculated via Faddeev formalism, Eq. (32). Dashed curve
– calculated by Eq. (11) with k =

√
mv given by Eq. (13).

Dot-dashed curve – impulse approximation, calculated by
Eq. (10) with k =

√
mu given by Eq. (14). The curves are

indistinguishable from each other.
Lower panel: the same as the upper one but for imaginary
part of amplitude.

Eq. (10) (with ku =
√
mu, given by Eq. (14)), are

practically indistinguishable from each other. This
is, apparently, a consequence of weak p̄p interac-
tion allowing to neglect re-scattering of p̄ on the
deuteron nucleons which just makes the difference
between the three cases. Hence, the diagram Fig.
1a dominates in this case.

In contrast to the reals parts, the imaginary
parts of the amplitudes – lower panel of Fig. 3, cal-
culated by the Faddeev equations and by Eq. (11),
visibly differ from each other. However, the imag-
inary parts in Fig. 3 are at least 20 times smaller
than the real ones. Whereas, the accuracy of Eq.
(5) was estimated in [9, 10] in 30%. In impulse
approximations, the imaginary parts are zero. So,
the magnitudes of the imaginary parts are beyond
of this accuracy and, therefore, cannot be repro-
duced, whereas the reals parts are described by
Eq. (11) even with better accuracy than it was

expected in [9, 10]. It can be also noticed that
the larger the imaginary parts, the better they are
reproduced through the Faddeev equations.

Note that replacing in the full three-body wave
function by its asymptotic, i.e., calculating the
sum of amplitudes by Eqs. (33) and (35) (the
case considered in Sec. 4.1), we obtain the results,
both for real and imaginary parts (not shown),
which are close to the solid curves in Fig. 3. This
means that for these parameters asymptotic of the
three-body wave function starts rather early.

The main result of the present work is illus-
trated by Figs. 4-8. In these figures, the case when
the p̄p interaction is sufficient for the formation
of baryonium is considered. Figure 4 corresponds
to the case when a p̄p bound state in the poten-
tial — baryonium — with energy |εb| = 15 MeV,
provided by the potential parameters given in
Appendix A.1. In Fig. 6 the domain of the neutron
momentum pn is shown in which the p̄p bound
state clearly manifests itself. Figures 7 and 8 cor-
respond to the baryonium binding energy |εb| = 55
MeV. We remind that everywhere r0 = 0.6061 fm.
The curves in Figures 3-7 are calculated for the
incident antiproton momentum pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c.
Figure 8 corresponds to pp̄ = 23.9 MeV/c.
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Fig. 4 The same as in Figures 3 for pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c.
The p̄p pair is bound with |εb| = 15 MeV.
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Fig. 5 The same as in Figures 4 but for the exponential
potential given in Appendix B.
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Fig. 6 The same as in Figures 4 for pp̄ = 48.3 MeV/c, but
for larger domain of pn, covering the response from the p̄p
bound state with |εb| = 15 MeV.

For different p̄p binding energies and incident
momenta of antiproton, for the Hulthen potential,
the real parts of the amplitudes calculated by the
approximate formula derived in [9, 10], i.e., by Eq.
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Fig. 7 The same as in Figures 3 and 4 for pp̄ = 48.3
MeV/c. The p̄p pair is bound with |εb| = 55 MeV.
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Fig. 8 The same as in Figures 3 - 4 and 7, but for pp̄ =
23.9 MeV/c. The p̄p pair is bound with |εb| = 55 MeV.

(11), with kv given by Eq. (13), are well repro-
duced by the ”exact” calculations via Faddeev
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equations. There is some deviation for the imagi-
nary parts, which, however, is within the accuracy
of Eq. (5), estimated in [9, 10].

One can wonder if the agreement shown in our
work is not accidental in the sense that it may
not append for another parameters of the Hulthen
potential or another functional form. To check
that, we carried out the calculations with another
potential (the exponential one) given in Appendix
B and providing quite different wave function.
As it is seen in Fig. 5, the values of amplitudes
calculated with the exponential potential differs
from ones found with the Hulthen potential, but
the relative positions of the curves is practically
the same. This shows that our conclusions remain
unchanged under considerable variation of the pn
and p̄p interaction.

The same situation is reproduced for the
spherically symmetric potential well (not shown).
Though in the latter case, the deviation of imag-
inary parts is a little bit larger. Note that the
imaginary parts of the amplitudes calculated in
the impulse approximation Eq. (10) (the dot-
dashed curves at the right panels in all the figures)
is zero.

The coincidence of the curves found, follow-
ing Refs. [9, 10], by Eq. (11), with the results
obtained by the Faddeev equations, is even bet-
ter than one can expect from estimation of the
precision made in [9, 10]. These two coinciding
results - solid and dashed curves - considerably
differ from the impulse approximation - the dot-
dashed curve. This shows that the series of graphs
Fig. 1 is indeed important. Whereas, the deli-
cate cancellations between the non-adiabatic and
off-shell effects, really take place. Due to these can-
cellations, the sum of this series is reduced to the
impulse approximation amplitude with the shifted
argument ku → kv except for vicinity of the p̄p
bound state, i.e., in the interval pn = 130 ÷ 140
MeV/c in Fig. 6. In this vicinity the condition (1)
from [9]: 1

3 |Γu − Γv| � |Γv| is satisfied that, as
indicated in Refs. [9, 10], violates the applicability
of Eq. (11).

6 Conclusion

The annihilation amplitude p̄p→ e+e− of free p̄p
pair is graphically shown in Fig. 2. According to
Eq. (2), it is given by the product ψk(0)Γ0, where
the factor ψk(0) incorporates the p̄p interaction in

the initial state, whereas Γ0 is the ”pure” annihi-
lation amplitude which does not take into account
the initial state interaction between p̄ and p.
The factor ψk(0) provides important information
about the p̄p interaction. It was hope that from the
reaction p̄d → e+e−n, where the effective e+e−

mass can take the under-threshold values (less
than 2m), one can extract the time-like proton
form factor in the under-threshold domain. As it
follows from the results of Refs. [9, 10], confirmed
by the present work, this hope is not realized in
full measure. As Figure 6 shows, the existence
and position of the p̄p bound states indeed can
be found. However, the replacement in the initial
state of proton by deuteron results in the set of
much more complicated graphs, shown in Fig. 1,
which, in general, are not reduced to the factor
ψk(0)Γ0. As it was shown in Refs. [9, 10] analyti-
cally, due to cancellations of the non-adiabatic and
off-mass-shell effects in these graphs, the sum of
graphs Fig. 1 is reduced to the product ψkv (0)Γ0,
where Γ0 still depends on the momentum trans-
fer squared q2, which can take the under-threshold
values q2 < 4m2, but everywhere, except for the
close vicinity of the bound state, the factor ψkv (0)
is determined by the energy (9) which is always
positive. That is, the positions of the p̄p bound
states can be found in the reaction p̄d → e+e−n.
Whereas, the values of the proton electromagnetic
form factor under threshold remain inaccessible,
since the reaction p̄d → e+e−n provides the fac-
tor ψkv (0), determining the proton time-like form
factor for the p̄p energy v which is not under but
above threshold.

To check this result and the cancellation of
the non-adiabatic and off-mass-shell effects, we
have calculated numerically the amplitude of the
reaction p̄d → e+e−n, treating the three-body
system p̄pn by means of the Faddeev equations.
Everywhere, except for vicinity of singularities
corresponding to the p̄p bound states, the result
of this calculation turned out to be rather close to
the amplitude calculated by Eq. (11), derived in
Refs. [9, 10]. In this way, we confirm the conclu-
sion of Refs. [9, 10]. Simultaneously, we confirm
the delicate cancellations of the non-adiabatic and
off-mass-shell effects in the graphs shown in Fig.
1.
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We emphasize again that in Eqs. (5), (10), the
p̄p bound states manifest themselves in the under-
threshold behavior of the wave function ψku(r =
0) = 1

fJost(−ku) , where fJost(k) is the Jost func-

tion. However, everywhere except for close vicinity
of the p̄p bound state the re-scatterings and can-
cellation of the non-adiabatic and off-shell effects
change the value of ψku(0), resulting in the shift
ku → kv, where the energy v is always positive
that makes the proton under-threshold form fac-
tor inaccessible in this domain in the reaction
p̄d → e+e−n. Closeness of the solid and dashed
curves in the figures shown in Sec. 5 confirms
numerically the cancellation of the non-adiabatic
and off-shell effects proved analytically in [9, 10].

In Refs. [9, 10] an experimental manifestation
of the expression (3) for the p̄d → e+e−n ampli-
tude was discussed (Fig. 3 from [9] and Fig. 7
from [10]). It requires the experiments in which
the neutron is emitted in two opposite direc-
tions relative to momentum of incident antiproton.
Solving Faddeev equations, we restricted our cal-
culations by the S-waves only that corresponds
to the replacement of Eq. (3) by (11). Therefore,
in our approximation, the amplitude is insensi-
tive to the emitted neutron momentum direction.
However, in our simplified calculations, nothing
particular related to the S-wave was used to test
eq. (11). We expect it should be valid for the
higher partial waves too. In our opinion, the cal-
culations presented in this paper and confirming
Eq. (3) for the S-wave increase the interest to the
experimental test proposed in [9, 10] which involve
the higher partial waves.

What would happen if we could gradually
weaken the p̄p interaction so that the p̄p re-
scatterings become unimportant? For example, if
V0 → 0 in the Hulthen potential, Eq. (39). We
would come in the situation considered in Sec. 4.2.
In this case, the impulse approximation dominates
without any shift ku → kv. This does not prevent
from possibility to access the under-threshold pro-
ton form factor. However, the weak p̄p interaction
does not create any bound states or resonances
and does not change significantly the ”bare” form
factor Γ0(q2). It would be still possible to go down
under threshold, but, in this case, there is no p̄p
interaction there. The Jost function (42) (where
B → 0) and the factor ψk(0) tend to 1. So, the
same reason - enough strong p̄p interaction, which

creates the baryonium, prevents from access to the
proton form factor (except for access to Γ0(q2))
outside the vicinities of the p̄p bound states in the
reaction p̄d → e+e−n. If this reason disappears,
access becomes possible, but it will be access to
the desert from point of view of the p̄p interaction.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful
to J. Carbonell and R. Lazauskas for useful rec-
ommendations on solving the Faddeev equations.

A Hulthen potential

For convenience, we will assume that both the
proton and neutron and proton and antiproton
interact by means of the Hulthen potential

V (r) = −V0

exp(− r
r0

)

1− exp(− r
r0

)
= −αµ exp(−µr)

1− exp(−µr)
,

(39)
(V0 = αµ, r0 = 1/µ ↔ α = V0r0, µ = 1/r0), with
the same parameter r0, however, with different
parameters V0. We assume that all these particles
have equal masses m. The wave function for the
S-wave in the coordinate space is represented as

ψk(r) =
1√
4π

χk(r)

r
.

with
χ(r) = Ne−κr(1− e−µr), (40)

where κ = 1
2 (αm − µ) =

√
B1m and N =√

2κ(κ+ µ)(2κ+ µ)/µ. This wave function is nor-
malized by Eq. (21).

The ground state binding energy for two par-
ticles of the equal masses m reads (see e.g. [13],
Problem 68:

B1 = |E1| =
1

4m
(αm− µ)2. (41)

The bound state exists if αm > µ. Everywhere
m is not reduced mass, but mass of one of the
particles.

For the Hulthen potential the Jost function
fJost(k) is known in analytical form [14]:

fJost(k) =
Γ (1 + 2iA)

Γ
(
1 + iA−

√
B2 −A2

)
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× 1

Γ
(
1 + iA+

√
B2 −A2

) . (42)

where we denoted:

A =
√
mEr0 = kr0 =

k

µ
, B2 = mV0r

2
0 = α

m

µ
.

Γ(z) is the gamma-function.
As well known:

ψk(r = 0) =
1

fJost(−k)
. (43)

A.1 Deuteron and baryonium
parameters

For the parameters ~ = 197.3 MeV·fm, m =
938.3 MeV, r0 = 0.6061 fm, εd = −2.23 MeV
(deuteron), we find V0 = 144.7 MeV.

For the same parameters except for εb = −15
MeV (baryonium), we find V0 = 195.3 MeV.

For the same parameters except for εb = −55
MeV (baryonium), we find V0 = 270.6 MeV.

B The exponential potential

In the exponential potential

V (r) = −V0 exp

(
− r

r0

)
(44)

like in the Hulthen one, there are explicit analyt-
ical solutions for the ground and scattering state
wave functions, as well as the Jost function [14],
Ch. 14.

The bound state wave function reads:

χ(r) = AJν̃

[
α exp

(
− r

2r0

)]
, (45)

where ν̃ = 2r0

√
m|E|, α = 2r0

√
mV0 and Jν̃ is

the Bessel function of the first kind.
The eigenvalue equation follows from χ(0) = 0.

It obtains the form

J
2r0
√
m|E|

(
2r0

√
mV0

)
= 0 (46)

The Jost function f(k) reads1 [15]:

fJost(k) =
(α

2

)−ν
Jν(α)Γ(ν + 1)

= exp[−ir0k log(r2
0mV0)]

× J2ir0k

(
2r0

√
mV0

)
Γ(2ir0k + 1).

(47)

The value ψk(r = 0) is given by Eq. (43).
Therefore:

ψk(r = 0) =
exp

[
−ir0k log

(
r2
0mV0

)]
J−2ir0k

(
2r0

√
mV0

)
Γ(−2ir0k + 1)

.

(48)

B.1 Deuteron and baryonium wave
functions

For the parameters ~ = 197.3 MeV·fm, m =
938.3 MeV, r0 = 0.6061 fm, εd = −2.23 MeV
(deuteron), we find V0 = 225.6 MeV. The deuteron
wave function obtains the form (r in fm, χ(r) in
fm−1/2):

χd(r) = 0.7023Jν(y), (49)

where ν = 0.2810, y = 2.826 exp(−0.8249r).
For the same parameters except for εb = −15

MeV (baryonium), we find V0 = 338.4 MeV. The
baryonium wave function reads (r in fm, χ(r) in
fm−1/2):

χb(r) = 1.175Jν(y), (50)

where ν = 0.7288, y = 3.462 exp(−0.8249r).
Both wave functions are normalized to 1 by

Eq. (21).

C Three-body Jacobi
coordinates and momenta

Three-body relative coordinates are defined as:

~x3 = ~r1 − ~r2, ~y3 =
2√
3

(
~r1 + ~r2

2
− ~r3

)
,

~R =
~r1 + ~r2 + ~r3

3
. (51)

1The Jost function (47) differs from Eq. (14.9) in chapter
14, ref. [14], by the complex conjugation.
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Two other sets of relative coordinates are obtained
by cyclic permutation. In particular:

~x1 = ~r2 − ~r3, ~y1 =
2√
3

(
~r2 + ~r3

2
− ~r1

)
,

~R =
~r1 + ~r2 + ~r3

3
. (52)

The set ~x3, ~y3 is expressed via ~x1, ~y1:

~x3 = −1

2
(~x1 +

√
3~y1), ~y3 =

1

2
(
√

3~x1−~y1). (53)

Inverse relations:

~r1 = ~R+
1

2
~x3 +

1

2
√

3
~y3,

~r2 = ~R− 1

2
~x3 +

1

2
√

3
~y3, ~r3 = ~R− 1√

3
~y3.

(54)

Substituting Eqs. (54) in the scalar product,
we find:

~k1·~r1 + ~k2·~r2 + ~k3·~r3 = ~q3·~x3 + ~p3·~y3 + ~P ·~R,

where

~q3 =
1

2
(~k1 − ~k2), ~p3 =

1√
3

(
~k1 + ~k2

2
− ~k3

)
,

~P = ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3. (55)

and similarly for another set:

~q1 =
1

2
(~k2 − ~k3), ~p1 =

1√
3

(
~k2 + ~k3

2
− ~k1

)
,

~P = ~k1 + ~k2 + ~k3. (56)

which provides:

~k1·~r1 + ~k2·~r2 + ~k3·~r3 = ~q1·~x1 + ~p1·~y1 + ~P ·~R,

We will use only these coordinates and momenta.
We don’t use any other combinations called the
”relative” coordinates and momenta. However,
we will also use the particle momenta themselves
defined in the c.m. frame of reaction.

Let us express the Jacobi momenta ~p1, ~p3

through the c.m. ones. Let the particle 1 is the
neutron and the particle 2 is the proton and the

particle 3 is the antiproton. That is, in the c.m.
frame: ~k1 = ~pn, ~k2 = ~pp and ~k3 = ~pp̄. In these
notations:

~p1 =
1√
3

(
~pp + ~pp̄

2
− ~pn

)
,

~p3 =
1√
3

(
~pn + ~pp

2
− ~pp̄

)
. (57)

In the c.m. frame: ~pn+ ~pp+ ~pp̄ = 0→ ~pp = −~pn−
~pp̄. Therefore:

~p1 = −
√

3

2
~pn, ~p3 = −

√
3

2
~pp̄. (58)

D Test of unitarity

The fulfillment of unitarity provides very strong
test of the solution of the Faddeev equations. We
take the incident antiproton momentum which is
not enough for the deuteron breakup. We will
consider two cases: (i) the p̄p system has no
bound states; (ii) the p̄p system has bound state
(baryonium).

In the case (i), the p̄d scattering is elastic.
Hence, the corresponding phase shift δ is real.
In this case, the test of unitarity is reduced to
the test that δ is real. The amplitude f3(p3) in
Eq. (23) reads f3(p3) = 1

2i (exp(2iδ) − 1) (we use
the definition of f without momentum p3 in the
denominator). Then exp(2iδ) = 1 + 2if3(p3). We
will check that | exp(2iδ)| = 1, that is

|1 + 2if3(p3)| = 1. (59)

The results for pp̄ = 23.9, 48.3 MeV/c are
given in the Table 1.

Table 1 The amplitude f3(pp̄) for elastic p̄d
scattering for V0p̄p = 10 MeV and r0 = 0.6061
fm

pp̄, MeV/c 23.9 48.3

f3(pp̄) 0.0202 + 0.0004i 0.0370 + 0.0014i
2if3(pp̄) + 1 0.9992 + 0.0404i 0.9972 + 0.0740i
|2if3(pp̄) + 1| 1.0000 0.9999

The last line of this table contains the val-
ues | exp(2iδ)| = |1 + 2if3(p3)|. We see that
| exp(2iδ)| ≈ 1 with high accuracy. This proves



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

On cancellation of non-adiabatic and off-shell effects 17

that δ is real, that confirms the validity of the
numerical solution of the Faddeev equation.

In the case of open channel with the bary-
onium creation the value | exp(2iδ)| is smaller
than 1. This indicates that the part of the final
particles goes in this channel. Inclusion of this
channel should restore the unitarity condition.
This channel is taken into account below.

We deal now with the 6D space (two the 3D

Jacobi coordinates ~X = (~xi, ~yi)). For (~xi, ~yi) one
can chose any pair of the Jacobi coordinates.
Unitarity means the conservation of flax:

~j =
i~
2m

(Ψ~∇xi
Ψ∗−Ψ∗~∇xi

Ψ+Ψ~∇yiΨ∗−Ψ∗~∇yiΨ),

(60)

where ~∇xi
= ∂

∂~xi
, ~∇yi = ∂

∂~yi
. The conservation of

flax is expressed by the formula∮
~jd~S = 0, (61)

where d~S is element of surface in the 6D space.
We integrate over the sphere of large radius ρ =√
~x2 + ~y2 →∞, where the three-body wave func-

tion is known and is given by its asymptotic form.
In this way, Eq. (61) provides a relation (the uni-
tarity condition) between the amplitudes f3, f1. It
has the form:

|1 + 2if3(p3)|2 = 1− 4p1

p3
|f1(p1)|2. (62)

If the rearrangement channel is closed, that is,
f1 = 0, the equation (62) turns into (59).

Table 2 The amplitude f3(p3) and f1(p1) for
|εb| = 55 MeV, V0p̄p = 270.6 MeV and
r0 = 0.6061 fm

pp̄, MeV/c 23.9 48.3

p3, MeV/c 20.7 41.8
p1, MeV/c 223.5 226.3
f3(p3) −0.13 + 0.02i −0.25 + 0.07i
f1(p1) −0.00− 0.01i −0.02− 0.02i
|1 + 2if3(p3)|2 0.9886 0.9763

1− 4p1
p3
|f1(p1)|2 0.9879 0.9761

In the last two lines of the Table 2 we see that
the values |1+2if3(p3)|2 and 1− 4p1

p3
|f1(p1)|2 coin-

cide with each other within the precision better
than 0.1%.
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ABSTRACT

We study the four-dimensional relationships between magnetic activity, rotation, mass and age for

solar-type stars in the age range 5− 25 Myr. This is the late-pre-main sequence (l-PMS) evolutionary

phase when rapid changes in star’s interior may lead to the changes in magnetic dynamo mechanisms.

We carefully derive rotational periods and spot sizes for 471 members of several l-PMS open clusters

using photometric light curves from the Zwicky Transient Facility. Magnetic activity was measured

in our previous Chandra-based study, and additional rotational data were obtained from other work.

Several results emerge. Mass-dependent evolution of rotation through the l-PMS phase agrees with

astrophysical models of stellar angular momentum changes, although the data point to a subpopulation

of stars with slower initial rotations than commonly assumed. There is a hint of the onset of unsaturated

tachoclinal dependency of X-ray activity on rotation, as reported by Argiroffi et al. (2016), but this

result is not confidently confirmed. Both X-ray luminosity and star spot area decrease approximately as

t−1 for solar mass stars suggesting that spot magnetic fields are roughly constant and l-PMS stars follow

the universal solar-scaling law between the X-ray luminosity and surface magnetic flux. Assuming

convective dynamos are dominant, theoretical magnetic fluxes fail to reveal the universal law for l-PMS

stars that enter late Henyey tracks. Altogether we emerge with a few lines of evidence suggesting that

the transition from the turbulent to solar-type dynamo occurs at the later stages of l-PMS evolution

as stars approach the Zero-Age Main Sequence.

Keywords: Pre-main sequence stars (1290) — Stellar rotation (1629) — Single x-ray stars (1461) —

X-ray stars (1823) —- Protoplanetary disks (1300) — Stellar magnetic fields (1610)

1. INTRODUCTION

For main sequence solar-type stars, the relationships

between stellar magnetic activity, rotation and age has

been studied for decades (Skumanich 1972) and their

origins are well-understood (Schrijver & Zwaan 2000).

Stars have a complicated rotational history during their

early stages of evolution (Bouvier 2007) but, once set-

tled on the zero-age main sequence (ZAMS), they un-

Corresponding author: Konstantin Getman

kug1@psu.edu

dergo a slow, sometimes punctuated spin-down due to

the torque of a magnetized wind. This leads to a slow

weakening of their stellar activity: X-ray flares, ultra-

violet emission, chromospheric spectroscopic indicators,

and other manifestations of magnetic fields generated in

a αΩ tachoclinal dynamo. An example of this behavior

is the relation between X-ray emission and Rossby num-

ber showing saturated and unsaturated dynamo regimes

for > 40 Myr old stars in main sequence open clusters

(Wright et al. 2011a).

Skumanich-type relationships are not present during

the pre-main sequence (PMS) phase. No relationship
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between X-ray emission and rotation is seen during

the ‘early-PMS’ (henceforth e-PMS) phase when the

stars are fully convective descending the Hayashi tracks

and rotation is regulated by coupling to the accreting

disk (Alexander & Preibisch 2012; Henderson & Stas-

sun 2012; Rebull et al. 2018). Instead, X-ray activity

is linked to bulk properties such as stellar mass, surface

area, and volume (Preibisch et al. 2005; Getman et al.

2022). The intense X-ray luminosities, frequent super-

flares, large star spots, and strong surface fields point

to a highly efficient distributed α2 magnetic dynamo

expected in fully convective stars (Chabrier & Küker

2006; Dobler et al. 2006; Käpylä et al. 2008; Chris-

tensen et al. 2009; Browning 2008; Brown et al. 2011;

Yadav et al. 2015). In the solar-type αΩ dynamo, a

relatively weak magnetic field is generated in the thin

tachocline at the interface between radiative and con-

vective zones. Higher rotation rates lead to higher sur-

face magnetic fields. Calculations of α2 dynamos in fully

convective stars indicate strong fields are efficiently gen-

erated throughout the stellar interior reaching equipar-

tition strengths. The energy of convective flows rather

than rotation sets the strength of surface magnetic field.

The transition between the e-PMS and ZAMS phases

probably occurs during the ‘late-PMS’ (l-PMS) phase

that we define to start when the star lies at the bot-

tom of the Hayashi track on the Hertsprung-Russell

diagram and to end when it begins hydrogen burning

on the ZAMS1. Little is known observationally about

l-PMS surface magnetic activity or changes in inter-

nal magnetic dynamo processes. For a solar mass star,

the surface temperature becomes hotter while the lumi-

nosity increases and radius slowly decreases so that it

moves quickly across the Hertzprung-Russell diagram.

Internally, the radiative zone grows, the convective zone

size and convective turnover timescale falls, and brief

nuclear burning of 12C may occur (Iben 1965; Landin

et al. 2022). ROSAT X-ray data show that stars in

the IC 2391, IC 2602 and NGC 2547 open clusters ex-

hibit the same X-ray-rotation relation as seen on the

ZAMS (Patten & Simon 1996; Stauffer et al. 1997; Ir-

win et al. 2008b; Wright et al. 2011a). This suggests

a transition in dynamo processes is largely complete at

ages ∼ 40− 50 Myr.

1 Here we assume ’classical’ PMS evolutionary tracks as initially
calculated by Iben (1965) and more recently by many other re-
searchers (Squicciarini & Bonavita 2022). There are substantial
differences among the tracks and the evolution may further differ
when the effects of accretion, internal magnetic fields, and sur-
face star spots are considered (Baraffe & Chabrier 2010; Feiden
& Chaboyer 2013; Somers & Pinsonneault 2015; Kunitomo et al.
2017).

Observational evidence for the transition from the e-

PMS convective dynamo to the main sequence tachocli-

nal dynamo is sparse. The most tantalizing study is

based on the Chandra observatory detection of ∼ 400

members of the h Per cluster with age ∼ 13 Myr (Ar-

giroffi et al. 2016, henceforth A16). While most stars

lie in the (super)saturated regimes of the X-ray-Rossby

number diagram similar to e-PMS stars, several slowly

rotating stars with periods P & 3 days exhibit X-ray

emission declining with Rossby number suggesting that

a tachoclinal dynamo has emerged. This result is best

seen in their 1.2 M� < M < 1.4 M� mass stratum.

In the present study and its earlier companion (Get-

man et al. 2022, henceforth Paper I), we seek to im-

prove the observational evidence of l-PMS changes in

interior structure and dynamos on activity-rotation-age

relations. Paper I reports X-ray observations of 10 open

clusters in the age range 5 − 25 Myr at distances 0.3

to 2.5 kpc, including h Per (= NGC 869) studied by

A16. With Gaia observations to assist with selecting

cluster members and Chandra observations to measure

magnetic activity in the X-ray band, Paper I identifies

6, 003 stars with masses above 0.4−1.0 M� completeness

limits. Most of these stars lie in the l-PMS evolution-

ary phase. For comparison with fully convective e-PMS

stars, these samples are combined with 40,041 stars with

ages <5 Myr from previous Chandra surveys (Feigelson

et al. 2013; Getman et al. 2019).

Paper I found that X-ray luminosities are high and

constant during the first few Myr after which they de-

cay. The activity of higher mass stars that evolve more

rapidly through the l-PMS phase falls more rapidly than

in lower mass stars. This decay in X-ray activity is in-

terpreted as decreasing efficiency of the α2 dynamo as

radiative cores grow. But the emergence of an αΩ dy-

namo was not clearly seen.

Several observational challenges must be tackled for

a successful understanding of magnetic activity and dy-

namos in the l-PMS phase:

1. The use of LX/Lbol as a measure of X-ray activity

that is effective for revealing dynamo activity for

ZAMS and older stars cannot be effectiely applied

to l-PMS stars: the changes in X-ray emission are

often overwhelmed by the radical changes in bolo-

metric luminosity and stellar radius as stars move

across the HR diagram (Paper I). We use LX alone

to quantify surface magnetic activity in the l-PMS

era.

2. Changes in magnetic activity during the l-PMS

should be studied with a range of masses as

higher mass stars evolve from the e-PMS to ZAMS



3

regimes much more rapidly than lower mass stars.

A range of cluster ages must be examined to cap-

ture the l-PMS phase in stars of different masses.

While Skumanich-type relations are three dimen-

sional on the main sequence, they involve four

dimensions during PMS evolution: activity, rota-

tion, age and mass.

3. The X-ray brightnesses of an ensemble of stars in

a single age and mass stratum exhibit consider-

able scatter due, at least in part, to frequent pow-

erful superflares during the PMS phase (Getman

& Feigelson 2021). For stars not caught during

flares, it is important to incorporate X-ray nonde-

tections to give unbiased evaluation of magnetic

activity using ‘survival’ statistical methods such

as the Kaplan-Meier estimator (Feigelson & Nel-

son 1985).

4. Unlike e-PMS stars that are concentrated in dense

clusters associated with their natal molecular en-

vironment, l-PMS stars are often dispersed. The

closest sample at distance ∼ 120 pc, the Sco-Cen

Association with outliers like the TW Hya Asso-

ciation and β Pic Moving Group, is spread over

large regions of the celestial sphere. For this rea-

son, the l-PMS clusters in Paper I were selected

to be compact. Most of these clusters are at dis-

tances around 1 − 2.5 kpc. The greater distance,

however, reduces the fraction of X-ray detections

with realistic Chandra exposure times.

5. The measurement of stellar rotation from photo-

metric light curves can be difficult, particularly if

a single telescope is used so the star is observ-

able only for a few hours each day. Alias struc-

ture in the periodogram can lead to ambiguities

in the inferred rotation period (VanderPlas 2018;

Rebull et al. 2022). Careful interpretation of peri-

odograms is necessary.

We tackle these challenges in Paper I and the current

study. Items 2−5 require that the magnetic activity of

large stellar samples with a range of masses and ages

be examined as in Paper I. An additional ∼ 2000 clus-

ter members are found in the outskirts of these clus-

ters with reduced Chandra sensitivity (see Table 4 in

Paper I). The X-ray nondetections are reported based

on cluster membership obtained from Gaia satellite as-

trometry and photometry. Most of these stars are in

the l-PMS phase and, when combined with ∼ 40, 000

stars in the e-PMS phase from earlier studies (Feigelson

et al. 2013; Getman et al. 2017), large portions of the

activity-age-mass space is covered.

The fifth challenge involving periodogram analysis

based on photometric light curves of the Zwicky Tran-

sient Facility (ZTF) is treated in §3 below. We develop

conservative and reliable extraction of rotational period-

icities from Lomb-Scargle periodograms. This results in

rotational periods for 566 [5 − 25] Myr stars with mea-

sured X-ray emission. Although it is an increase over

the A16 study of h Per alone, it represents only a small

fraction of the full multi-cluster sample of Paper I.

Our analysis starts with a description of the stellar

samples and estimates of individual stellar masses and

X-ray luminosities and other stellar properties (§2 and

Appendix). Section §3 describes methodology for ob-

taining reliable rotational periods from ZTF lightcurves.

The resulting rotation-mass-age relations are presented

in §4.1 and mass-stratified X-ray activity-rotation dia-

grams are presented in §4.2. Section 5 gives some find-

ings relating to the sizes of star spots, a property indi-

rectly emerging from our search for rotational periods.

For our samples of e-PMS and l-PMS stars from Pa-

per I and the current study, §6 presents the connection

between the inferred X-ray-rotation quantities and the

data- and theory-based stellar surface magnetic flux es-

timates. The results are summarized in §7.

2. STAR SAMPLES AND PROPERTIES

2.1. Late-PMS Stellar Samples With X-ray

Measurements

We investigate activity-rotation-age-mass relations for

the Gaia-Chandra stellar members of the six 7−25 Myr

old clusters studied in Paper I that are accessible to

the Palomar 60 inch telescope used for the ZTF survey.

These include the 7 Myr old NGC 1502 (256 members

from Table 4 in Paper I), 7 Myr old NGC 2169 (104

members), 13 Myr old NGC 869 (1370 members) and

NGC 884 (1294 members) commonly known as h and

χ Persei, 22 Myr old NGC 1960 (406 members), and

25 Myr old NGC 2232 (117 members)2. Out of 3547

members of these clusters, 3410 have ZTF light curves

with at least 100 photometric observations that we ex-

amine in this study.

The Chandra X-ray and Gaia-EDR3 data giving clus-

ter memberships are discussed in Paper I. Inferred clus-

ter properties, including distance from the Sun, age, vi-

sual extinction, numbers of known Gaia-Chandra stellar

members, and mass completeness limits for the Gaia-

Chandra stellar samples are listed in Paper I’s Table 1.

2 Cluster ages are obtained in Paper I by fitting Gaia EDR3 color-
magnitude diagrams with isochrones from PARSEC 1.2S evolu-
tionary models (Bressan et al. 2012). Ages for larger fields of
view are given in §2.2 here.
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Field star contamination depends on cluster distance

and field of view (Paper I, Figure Set 4): clusters with

small fields and distances .1 kpc have less contami-

nation (NGC 1502, NGC 2169, NGC 1960) while clus-

ters with distances '2 kpc suffer higher contamination

(NGC 869, NGC 884, NGC 3293, NGC 4755, NGC

3766). Nearby clusters with larger fields of view have

high contamination as well (IC 2395 and NGC 2232).

Gaia color-magnitude diagrams are shown in their Fig-

ure Set 4. The X-ray luminosity (LX) measurements

and upper limits, as well as stellar properties such as

Gaia-based effective temperature, mass, and bolometric

luminosity, are presented in their Table 4.

Table 1 here gives stellar properties and X-ray lumi-

nosities for a subset of 471 stars from Paper I for which

we obtain reliable rotational periods from ZTF light

curves (§3). We then add 95 stellar members of the

5 Myr old NGC 2362 open cluster, the oldest region

in our earlier MYStIX (Massive Young Star-Forming

Complex Study in Infrared and X-Ray) survey (Feigel-

son et al. 2013), for which stellar rotational periods are

obtained by Irwin et al. (2008a). Most X-ray measure-

ments for NGC 2362 members are listed in Table 6 of

Paper I; additional information appears in Appendix A

below.

The last column of Table 1 presents estimated con-

vective turnover timescales obtained by matching stel-

lar ages and masses to the mass-age-turnover timescale

dataset from the stellar evolutionary model of Amard

et al. (2019). In cases of unstable mass regimes when

the modeled τconv abruptly drops from high values of

200− 300 days to small values < 10 days within a short

mass span, τconv estimates are omitted.

A straightforward quantitative assessment of the frac-

tion of unresolved binaries by Gaia among the 566 X-ray

stars listed in Table 1 can be conducted by examining

the quantity of Gaia-DR3 re-normalized unit weight er-

ror (RUWE). Out of the 566 stars, only 16 (< 3%) have

a RUWE that exceeds 1.4, which is considered an indi-

cator of poor Gaia astrometric solutions.

2.2. Additional Late-PMS Stars Without X-ray

Measurements

For the purpose of comparison with modern rotation

evolution models (§4.1) and analyses of stellar spot areas

(§5), we extend our X-ray-rotation data sample (§2.1,

Table 1) by adding other stars in the 5 − 25 Myr age

range (mostly without Chandra data) with previously

reported rotation periods. These additional stars in-

clude members of the NGC 2362 and NGC 869 (in-

cluding many members outside Chandra fields), Upper

Sco (US), Upper Centaurus-Lupus (UCL) and Lower

Centaurus-Crux (LCC) subregions of the Sco-Cen As-

sociation, and the Pleiades. Their membership and ro-

tation period information are taken from Irwin et al.

(2008a), Moraux et al. (2013), Rebull et al. (2018), Re-

bull et al. (2022), and Rebull et al. (2016). For US, UCL,

and LCC, we only consider the ‘gold’ members with a

single rotation period from Rebull et al. (2018, 2022).

In order to place all these stars on the same age-mass

scale as the stars from our X-ray-rotation sample, we ap-

ply PARSEC 1.2S evolutionary models (Bressan et al.

2012; Chen et al. 2014) to Gaia-DR3 data (Gaia Collab-

oration et al. 2022) using the same procedures as with

ZTF clusters (Paper I) and NGC 2362 MYStIX stars

(Appendix A). Specifically, we match these stars to the

Gaia-DR3 catalog using a radius of 1′′, estimate me-

dian cluster distances from the Sun using only stars with

RUWE < 1.4 and σω < 0.1 mag, truncate the samples

to include only stars with the Gaia color uncertainty of

σBP < 0.1 mag, create Gaia-DR3 color-magnitude di-

agrams, fit the color-magnitude distributions with the

reddened PARSEC 1.2S models to derive cluster extinc-

tion/age and stellar masses/temperatures/luminosities.

The Gaia-inferred cluster distance, extinction, and age

are as follows: NGC 2362 (d = 1301 pc, AV = 0.3 mag,

t = 5 Myr as in Appendix A), US (d = 142 pc, AV =

0.7 mag, t = 9 Myr), NGC 869 (d = 2451 pc, AV =

1.7 mag, t = 13 Myr as in Paper I), UCL (d = 142 pc,

AV = 0.3 mag, t = 15 Myr), LCC (d = 114 pc, AV =

0.1 mag, t = 15 Myr), and the Pleiades (d =136 pc,

AV = 0.2 mag, t = 100 Myr). Appendix B tabulates

these additional stars and shows Gaia color-magnitude

diagrams.

2.3. X-ray Luminosities

For many thousands of stellar members of very young

(generally t < 5 Myr) star forming regions, such as

the MYStIX regions mentioned in §2.1, Table 6 of Pa-

per I lists their Chandra-based intrinsic X-ray luminosi-

ties in the 0.5− 8 keV band. These quantities were de-

rived using the non-parametric method XPHOT (Get-

man et al. 2010) based on a concept similar to the use

of color–magnitude diagrams in optical and infrared as-

tronomy. The XPHOT method requires the presence of

both soft (< 2 keV) and hard (> 2 keV) X-ray photons.

But for the six older and less absorbed clusters with

ZTF stellar rotation periods derived here, hard X-ray

photons are often lacking. Paper I estimated stellar

intrinsic X-ray luminosities by stacking all individual

stellar Chandra spectra (typically of low S/N) into one

high-S/N spectrum, obtaining intrinsic X-ray luminos-
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Table 1. 5 − 25 Myr PMS Stars With Rotation And X-ray Properties

Src Cluster R.A. Decl. log(Teff ) M log(Lbol) Prot Ampl log(LX) log(LX,up) τconv

deg deg K M� L� day mag erg s−1 erg s−1 day

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

1 NGC1502 61.971574 62.278508 3.64 0.92 -0.30 11.55 0.050 · · · 28.96 268.3

2 NGC1502 61.910148 62.277657 3.62 0.76 -0.49 0.91 0.051 · · · 28.96 363.1

3 NGC1502 61.926728 62.368586 3.55 0.56 -0.76 0.30 0.131 · · · 28.97 · · ·
4 NGC1502 61.920049 62.261276 4.15 3.55 2.22 3.31 0.060 · · · 28.97 · · ·
5 NGC1502 61.823610 62.298647 3.62 0.77 -0.49 0.79 0.045 · · · 28.98 357.9

6 NGC1502 62.118786 62.365436 3.62 0.78 -0.48 3.70 0.061 · · · 28.99 351.9

7 NGC1502 61.862238 62.242426 3.57 0.70 -0.62 5.74 0.163 · · · 29.17 · · ·
8 NGC1502 62.137218 62.374642 3.65 1.03 -0.24 3.48 0.046 · · · 29.03 238.0

9 NGC1502 62.237633 62.260949 3.63 0.80 -0.40 11.00 0.056 · · · 29.38 334.1

10 NGC1502 62.228920 62.387899 3.57 0.69 -0.62 10.48 0.140 · · · 29.41 · · ·

Note—This table is available in its entirety in the machine-readable form in the online journal. Out of the 566 table records,
the first 471 indicate stars with ZTF-based rotation periods, which are members of NGC 1502, NGC 2169, NGC 869, NGC
884, NGC 1960, and NGC 2232 (Getman et al. 2022). The remaining 95 records present stellar members of the 5 Myr old
NGC 2362 cluster, with rotation periods taken from Irwin et al. (2008a). Column descriptions:
Column 1: Sequential source number from 1 to 566. Column 2: Cluster name. Columns 3-4: Gaia DR3 right ascension
and declination (in decimal degrees) for epoch J2000.0. Columns 5-7: Stellar effective temperature, mass, and bolometric
luminosity derived from the Gaia color-magnitude diagrams. For the stars 1 − 471, these quantities are from Table 4
of Getman et al. (2022). For the NGC 2362 members, these quantities are re-derived in the current paper. Column 8:
Rotation period. For the stars 1 − 471, these are derived here from ZTF lightcurves; values for NGC 2362 are taken
from Irwin et al. (2008a). Column 9: Peak-to-peak photometric amplitude of the spot rotational modulation from folded
lightcurves. Columns 10-11: Chandra X-ray luminosities or upper-limits (in the 0.5− 8 keV band) from Tables 4 and 6 of
Getman et al. (2022). For faint X-ray stellar members of NGC 2362, additional Chandra X-ray luminosities are derived in
Appendix A. Column 12: Convective turnover timescale integrated over the convective envelope based on the stellar mass,
age and rotation using models of Amard et al. (2019).

ity (LX) for the merged spectrum. This merged LX is

divided by the sum of apparent X-ray fluxes of the in-

volved stars to estimate a conversion factor from intrin-

sic to apparent fluxes which is then applied to estimate

intrinsic X-ray luminosities of individual X-ray detected

cluster members. In addition, for the Gaia cluster mem-

bers with no X-ray detections, Paper I estimates upper

limits on LX based on spatial positions in the Chandra

ACIS-I detector. These X-ray luminosities and upper

limits for the members of the six ZTF clusters are listed

in Table 1. Treatment of NGC 2362 members is further

discussed in Appendix A.

With the inclusion of the Gaia cluster members with

X-ray non-detections, the full Chandra-Gaia stellar sam-

ples of the six ZTF clusters listed in Table 4 of Getman

et al. (2022) are complete down to masses of 0.4−0.7 M�
for NGC 1502, NGC 2169, NGC 1960, and NGC 2232,

and down to 1 M� for the more distant NGC 869 and

NGC 884 clusters.

The X-ray-rotation stellar samples given in our Ta-

ble 1 can not be considered complete for any mass

stratum due to the absence of reliable ZTF rotational

periods for most Chandra − Gaia stars. We thus

stress that any X-ray-rotation correlations or slopes ob-

served/measured in the following sections may be biased

with respect to any intrinsic relations.

3. PHOTOMETRIC ROTATIONAL PERIODS

FROM ZTF LIGHT CURVES

The Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF) is an automated

wide-field survey of ∼ 30, 000 square degrees of the

northern sky obtained with the 48-inch Oschin Schmidt

telescope at Palomar Observatory. The ZTF survey is

described by Masci et al. (2019) and Bellm et al. (2019)

with access provided by the NASA/IPAC Infrared Sci-

ence Archive. Our analysis is based on Data Release 10

(DR10).

After matching the 3547 Chandra-Gaia l-PMS cluster

members discussed in §2.1 to the ZTF point source cat-

alog using a matching radius of 2′′, we select 3410 ZTF

light curves with at least 100 photometric observations

in the r or g bands, after flagging for bad photome-

try. Unreliable data points are further removed with two

rounds of ‘sigma clipping’ using a 4×IQR (InterQuartile

Range) criterion. For some analysis steps, the irregular

cadence is converted to a regular cadence with 1.0 day
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bin width. Note that we did not attempt to use the

more sophisticated custom ZTF data reduction method

by Lu et al. (2022), which involves considering archival

ZTF light curves for multiple stars located near the tar-

get star to remove the systematics that are common to

all these stars.

Before proceeding to results, we discuss the difficulties

of measuring rotation periods from irregularly spaced

light curves obtained from a single telescope site (§3.1).

We then present our methodology in some detail, as it

differs from other treatments in the field (§3.2).

3.1. Obtaining Reliable Photometric Rotation Periods

in PMS Stars

Fully convective e-PMS stars often exhibit ∼
100 mmag rotational modulation of large cool star spots,

allowing photometric determination of their rotational

periods (e.g. Bouvier et al. 1993; Herbst et al. 2000; Af-

fer et al. 2013). The amplitude of periodic variability

can range over a factor of 10. The effect declines dur-

ing the l-PMS phase; in Upper Sco, many stars have

spot amplitudes around 30 − 80 mmag (Rebull et al.

2020). Reported rotation periods mostly fall into the

range ∼ 1−10 day with a few extending to 15−20 days

during both e-PMS and l-PMS phases. Photometric

measurements of rotation throughout the early phases

of stellar evolution, together with observable bulk stellar

properties (mass, radius, age), give insights into surface

magnetic activity and internal dynamo processes.

However, photometric rotation periods of PMS stars

are not easily measured. First, the datasets have signif-

icant deficiencies. NASA’s 4-year Kepler observations

did not include the Galactic Plane. The K2 mission cov-

ered parts of the Galactic Plane with ∼ 3 month light

curves but without associated sensitive X-ray measure-

ments. TESS Full-Frame Image light curves are subject

to crowding and nebulosity effects and have not yet been

analyzed for PMS stars. Periods will be limited to . 10

days due for single-sector observations. Ground-based

surveys such as HATSouth and ZTF have hundreds of

observations spanning several years, but their photomet-

ric accuracy is subject to atmospheric and instrumental

limitations.

Second, star spot instability can confuse periodic ro-

tational effects for multi-year light curves. e-PMS star

spots may remain large and stationary on the photo-

sphere for years but may also suddenly change (Vrba

et al. 1988; Grankin & Artemenko 2009). Spot dura-

tions have been estimated for a few l-PMS stars with

durations in the range ∼ 100 − 400 days (Maldonado

et al. 2022). But in the Sun, spots often fade in weeks

and are replaced by spots at different longitudes. The

resulting changes in phase, even with a constant period,

broadens and weakens the peak in a periodogram.

Third, many stellar light curves from sensitive space-

based photometry reveal autocorrelated stellar varia-

tions from magnetic activity, stellar pulsations or super-

granulation motions (Caceres et al. 2019). Autocorre-

lated variations from atmospheric conditions must be re-

moved from ground-based photometry using algorithms

like SysRem and the Trend Filtering Algorithm (Tamuz

et al. 2005; Kovács et al. 2005) prior to a search for

stellar rotational periodicity.

Fourth, the statistical methodology for obtaining ro-

tational periods from irregular light curves has consid-

erable limitations. The most common tool is the Lomb-

Scargle periodogram (LSP), the Fourier power spectrum

modified for irregularly spaced cadences (Scargle 1982).

Even in the best of circumstances, the evaluation of sig-

nificance of LSP peaks − commonly called False Alarm

Probabilities − is difficult to evaluate (e.g. Koen 1990;

Baluev 2008; Süveges 2014; Delisle et al. 2020).

But the situation is considerably worse for ground-

based surveys from a single observatory where the star

is visible for only several hours each day and several

months each year due to solar motion. When the light

curves are folded with periods around 1.0 days or its

aliases, sinusoidal fits have unstable amplitudes lead-

ing to false and fluctuating power in the periodogram

(Dawson & Fabrycky 2010; VanderPlas 2018). Figure 1

shows an example of the Lomb-Scargle periodogram for

a spotted l-PMS star with rotation period of 11.5 days

observed with ZTF. But strong peaks are also seen at

1.00, 0.50 and 0.25 days from the diurnal solar cycle.

Peaks may also appear around 28 days from the lu-

nar cycle. These structures in the periodogram can

be present even if no true stellar periodicity is present.

Most of these peaks are spurious and attempts to ap-

ply straightforward False Alarm Probabilities to these

irregular cadences will often fail.

As an alternative to the LSP, the nonparametric au-

tocorrelation function (ACF) is sometimes used for de-

tecting rotational periods. McQuillan et al. (2014) argue

that the first peak of the ACF gives a reliable estimate

of the rotational period. But there is no statistical guid-

ance on how to construct the ACF: different first peaks

will appear with different bin widths or smoothers used

to display the ACF. First peaks may also arise from

noise or aperiodic autoregressive variations rather than

meaningful rotational signals.

In the present study, we use both the LSP and ACF

methods. We test possible periodicities with simulated

light curves reproducing the peculiar observational ca-

dence of each light curve. The existence of a possible
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rotational signal is then evaluated by conservative sub-

jective judgment:

1. An LSP peak stronger than spurious solar and lu-

nar peaks must be present.

2. A strong periodic signal must be present in the

ACF if the period is longer than ∼ 3 days.

3. The LSP and ACF periods must agree, under-

standing that the LSP period is more accurate

than the ACF period.

3.2. Periodogram Analysis

The Lomb-Scargle periodogram is calculated using

CRAN package lomb in the R public domain statisti-

cal software environment (R Core Team 2021; Ruf 1999)

based on the algorithm of VanderPlas & Ivezić (2015).

Our LSP examines periods ranging from 0.2 to 100 days.

No attempt is made to estimate statistical significance

of peaks given the difficulties outlined in §3.1 and illus-

trated in Figures 1 and 2.

The autocorrelation function is calculated using R’s

acf function (Venables & Ripley 2002) applied to the 1-

day binned light curve. ACFs constructed with smaller

bins were unsuccessful due to the proliferation of missing

pairs of measurements at short lags. As with the Dis-

crete Correlation Function of Edelson & Krolik (1988),

missing contributions to the correlation function due to

cadence gaps are ignored. Confidence intervals corre-

sponding to 95% probabilities assuming uncorrelated

Gaussian noise and no missing values are shown as

dashed lines in Figure 1b. While they underestimate

the true confidence intervals given the erratic number

of missing values in each lag, they are useful to give

a rough indication of ACF features with low statistical

significance. More usefully, the probability that no au-

tocorrelation is present is calculated with the Ljung-Box

omnibus hypothesis test for autocorrelation at any lag

time (Ljung & Box 1978). The Ljung-Box test gener-

alizes the classical Durbin-Watson test for serial (lag=1

time unit) autocorrelation. We calculate PLB using R’s

Box.test function with the Ljung-Box test option.

Based on visual inspection of resulting LSPs and

ACFs, we select an initial sub-sample of 657 light curves

from the original sample of 3410 ZTF stars with very

low values of log(PLB) and high signal-to-noise LSP pe-

riodograms. These light curves show one or more pe-

riodic signals. We find that the ACFs are insensitive

to short rotation periods but are often consistent with

one of the dominant LSP peaks in cases of long rotation

periods.

Due to the interaction between observation’s window

function and spectral power, the resulting LSPs exhibit

spurious harmonics and aliases that researchers may

mistakenly interpret as true rotation periods (Dawson &

Fabrycky 2010; VanderPlas 2018). For the vast major-

ity of our stars, the ZTF-based LSPs show the presence

of strong peaks within both low-period (P . 1.5 day)

and high-period (P & 1.5 day) ranges. Based on simula-

tions, we often find that one of the peaks, often but not

always with the highest LSP power, is the true period

while the others are spurious.

In our simulations, using R’s sample and sin func-

tions, we first scramble the ZTF photometric measure-

ments to create randomized datasets with erased peri-

odicity or other autocorrelated structure. Artificial si-

nusoidal signals are then injected with LSP trial peri-

ods with amplitudes obtained from the loess fits to the

folded ligthcurves3. For each choice, we mark expected

harmonics for m = 1 and n = ±(1, 2, 3, 4) according to

equations (45)-(47) from VanderPlas (2018). For all 657

stars with high S/N periodograms, we ran two trials of

simulations. In the first (second) trial, we assume that

the strongest spectral peak at short periods P < 1.5 day

(long periods P > 1.5 day) is the true period. The sim-

ulation trial where the alias structure closely matches

that of the observed ZTF LSP is considered to be the

true period.

Figure 1 shows an example with a clear long period

seen in both the ACF and LSP. It is a sample page of the

electronic Figure Set that presents the ZTF lightcurve,

ACF, LSP, folded lightcurve and simulation trial for the

best period solution (marked with red cross). Figure 2

shows a more challenging case. All trial periods are

too short to be detected with the ACF, and two trial

periods give similar predicted aliases. However, the alias

strengths of the simulated LSPs for P = 1.60 day more

closely match the observed alias structure than the trial

at P = 0.61 day.

These simulations allowed us to select clear best peri-

ods for 471 out of 657 ZTF stars with strong LSP peaks.

Only these 471 ZTF stars are tabulated and used in our

X-ray activity-rotation analyses below; true periodic be-

haviors are probably present in other stars but we can-

not identify the individual periods in a reliable fashion.

The final 471 ZTF-based periods, and associated am-

plitudes of the variation in smoothed folded lightcurves,

are listed in Table 1.

3 The well-established ‘loess’ (LOcally Estimated Scatterplot
Smoothing) regression model, also known as the Savitsky-Golay
filter, fits quadratic functions in local windows that pass sequen-
tially with increasing rotational phase (Cleveland & Devlin 1988).
The model includes robust downweighting of outliers using M es-
timation with Tukey’s biweight function. The method is imple-
mented in R function loess.
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Figure 1. Results from the rotational period search for 3410 ZTF light curves. This is the first page from a figure set for 471
stars with reliable ZTF rotation periods available in the electronic version of the paper. Panel (a) ZTF lightcurve. The legend
gives the number of ZTF observation nights and magnitude range of the lightcurve. Panel (b) Autocorrelation function after
collecting the light curve into 1 day bins. The log of the Ljung-Box probability is shown; cases with log(PLB) < −2 require
autocorrelation while cases with log(PLB) > −2 are consistent with white noise. Panel (c) Lomb-Scargle periodogram for the
unbinned ZTF data. The red plus marks the chosen best period, and dashed lines show expected diurnal aliases (VanderPlas
2018). Panel (d) Folded lightcurve for the best LSP period. The green curve gives a robust local polynomial fit to the data using
R’s loess algorithm (see text for details). The legend gives the period and amplitude of a smooth local regression fit. Panel (e)
Lomb-Scargle periodogram for a simulation of the best rotation period and amplitude, plus Gaussian noise, using the original
ZTF observation times.

The last 95 lines of the table list the NGC 2362 stars

in common between the Chandra X-ray (Broos et al.

2013; Getman et al. 2022) and CTIO Blanco/Mosaic-

II based rotation period (Irwin et al. 2008a) samples.
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Figure 2. Lomb-Scargle periodograms for source #260 in NGC 884. Panels a and c show the same LSP for the observed ZTF
lightcurve but assuming two different “true” periods, 1.60 and 0.61 days (marked by the red pluses). Corresponding expected
failure modes are marked by the blue dashed lines. Panels b and d show the results of simulations for the trials of the two
assumed periods. The simulation trial with the 1.60 day period more closely resembles the real periodogram.

Here the rotation periods and amplitudes of folded light

curves are from Irwin et al. (2008a); stellar masses, ef-

fective temperatures, bolometric and X-ray luminosities

are from §A.

Among the 471 ZTF stars with reliable rotational peri-

ods, 154 are members of the central part of the NGC 869

(= h Per) stellar cluster covered in the Chandra sur-

vey (Getman et al. 2022). Previously, based on their

multi-telescope optical monitoring of a larger area of

NGC 869, Moraux et al. (2013) published rotation pe-

riods for 586 candidate cluster members. There are 84

stars that are common between our current ZTF anal-

ysis and the Moraux et al. study. Figure 3 shows that

the ZTF periods are generally consistent with the peri-
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Figure 3. Comparison between our ZTF periods and previously published rotation periods by Moraux et al. (2013) for 84 stars
in NGC 869 (= h Per). The grey lines mark the unity, 1/2× and 2× unity lines.

ods (or half-periods) of Moraux et al. (2013), with the

exception of seven stars, for which our simulations prefer

shorter-period solutions. Similar discrepancies between

stellar rotational periods derived from different datasets

analyzed with different methods are shown in Briegal

et al. (2022).

Finally we note that some periodic photometric sig-

nals that we interpret to be rotationally modulated spot-

ted single stars may actually be eclipsing binary systems

with a F- or G-type primary and an M-type secondary

(Triaud et al. 2013). We suspect this source of contami-

nation is not common, as our target stars are restricted

to X-ray and kinematic cluster members (Paper I) rather

than drawn from a large population of field stars.

4. SKUMANICH-LIKE RELATIONS FOR

LATE-PMS STARS

4.1. Rotation Dependence on Mass and Age

For the X-ray-rotation sample in Table 1, Figure 4 dis-

plays the distribution of rotation periods as a function of

stellar mass in three mass strata − (0.6−0.9), (0.9−1.2),

and (1.2−1.5) M� − and four cluster age strata: 5 Myr,

7 Myr, 13 Myr and 22-25 Myr. A handful of stars lie

beyond M < 0.6 M� and M > 1.5 M�. The l-PMS

cluster distributions are compared to the well-studied

Pleiades ZAMS-MS stars. At a given cluster age, the

mass strata distinguish between stars of different evo-

lutionary phases, such as Hayashi versus Henyey tracks

at 7 Myr, 13 Myr, and > 20 Myr. These evolutionary

phases, called phHRD here, are taken from the PARSEC

1.2S mass tracks by Chen et al. (2014). Appendix §C

provides further details and tabulation of such phases

for all l-PMS stars from Paper I.

An initial result from Figure 4 is that while some

are more rapidly rotating than Pleiades stars, others

have quickly spun down to the Prot − M locus seen

during ZAMS stage. This is seen on both the Hayashi

and Henyey tracks. In these slower rotating stars, the

changes in internal structure during the l-PMS phase

do not cause strong spin-up at the surface. This re-

sult was found by Moraux et al. (2013) who state: “at

least a fraction of slow rotators are prevented from spin-

ning up” during the l-PMS phase. We caution that our

methodology restricts period determination from ZTF

lightcurves to only reliable cases (§3), it is quite likely

that some fast rotators are missing from our sample.
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Figure 4. Rotation-mass diagrams for seven l-PMS clusters (colored points) compared to members of the Pleiades cluster (grey
points, Rebull et al. 2016, see Appendix B). The X-ray-rotation clusters are arranged into 4 age strata, and individual stars are
color-coded by their evolutionary phase on the Hertzprung-Russell diagram: Hayashi track (green; phHRD < 2), early Henyey
track (red; 2 ≤ phHRD < 3), late Henyey track (orange; 3 ≤ phHRD < 4), and ZAMS-MS (blue; 4 ≤ phHRD < 6). The three
mass strata discussed in the text are marked by the grey lines. Figure legends present numbers of plotted X-ray-rotation stars.

For example, rapid l-PMS rotators may produce multi-

modal surface field morphologies with smaller star spots

rather than one large hemispheric star spot needed for

reliable photometric detection.

We note that the slower rotators (2 < Prot < 10 days)

in our l-PMS sample show greater scatter than the nar-

row locus of slow rotators in the Pleiades in the Prot−M

diagrams. This is not due to observational uncertainties,

as Prot values are measured with high accuracy from

our periodograms. This suggests that the angular mo-

menta of an ensemble of l-PMS stars have not yet settled

down to the well-defined rotational patterns seen on the

ZAMS.
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The Prot distribution can be compared to modern stel-

lar evolutionary models with self-consistent treatment of

rotation internal angular momentum transport and ro-

tational mixing processes (Amard et al. 2019; Gossage

et al. 2021). Gossage et al. present models with two

magnetic effects: traditional magnetic braking of Matt

et al. (2015) and consideration of the morphology of stel-

lar surface magnetic fields by Garraffo et al. (2018).

Figure 5 compares the temporal evolution of stellar

rotation predicted by these models with our rotational

data. Individual stars from our X-ray-rotation ZTF

sample (Table 1) and their associated box-and-whisker

diagrams are shown in black while stars with previously

published rotation periods (Table 3) are shown in ma-

genta. The colored curves give the rotation evolution-

ary tracks. Models from Amard et al. (2019) are in

red for three different initial rotation rates (slow, me-

dian, fast) and three different masses per figure panel

(0.6, 0.8, 0.9 M�, 0.9, 1, 1.2 M�, and 1.2, 1.3, 1.5 M�).

Models from Gossage et al. (2021) are shown for mag-

netic braking prescriptions of Matt et al. (2015, in blue)

and Garraffo et al. (2018, in green) for a single mass per

figure panel (0.8, 1, 1.3 M�) and for two initial rotation

rates (fast and slow). During the e-PMS phase at ages

. 4 Myr, the models assume stellar rotation rates are

constant due to disk coupling. Figure legends indicate

numbers of plotted stars.

Figure 5 shows broad agreement between observations

and theory. The median and quartile rotation rates in-

creases following disk decoupling during 7− 25 Myr are

due to contraction along the Hayashi and Henyey tracks.

The spin-up is particularly notable in our NGC 1960 and

NGC 2232 stars at ages 22− 25 Myr. Contraction slows

during 30− 100 Myr and rotation slows on the main se-

quence due to centrifugal momentum loss by a magnetic

wind. The predicted U-shaped pattern of rotation peri-

ods is seen in all mass strata with the fastest rotations

seen in NGC 1960 and NGC 2232.

Some discrepancy, however, can be noted. Particu-

larly for the lower 0.6−0.9 M� mass stratum, a quarter

or more of the observed rotations are slower than the ro-

tation model tracks: the models are missing a very slow

rotator population. This could be be attributed to disk

locking timescales substantially longer than ∼ 4 Myr in

many lower-mass stars (Ribas et al. 2015; Richert et al.

2018). It thus does not represent a fundamental dis-

agreement between data and models.

The bifurcation in Prot distribution in the NGC 869

cluster reported by Moraux et al. (2013) is confirmed

using our independent rotation data. It is also present

in the rich NGC 884 cluster; it appears as a deficit of

stars with Prot ' 1 day (Figures 4 and 5).

For the 0.9−1.2 M� mass stratum we compare the dis-

tributions of rotation periods for the rich samples of sim-

ilar aged UCL/LCC and NGC 869 clusters taken from

space-based data of Rebull et al. (2022) and ground-

based data of Moraux et al. (2013), respectively. Using

the Anderson-Darling 2-sample test, the period distribu-

tion of Moraux et al. (2013) is significantly different from

UCL (p < 0.001) and is probably different from LCC

(p = 0.02). UCL and LCC have indistinguishable period

distributions. The NGC 869 and UCL/LCC differences

are mainly due to the difference in spread rather than in

median. The nonparametric Ansari-Bradley test, where

the alternative hypothesis assumes same medians but

different spreads, give p < 0.001 that they have the same

spread. Compared to the space-based UCL/LCC data,

the NGC 869 data exhibit an excess of rapidly rotating

stars.

Moraux et al. suggest that the excess may be due to a

population of tidally locked close binary systems identi-

fied by their photometric locus in a color-magnitude di-

agram. The bifurcation in rotational periods thus may

not reflect a stage in the rotational evolution of single

stars. Alternatively, the existence of very rapid rotators

in l-PMS clusters with Prot as short as 8 hours may be

related to the truncation of protoplanetary disks in wide

binary stars (Meibom et al. 2007).

However, while Rebull et al. (2022) derive space-based

rotation periods for the vast majority of the UCL/LCC

cluster members, the NGC 869 data of Moraux et al.

(2013) and our own NGC 869+884 ZTF data are highly

incomplete in the determination of the rotation periods.

We thus can not evaluate the true fraction of rapid ro-

tators in these clusters as well as their nature.

4.2. X-ray Dependence on Mass, Rotation and Age

We use the stellar sample from Table 1 to study rela-

tionships between X-ray luminosity and stellar rotation,

particularly to examine whether supersaturated, satu-

rated and unsaturated regimes are present in 5−25 Myr

l-PMS stars as they are in ZAMS stars.

Figure 6 shows the l-PMS mass-stratified LX − Prot

distributions. As the X-ray data consist of a mixture of

detections and upper limits, we use methods of survival

analysis to evaluate the presence of (anti)correlation

(Feigelson & Babu 2012). We calculate Helsel’s gen-

eralized Kendall’s tau p-value for null hypothesis of no

correlation, and the Akritas-Theil-Sen linear regression

slope (Helsel 2012; Akritas et al. 1995). These are imple-

mented with functions cenken and akr in CRAN pack-

age NADA within the R statistical software environment

(Lee 2020). We looked for correlations in mass-stratified

LX − Prot diagrams for individual clusters as well as
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cluster ensembles, for all rotation periods as well ro-

tations constrained to rapid (Prot . 1 day) and slow

(Prot & 1 day) ranges with different boundaries.

In the 0.6− 0.9 M� stratum (dominated by Hayashi-

track stars), stellar samples for individual clusters do

not show any LX −Prot correlations, but the cluster en-

semble sample exhibits a weak positive correlation with

slope LX ∝ P 0.2
rot (black line in Figure 6a). The gener-

alized Kendall’s τ p-value is p ' 0.0001. This positive

correlation in l-PMS stars is opposite to the well-known

anticorrelation between LX and Prot for unsaturated

ZAMS stars. But the l-PMS effect may be coinciden-

tal. LX and Prot decay with age for different reasons:

X-ray luminosity falls as the distributed dynamo weak-

ens (Getman et al. 2022) while rotation period declines

as contracting stars spin up following disk decoupling

(Figure 5).

In the 0.9 − 1.2 and 1.2 − 1.5 M� mass strata, our

X-ray-rotation samples are dominated by the Henyey-

track stellar members of 13 Myr old, rich NGC 869 and

NGC 884 clusters (Figure 6b and c). Other individ-

ual clusters are represented by sparse samples with no

LX − Prot correlations. For the entire rotation range,

using either the entire sample of all open clusters (as

shown in figure panels b and c) or just a sub-sample

of the dominant 13 Myr old clusters, LX appears in-

dependent of Prot (Kendall’s τ p-value p > 0.03). But

one can construct a sub-sample of rapidly rotating l-

PMS stars where LX increases with Prot (magenta lines,

p ' 0.005). This is consistent with the supersaturation

result of A16 for 1.0− 1.4 M� stars in NGC 869.

In Figure 6 panel d where only X-ray detections are

considered (to mimic the X-ray sensitivity level of the

shallower Chandra observation from A16), we find rela-

tions LX ∝ P 0.6
rot for Prot < 1 day (p ' 0.05, which is

not significant) and LX ∝ P−0.4rot (p ' 0.005, which is

significant) for Prot > 1 day. The latter is similar to the

non-saturation result of A16.

A16 interpret these results as the onset of the super-

saturated and unsaturated tachoclinal dynamo regimes

that dominate the ZAMS phase.

But we should also emphasize strong selection ef-

fects in our sample of l-PMS stars in Figure 6. While

the underlying Gaia-Chandra samples of cluster mem-

bers are large and reasonably complete for solar-mass

stars, only ' 13% have reliable rotational periods from

our ZTF periodogram analysis. Only stars with large

hemisphere-size star spots have reliable rotational peri-

ods. The ZTF-Gaia-Chandra sub-sample lacks weaker

X-ray stars, so the distribution of X-ray luminosities

differs considerably from the full Gaia-Chandra sam-

ple for NGC 869+884 (Paper I). It is further possible

that our rotational periods for NGC 869 and NGC 884

stars are missing long-period stars that were found by

Moraux et al. (2013) (Figure 5) and is thereby unable to

reveal the unsaturated anticorrelation between LX and

Prot. We thus conclude that our findings in Figure 6

are consistent with, but not a convincing independent

demonstration of results reported by A16.

We note that the relation LX ∝ P−0.4rot for Prot > 1 day

shown in Figure 6d is much shallower than the slope of

' −2 measured for main sequence stars (Pizzolato et al.

2003; Wright et al. 2011b). Furthermore, the longest

rotation periods of ∼ 10 days for our l-PMS stars cor-

respond to Rossby number of Ro = P/τconv ∼ 0.1 (Ta-

ble 1) whereas the unsaturated LX -rotation regime in

older stars starts at Ro & 0.13. It may be more realistic

to view the LX ∝ P−0.4rot effect found here and by A16 as

a mild (factor of 2-3) decrease of X-ray activity within

a saturated dynamo regime.
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Figure 6. X-ray luminosity as a function of rotation period for the l-PMS stars in Table 1. Panels (a,b,c) show LX − Prot

distributions for different mass strata. X-ray detections (circles) and X-ray non-detections (triangles) are color-coded according
to stellar age: 5 Myr (pink), 7 Myr (red), 13 Myr (blue), and > 20 Myr (green). Black and magenta lines are calculated using
the Akritas-Thiel-Sen statistical procedure; see text for detail. Panel (d) shows LX −Prot distribution for 13 Myr old stars that
were detected in X-rays in the 0.9 − 1.5 M� range.
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5. LATE PRE-MAIN SEQUENCE STAR SPOT

SIZES

A byproduct of photometric searches for rotational pe-

riods is a measurement of the fractional surface area oc-

cupied by large star spots. If the stellar radius is known

from Gaia multiband photometry and parallax measure-

ments, then the star’s spot area can also be calculated.

This quantity is not evaluated from the periodogram

where the LSP peak power is difficult to interpret, but

from the light curve folded modulo the period selected

by the process described in §3. We discuss here star

spot sizes as a measure of surface activity in addition to

X-ray luminosity. A forthcoming study will examine the

utility of star spot sizes to estimate ages for PMS and

ZAMS stars.

Star spot fractional coverages are obtained from loess

local regression fit to folded ZTF light curves, as shown

by the green curve in panel d of Figure 1. The spot

coverage fraction is the peak-to-peak amplitude of this

fitted function in magnitudes. The measured amplitudes

for the ZTF lightcurves are listed in column 9 of Table 1.

Previously reported amplitudes by Irwin et al. (2008a)

and Moraux et al. (2013) for NGC 2362 and NGC 869

stars with Gaia-based masses are listed in Table 3.

Spot areas are calculated assuming that the observed

periodic photometric is caused by rotational modula-

tion of a single dominant spot (or a conglomerate of

nearby smaller spots). Spot sizes are estimated follow-

ing Herbst et al. (2021). Spot area Aspot is proportional

to the observed drop in brightness relative to the average

stellar flux (∆F/Fav), projected stellar hemisphere area

(Astar = πR2
star), and stellar (Teff ) and spot (Tspot)

temperatures:

Aspot = Astar∆F/Fav(1− (Tspot/Teff )4)−1 (1)

where the stellar and spot temperatures are related as

Tspot = −3.58×10−5T 2
eff +1.0188Teff−239.3. ∆F/Fav

is obtained from the peak-to-peak magnitude amplitude

(Ampl) as ∆F/Fav = 100.2Ampl − 10−0.2Ampl ≈ Ampl.

See Kounkel et al. (2022) for a related calculation.

Figure 7 shows that X-ray luminosity and star spot

area are strongly correlated as LX ∝ A0.4
spot using the

Akritas-Thiel-Sen procedure. NGC 869 and NGC 884

stars, dominating our X-ray-rotation sample, are omit-

ted from this plot since their limited LX and Aspot dy-

namic ranges and low sensitivity towards < 0.9 M�
stars weakens the correlation. If these clusters are in-

cluded, the dependence is still statistically significant

but is weaker, LX ∝ A0.1
spot. The power law index ranges

from 0.3 to 0.6 when other mass ranges or subsamples

are considered.
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Figure 7. X-ray luminosity as a function of surface spot
area for l-PMS stars. The sample in this plot is restricted to
stars with ages t = [5 − 7] Myr and t > 20 Myr (omitting
NGC 869 and NGC 884 stars at 13 Myr stars) and masses
0.6− 1.5 M�. X-ray detections and upper limits are marked
by the solid circles and triangles, respectively. The red line
shows the Akritas-Thiel-Sen slope.

We believe this is the first demonstration that X-ray

emission and spot sizes are correlated measures of sur-

face magnetic activity in a stellar population. However,

the derived slope should not be interpreted astrophys-

ically because our X-ray-rotation stellar samples from

Table 1 are badly incomplete due to the absence of re-

liable ZTF rotational periods for most Chandra-Gaia

stars from Paper I. The spot areas are only measurable

in ZTF periodograms when the star spot area is both

large and distributed asymmetrically across the surface

so that one hemisphere is substantially darkened com-

pared to the other hemisphere.

More insight might emerge from independent exam-

ination of how LX and Aspot evolve during the l-PMS

phase in Figure 8. The LX − t plot in panel a is taken

from Paper I where the decay slope during the l-PMS

phase was derived employing all known Chandra-Gaia

stellar members of open clusters that have mass com-

pleteness limits . 0.7 M�. The evolution of spot area

in panels b and c are based on all stars with known

peak-to-peak amplitudes given in Tables 1 and 3.
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Figure 8. Temporal evolution of X-ray luminosity and spot area in late PMS stars. (a) Evolution of X-ray luminosity through
the e-PMS and l-PMS phases, adapted from Paper I (Getman et al. 2022, see their Figure 8 for details). (b) Empirical cumulative
distribution function of spot area for four age strata: 5 Myr (pink), 7 Myr (red), 13 Myr (dark blue), and 22 − 25 Myr (green).
The 13 Myr sample from Moraux et al. (2013) is shown for comparison (light blue). (c) For the distributions in panel (b),
median values with bootstrapped 68% confidence intervals with weighted linear fit. The samples for panels (b,c) are drawn from
Tables 1 and 3 of the current paper.

Figure 8 demonstrates that spot area, like X-ray lumi-

nosity, drops several-fold during the l-PMS phase. The

plots show that Aspot ∝ ta with a ' −0.9 and LX ∝ tb

with b ' −1.1 for the 0.7 − 1.5 M� mass range. Evo-

lutionary trends for other mass ranges are listed in Ta-

ble 2. These results are consistent among different ro-

tation datasets: for ages 5 − 7 Myr, the spot areas are

similar for our ZTF (red point in Figure 8c) and CTIO-

based data/analyses of Irwin et al. (2008a, pink point);

and for age 13 Myr, our ZTF spot areas (blue point)

agree with Moraux et al. (2013, cyan point).
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Table 2. Temporal Evolution of X-ray Luminosity and Spot Area

Mass N(LX) b p-val(b) N(Aspot) a p-val(a) b/a

M�

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

0.7 − 0.9 556 −0.52 ± 0.22 0.07 178 −0.70 ± 0.33 0.12 0.74 ± 0.47

0.9 − 1.2 845 −0.61 ± 0.16 0.01 370 −0.88 ± 0.10 0.00 0.69 ± 0.20

0.7 − 1.2 1769 −0.83 ± 0.30 0.03 548 −0.77 ± 0.17 0.02 1.08 ± 0.46

0.9 − 1.5 1335 −1.16 ± 0.15 0.00 636 −0.99 ± 0.17 0.01 1.17 ± 0.25

0.7 − 1.5 2259 −1.10 ± 0.24 0.00 814 −0.85 ± 0.16 0.01 1.29 ± 0.37

Note—Column 1: Mass range. Column 2: Number of PMS stars evolved in the analysis of the
temporal evolution of LX using data and methods from Paper I. Columns 3-4: Results from the
linear regression fits for the relation LX ∼ tb. The results include the slope (b) with 68% error, and
p-value for the hypothesis of zero slope. Column 5: Number of PMS stars evolved in the analysis
of the temporal evolution of spot area (Aspot). Columns 6-7: Results from the linear regression fits
for the relation Aspot ∼ ta. The results include the slope (a) with 68% error, and p-value for the

hypothesis of zero slope. Column 8: Inferred slopes and 68% errors for the relation LX ∼ A
b/a
spot.
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Figure 9. Same as in Figure 8c but for the amplitude of the
photometric variations.

Figure 8c dramatically shows that the decline of the

median stellar spot area with age follows a power law

relation.

Some studies of the evolution of star spots (e.g. Re-

bull et al. 2018) use the amplitude of the photometric

variations rather than the spot area. In our sample of

5 − 25 Myr stars when stellar radii can vary substan-

tially, we find that the terms Astar and Ampl in equa-

tion 1 also decay with time, but slower than Aspot. For

instance, Figure 9 shows that for the (0.7 − 1.5) M�
stellar sample from Figure 8b,c the amplitude decreases

with time as Ampl = t−0.53±0.15. The stellar hemi-

sphere area decreases approximately as Astar ∼ t−0.3,

while Aspot ∝ t−0.9 (Table 2). This temporal evolution

of Aspot supports the magnetic activity paradigm (see

below). Spot area is thus an effective measure of star

spot evolution in this l-PMS regime.

Hemispheric spot area fraction (fspot = Aspot/Astar)

decays approximately as fspot ∼ t−0.5. This is consistent

with the Kepler and TESS study of six clusters with ages

ranging from 10 Myr to 4 Gyr (Morris 2020), for which

the authors report fspot ∼ tc with c = −0.37± 0.16.

Table 2 shows that both Aspot and LX decrease ap-

proximately as t−1.0 for solar mass stars with a some-

what shallower drop around t−0.7 for sub-solar mass

stars.

We thus find that the time-averaged X-ray luminos-

ity and surface spot area of l-PMS stars are nearly

proportional to each other with b/a ' 1. A plausible

explanation is that local spot magnetic field strengths

are roughly constant but the areas of spots vary and

evolve among l-PMS stars. This is motivated by Zee-

man broadening measurements in solar-type stars from

PMS to main sequence. They show a constant spot

magnetic field at B ∼ 3 kG but magnetic filling fac-

tor (f), and thus disk-averaged magnetic field strength

< B >= Bf , decreasing with age (Kochukhov et al.

2020; Sokal et al. 2020). For our l-PMS stars, assuming

that the spot magnetic field strength is also constant,

the LX ∝ A1
spot relationship (Figure 8 and Table 2)

implies that the time-averaged X-ray luminosity would

scale linearly with disk-averaged stellar magnetic flux
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LX ∝ Φ ∼ B × fspot × R2 ∼ B × Aspot. The implied

LX ∝ Φ scaling appears to be universal in the Sun and

stars (§6). This scaling would imply that LX ∝ A1
spot

would be seen in l-PMS stars, or any sample of normal

stars.

6. X-RAY EMISSION AND SURFACE MAGNETIC

FLUX

Two decades ago, Pevtsov et al. (2003) found a re-

markable power law relationship that links solar and

stellar magnetic events; a version is shown in Figure 10a.

Here the characteristic level of X-ray luminosity LX

scales with the magnetic flux integrated over the respon-

sible surface region of area A, Φ = B × A, according to

LX ∝ Φm with m = 1.0 − 1.5 (Pevtsov et al. 2003;

Kirichenko & Bogachev 2017)4. It points to a universal

mechanism of coronal plasma heating from a supply of

magnetic flux to the stellar surface, regardless of the na-

ture of underlying magnetic dynamos. The relationship

is present from the smallest solar structures to powerful

solar and stellar flares.

There are indications that the relationship changes for

highly magnetically active conditions. For instance, the

X-ray super-flares that frequently occur in e-PMS stars

may require a steeper slope with m ' 3 and unusually

strong local surface fields of up to 20 kG (Getman et al.

2021; Zhuleku et al. 2021).

For rapidly rotating stars with convection-driven dy-

namos such as e-PMS or mid-M dwarfs, the available ki-

netic energy of convective flows may set the strength of

the surface magnetic field (Christensen et al. 2009; Rein-

ers et al. 2009; Reiners & Christensen 2010; Reiners et al.

2022). These researchers provide a simple analytic for-

mula for the average strength of surface magnetic field,

where magnetic pressure (∝ B2) depends on the stellar

density ρ1/3 (where ρ ∼ M/R3) and stellar bolometric

flux q2/3 (where q ∼ L/R2). Normalized to the empiri-

cal measurements of magnetic field strength for various

stars and planets in units of G, the expression is

Bkin = 4800(ML2/R7)1/6 (2)

where M , L, and R are stellar mass, luminosity, and

radius in solar units.

4 The individual early PMS (dark green squares) and older solar-
type stars (blue squares) shown in Figure 10a have magnetic
fluxes based on Zeeman broadening measurements. Zeeman
Doppler imaging measurements produce a slope m & 1.5 while
Zeeman broadening follow the standard slope (Vidotto et al.
2014; Reiners et al. 2022). It is unclear whether the slope dif-
ference is arises from methodology or is intrinsic to the stars
(Kochukhov et al. 2020; Kochukhov 2021).

We applied this formula to fully and partially convec-

tive l-PMS Gaia-Chandra stars listed in Tables 6 and 4

of Paper I. For comparison to e-PMS stars, we choose

a sub-sample of 1038 lightly absorbed (AV < 5 mag)

members of the nearby IC 348, Orion Nebula, and

NGC 2264 star forming regions with masses 0.2−2 M�.

These are the nearest, rich regions for which we have

most sensitive Chandra X-ray data. These e-PMS stars

are shown in Figure 10b (light green) with quantile re-

gression curves (purple)5. The fits show that e-PMS

Chandra X-ray luminosities and kinetic magnetic sur-

face fluxes (Bkin × 4πR2 from equation 2) roughly fol-

low the universal relationship of Pevtsov et al. (2003)

and Kirichenko & Bogachev (2017) though with X-ray

luminosities reduced by factors of 2 − 3. A linear slope

of m = 1.3 resulting from an independent linear regres-

sion fit to these e-PMS data (not shown) supports this

finding.

We similarly apply equation (2) to the l-PMS mem-

bers of open clusters in Table 4 of Paper I. Here the

Gaia-Chandra sub-samples used are complete down to

' 0.7 M�, not ' 0.2 M� as in the e-PMS case. Like

their younger e-PMS siblings, numerous fully-convective

l-PMS stars lying on Hayashi tracks (phHRD < 2.0) fol-

low the universal law (figure is not shown). So do the

l-PMS stars that lie on the early segments of Henyey

tracks (2.0 ≤ phHRD < 2.7). These are shown as red

dots in Figure 10c with spline fits6.

However, more massive l-PMS stars on the more

evolved Henyey track and on the ZAMS-MS show a dif-

ferent behavior. Stars on later segments of the Henyey

tracks have evolutionary phases of 2.7 < phHRD < 4.0 in

Appendix C, and ZAMS-MS stars have 4 < phHRD < 6.

These stars, shown as orange dots in the LX − Φ dia-

gram of Figure 10d with spline fits, exhibit an anti −

5 These curves are generated with the Constrained B-Splines
method that combines spline and quantile regression fits. The
50% (median) curve is shown with a solid purple curve and 75%
and 25% quartiles are marked by dashed curves. The procedure
uses quadratic splines with knot selection based on the Akaike In-
formation Criterion. The method is implemented in the R CRAN
cobs package (Ng & Maechler 2007, 2020).

6 The l-PMS samples in Figure 10c and d include a substantial
number of X-ray upper limits (shown as open trianges) as well
as detections (shown as filled circles). To treat the limits in
a statistically consistent fashion, we calculate the nonparamet-
ric maximum likelihood Kaplan-Meier estimator (KM; Kaplan &
Meier 1958) for the LX distributions in sliding bins of Φ. Local
quadratic fits are then calculated to the 50% and 75% quartiles
of the KM estimators to generate smooth curves. Due to high
fractions of X-ray nondetections in many Φ bins, the unreliable
KM 25% quartiles are omitted. Software calculations are made in
R with the survival (Therneau 2020) and loess (Cleveland et al.
1992) functions.
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Figure 10. The Pevtsov relation linking X-ray luminosity to magnetic flux. Panel (a) is reproduced from Getman et al. (2021).
The solid and dashed black lines are the relations LX ∼ Φm, where m = 1.15 (Pevtsov et al. 2003) and m = 1.48 (Kirichenko
& Bogachev 2017), respectively. Magnetic structures include the quiet Sun (brown), solar X-ray-bright points (light green),
solar active regions (cyan), solar disk averages (gray), and old G, K, and M dwarfs (magenta). The solar microflares (golden
oval) are from Kirichenko & Bogachev (2017) and solar M-class flares (red oval) are from Su et al. (2007). Individual solar-type
dwarfs (blue squares) are from Kochukhov et al. (2020). Individual Orion and Taurus e-PMS stars (dark green squares) are from
Sokal et al. (2020). Panels (b), (c) and (d) expand the high-luminosity regime with the Pevtsov et al. (2003) and Kirichenko &
Bogachev (2017) regression lines shown. Panel (b) shows e-PMS stellar members of Orion Nebula, IC 348, and NGC 2264 from
Table 6 of Paper I (light green) with kinetic magnetic flux estimated according to equation 2. All these stars are on Hayashi
tracks (phHRD < 2). The purple curves are spline fits to the 25%, 50%, and 75% quartiles of the LX − Φ distribution (see text
for details). Panels (c) and (d) show l-PMS stars from Paper I with stars on early Henyey tracks in red (2.0 ≤ phHRD < 2.7)
and stars on later Henyey and ZAMS-MS tracks in orange (2.7 ≤ phHRD < 6.0). The purple curves show smoothed 50% and
75% Kaplan-Meier quartiles of the LX − Φ distributions (see text for details).
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correlation between LX and Φ, much different from the

universal correlation found by Pevtsov et al. (2003);

Kirichenko & Bogachev (2017) and seen in our younger

l-PMS and e-PMS stars in Figure 10b and c.

As the universal LX − Φ relationship is present for

both e-PMS and main sequence stars, we do not be-

lieve it is absent for l-PMS stars. Our finding in §5

that LX ∝ A1
spot (Table 2) further supports a correla-

tion between X-ray emission and surface magnetic flux

levels. Rather, the anti-correlation seen in Figure 10d is

arguably due to a failure of equation (2) in estimating

magnetic field strengths based on a convective dynamo.

This provides indirect evidence that the dynamos dur-

ing the later stages of l-PMS and ZAMS evolution are

switching from α2 to αΩ processes.

This change in LX−Φ behavior occurs approximately

two-thirds of the duration between the base of the

Henyey track and the time of maximum bolometric lumi-

nosity on the Henyey track before descent to the ZAMS.

Recall that these results are based on PARSEC 1.2S evo-

lutionary models.

This result agrees with different arguments in Paper I

that pointed to the αΩ dynamo as dominant in these

more massive and older l-PMS stars. Paper I found that

the X-ray luminosity of 1−3.5 M� stars (most of which

lie on late Henyey or ZAMS tracks) decays as LX ∝
t−1.8. This decay rate is consistent with that of main

sequence stars, whose magnetic activity is driven by the

tachoclinal αΩ dynamo (Maggio et al. 1987; Güdel et al.

1997; Feigelson et al. 2004).

7. CONCLUSIONS

7.1. Observational Accomplishments

From an observational viewpoint, this study together

with Paper I has greatly increased our knowledge of stel-

lar activity and rotation for solar-type stars in the elu-

sive late-pre-main sequence phase of stellar evolution.

We generate samples of several thousand stars within

open clusters with ages 5 − 25 Myr. Combining Gaia

and Chandra observations allows cluster membership

to be established with high reliability. Paper I presents

a catalog of ∼ 8000 l-PMS stars (∼ 6000 and ∼ 2000

lying in the cluster centers and outskirts, respectively),

most of which have X-ray detections.

In this study, we examined photometric light curves

for 3410 of these l-PMS using the northern hemisphere

multi-epoch survey of the Zwicky Transient Facility. We

establish a rigorous procedure for identifying reliable

photometric periodicities due to rotationally modulated

star spots using light curves obtained at a single tele-

scope site. This analysis gives rotation periods for 471

Gaia-Chandra-ZTF stars ranging from around 0.5 to 8

days (§3). Several dozen stellar members of NGC 2362

with Chandra-CTIO measurements were added to this

X-ray rotation sample (Appendix A and Table 1). For

some analyses, we also consider previously published ro-

tation periods for additional > 3500 stars, mostly with-

out Chandra data (Appendix B).

The resulting mass-dependent evolution of rotation

through the l-PMS phase agrees well with astrophysical

models, although our sample points to a sub-population

of stars with slower initial rotations than commonly as-

sumed (Figure 5).

7.2. Switching from Convective to Tachoclinal

Dynamos

The primary scientific question of the study is raised in

the Introduction: When during the complex changes in

stellar structure of the l-PMS evolutionary phase does

the magnetic dynamo change from the α2 distributed

convective process to the solar-type αΩ tachoclinal pro-

cess? The X-ray/rotation study of the l-PMS cluster h

per by Argiroffi et al. (2016) gave evidence, based on a

few slowly rotating stars, that the transition to an αΩ

dynamo was beginning for more massive stars at age

' 13 Myr. Our LX − Prot diagram for stars in a wider

range of cluster ages from ' 5−25 Myr (Figure 6) is con-

sistent with this result but does not provide convincing

independent support. The distributions are also consis-

tent with the hypothesis that X-ray luminosities have

no relationship to rotational period in l-PMS stars.

Our ZTF-based periods are limited to periods shorter

than ∼ 10 days where the stars are still in a magnetically

saturated regime with Rossby number being below ∼
0.1. Definitive results may require measuring rotation

rates spectroscopically for mass-stratified samples of l-

PMS covering a range of X-ray luminosities.

However, this study together with Getman et al.

(2022) provide two other lines of evidence for dynamo

changes. First, Paper I showed strong declines in X-

ray luminosity in l-PMS stars. The decline is dramatic

in higher-mass 1 − 3.5 M� stars and slower in lower-

mass 0.75 − 1 M� stars. The LX ∝ t−1.8 decline in

1− 3.5 M� l-PMS stars is consistent with that of young

main sequence stars where surface activity is driven by

the αΩ dynamo.

Second, a subtle effect is seen at the later stages of

l-PMS evolution as stars approach the ZAMS. There is

clear evidence that the universal relation between LX

and stellar magnetic flux Φ applies at all evolutionary

phases from e-PMS through l-PMS, ZAMS and older

main sequence stars. Our empirical results support this

with the correlation LX ∝ A1
spot (§5, Figure 8, Table 2).

Further assuming convective dynamos are dominant, the
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LX ∝ Φ1 relation, where Φ is a theory based mag-

netic flux, holds for stars in the e-PMS and beginning

of l-PMS stages (§6, Figure 10b,c). But the convec-

tive dynamo flux generation equation (2) fails to reveal

the expected LX − Φ correlation at later l-PMS stages

(Figure 10d). This suggests that a tachoclinal αΩ pro-

cesses emerge as the dominant dynamo mechanism as

stars move along the late part of Henyey track in the

Hertzsprung-Russell diagram and approach the ZAMS.
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APPENDIX

A. NGC 2362 PROPERTIES

Chandra-ACIS-I 100 ks exposure of this cluster was analysed by our team as part of the 20-region Massive Young

Star-forming complex study in Infrared and X-ray (MYStIX) survey (Feigelson et al. 2013). The X-ray study emerged

with 491 X-ray selected cluster members tabulated by Broos et al. (2013). Stellar X-ray luminosities and ages based

on the AgeJX chronometer (Getman et al. 2014) are listed in Table 6 of Paper I.

Here we re-examine the earlier distance and age estimates for the cluster using Gaia DR3 data (Gaia Collaboration

et al. 2016, 2022) and methods discussed in Paper I. Four hundred forty six Chandra cluster members from Broos

et al. (2013) have Gaia DR3 counterparts within 1′′ matching radius. The median distance from the Sun (with 68%

bootstrap error) based on 186 stars with Gaia re-normalized unit weight errors (RUWE) values < 1.4 and parallax

accuracy σω < 0.1 mas, are 1301±9 pc. This is consistent with, and more accurate than, the previous Gaia DR2-based

distance of 1332± 70 pc (Kuhn et al. 2019).

Fitting redden theoretical PARSEC 1.2S isochrones (Bressan et al. 2012; Chen et al. 2014) to the Gaia DR3 color-

magnitude distribution of 351 Chandra members with the error on the Gaia GBP −GRP color of < 0.1 mag, gives a

cluster extinction and age of AV = 0.3 mag and t = 5 Myr, respectively. The extinction coefficients from Luhman &

Esplin (2020) were used to redden the theoretical PARSEC isochrones. This isochronal fit is shown in the Gaia color-

magnitude diagram in Appendix B. Following Paper I, effective temperatures, bolometric luminosities, and masses

for individual cluster members are obtained through a comparison of the observed G-band absolute magnitudes with

theoretical predictions for the best-fit (5 Myr) reddened PARSEC 1.2S isochrone.

Ninety-five X-ray cluster members are located in the central part of the cluster covered by the Chandra observation;

have Gaia DR3-based masses; and have rotation periods measured by Irwin et al. (2008a) as part of the Monitor project.

The cluster was observed with a 6 minute cadence in the i band for several hours on 8 nearly-contiguous nights with

the CTIO Blanco 4-m telescope. Typical photometric precision is 2 − 3 mmag at i = 15 mag and 5 − 6 mmag at

i = 18 mag. Rotational periods are obtained from least-squares fits to sinusoidal functions, a threshold on the reduced

chi-squared value, and visual vetting. Reliability is established with simulations. The last 95 records in Table 1 here

present these stars and rotational periods.

The X-ray luminosities for NGC 2362 members are calculated using the XPHOT procedure (Getman et al. 2010).

This requires the presence of both soft (< 2 keV) and hard (> 2 keV) X-ray photons, but many NGC 2362 members

lack hard X-ray photons. Table 6 of Getman et al. (2022) provides XPHOT-based intrinsic X-ray luminosities (LX)

for only 207 (out of 491) brighter X-ray members of NGC 2362. Using the 207 bright X-ray stars, we calculate a

single apparent-to-intrinsic X-ray flux conversion factor by averaging the ratios of LXs to apparent X-ray photometric

fluxes Photon F lux t, given in Table 2 of Broos et al. (2013). This factor is applied to the apparent Chandra fluxes of

the remaining weaker stars to determine their intrinsic X-ray luminosities. For all 95 NGC 2362 X-ray members with

available rotation periods from Irwin et al. (2008a), their inferred intrinsic X-ray luminosities are listed in Table 1.

No additional non-X-ray Gaia members were added to this NGC 2362 stellar sample, because the X-ray sample by

itself is already complete down to M = 0.6 M�, a low mass limit of interest in this X-ray-rotation study, thanks to

the relatively long Chandra observation exposure time for this unobscured cluster. Thus all X-ray upper limit records

in Column 11 of Table 1 for this cluster are marked as “...” (no data).

B. GAIA-DR3 MASSES FOR PREVIOUSLY PUBLISHED STARS WITH ROTATION PERIODS

This section presents Table 3, listing Gaia-based masses for stars most of which lack Chandra-X-ray data but have

previously published rotation periods, as well as Figure 11 showing Gaia-DR3 color-magnitude diagrams for such stars.

C. UPDATED HRD PHASES FOR L-PMS STARS FROM PAPER I

Table 4 in Paper I lists the properties of 7924 Chandra-Gaia stellar members of 10 open clusters. The Column 11

of that table gives an integer flag indicating the evolutionary status of the star on the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram

based on the predictions of the PARSEC 1.2S evolutionary models. Original HRD statuses in the PARSEC 1.2S

mass-track files of Chen et al. (2014) are given as floating-point real numbers, with the integer parts indicating critical

evolutionary points and the fractional parts indicating fractional time durations between the critical points. The
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critical points for young stars include: = 1 - the onset of Hayashi track; = 2 - onset of early Henyey track; = 3 - onset

of late Henyey track (when Lbol reaches maximum on Henyey track); = 4 - onset of ZAMS; = 5 - onset of phase when

hydrogen burning is fully active. According to Chen et al. (2014), fractional parts are “proportional to the fractional

time duration between the current point and the beginning of that phase”, as frac = (t − tbeg,i)/(tend,i − tbeg,i) and

i = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} for young stars. Table 4 provides more accurate (including the fractional parts) HRD statuses for the

7924 l-PMS stars of Paper I. These new stellar HRD statuses are further employed in Figures 4 and 10.
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Figure 11. Gaia-DR3 color-magnitude diagrams for stars with previously published rotation periods. For NGC 2362, the
shown sample is the MYStIX X-ray sample discussed in §A. For the remaining clusters, the shown stars are from Table 3. The
red curves represent the best-fit reddened PARSEC 1.2S evolutionary models. Figure titles list the inferred best fit cluster
extinction and age. Corresponding stellar masses are indicated by orange markers. Figure legends provide numbers of plotted
stars.



25

Table 3. Gaia-DR3 Masses For Stars With Previously Published Rotation Periods

Cluster R.A. Decl. G σG B −R σBR log(Teff ) M log(Lbol) Prot Ampl

deg deg mag mag mag mag K M� L� day mag

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

NGC2362 109.395103 -25.168670 16.816 0.003 1.379 0.007 3.62 0.79 -0.38 7.34 0.010

NGC2362 109.412882 -25.192423 16.510 0.003 1.396 0.007 3.63 0.85 -0.29 7.77 0.006

NGC2362 109.500341 -25.137874 19.014 0.003 3.090 0.065 3.51 0.39 -0.93 1.14 0.030

NGC2362 109.518947 -25.240841 18.059 0.003 2.118 0.020 3.55 0.60 -0.69 9.34 0.018

NGC2362 109.554830 -25.236658 20.009 0.004 2.270 0.093 3.47 0.23 -1.23 10.80 0.050

NGC2362 109.564310 -25.247717 18.288 0.003 2.496 0.032 3.54 0.49 -0.76 5.46 0.040

NGC2362 109.596027 -25.194042 17.907 0.003 1.887 0.014 3.56 0.63 -0.64 18.17 0.010

NGC2362 109.592932 -25.261247 17.210 0.006 1.706 0.040 3.59 0.70 -0.48 2.80 0.194

NGC2362 109.601028 -25.141686 16.454 0.007 1.672 0.030 3.64 0.94 -0.26 12.02 0.052

NGC2362 109.638649 -25.191095 18.971 0.003 2.805 0.061 3.51 0.43 -0.93 3.61 0.022

Note—This table is available in its entirety (3879 stars with Gaia properties and rotation periods) in the machine-readable
form in the online journal. Gaia-based stellar properties (effective temperatures, masses, and bolometric luminosities)
are estimated in the current paper. Rotation periods are from Irwin et al. (2008a, NGC 2362), Rebull et al. (2018, Upper
Sco), Moraux et al. (2013, NGC 869), Rebull et al. (2022, UCL & LCC), and Rebull et al. (2016, Pleiades). For NGC 2362
and NGC 869, there is overlap between the current sample and the X-ray-rotation sample given in Table 1. Column 1:
Cluster name. Columns 2-3: Gaia DR3 right ascension and declination (in decimal degrees) for epoch J2000.0. Columns
4-7: Gaia DR3 magnitude and color and their uncertainties. Only stars with σBR < 0.1 mag are included in this table
and corresponding Figure 11. Columns 8-10: Stellar effective temperature, mass, and bolometric luminosity derived
from the Gaia color-magnitude diagrams. Columns 11-12: Rotation periods and peak-to-peak amplitudes from Irwin
et al. (2008a); Moraux et al. (2013); Rebull et al. (2016, 2018, 2022). The amplitudes are only available for NGC 2362
and NGC 869.
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Table 4. New HRD Statuses For l-PMS
Stars From Paper I

Cluster R.A. Decl. phHRD

deg deg

(1) (2) (3) (4)

NGC1502 62.257371 62.385897 1.11

NGC1502 61.944486 62.153143 5.00

NGC1502 61.577576 62.266908 1.25

NGC1502 61.904523 62.509605 1.20

NGC1502 62.374648 62.351225 1.11

NGC1502 61.665573 62.324773 2.05

NGC1502 61.679861 62.340361 2.23

NGC1502 61.758327 62.315094 1.71

NGC1502 61.764918 62.335727 1.11

NGC1502 61.769816 62.227697 2.44

Note—This table is available in its entirety
(7924 stars) in the machine-readable form in
the online journal. Additional stellar properties
for these l-PMS stars including the X-ray and
bolometric luminosities, stellar masses, and ef-
fective temperatures can be found in Table 4 of
Paper I. Column 1: Cluster name. Columns 2-
3: Gaia DR3 right ascension and declination (in
decimal degrees) for epoch J2000.0. Columns
4: Updated status of the stellar evolutionary
phase. See text for details.
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We analyze the possible dynamical chiral symmetry breaking patterns taking place within Weyl
type of materials. Here, these systems are modeled by the (2+1)-dimensional Gross-Neveu model
with a tilt in the Dirac cone. The optimized perturbation theory (OPT) is employed in order to
evaluate the effective potential at finite temperatures and chemical potentials, beyond the traditional
large-N limit. Finite N corrections show that a first-order phase transition boundary, missed at
large-N , exists in the regime of low temperatures and large chemical potentials. This result, which
represents our main finding, implies that one should hit a region of mixed phases when exploring the
low-temperature range. The associated first order transition line, which starts at T = 0, terminates
at a tricritical point such that the transitions taking place at high-T are of the second kind. In
particular, we discuss how the tilt in the Dirac cone affects the position of the tricritical point as
well as the values of critical temperature and coexistence chemical potential among other quantities.
Some experimental implications and predictions are also briefly discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dirac materials are condensed matter systems whose
excitations can be described by a Dirac-like equation, i.e.,
they obey dispersion relations linear in momentum. As
a prime example, one can cite graphene [1], which rep-
resents the first material discovered with this property.
The same linear property can be seen in three- and two-
dimensional Weyl semimetals [2–6], and on the metallic
edge of topological insulators [7]. As a result, the elec-
tronic quasi-particles in all the aforementioned systems
have linear dispersion relations like a Dirac fermion.

A more complex structure can be seen in the three-
dimensional Weyl semimetals (3dWSM), where the lin-
ear dispersion is combined with chiral symmetry to en-
sure topological protection against gap formation. Since
we do not expect solid-state materials to exactly obey
the stringent Lorentz invariance [8], this opens a new
range of possible phenomena, among them, the tilting
of the Dirac cone. There is a possibility to form Weyl
excitations in two dimensions as well, and the resulting
dynamics show that in this case the Dirac cone becomes
tilted, and, consequently, Lorentz invariance is explicitly
broken in these systems. However, the topological prop-
erties of the two-dimensional Weyl semimetals (2dWSM)
are less restrictive to gap formation and, thus, can be
sensitive to doping, possibly favoring its application. In
addition, the study of phase transitions in planar sys-
tems, e.g., like graphene and similar type of systems, has
become a timely problem. This motivates us to consider
the 2dWSM case in the present work.

Here, the tilted 2dWSM system will be described by
the four-fermion Gross-Neveu (GN) model [9] in (2 +

∗ yurimullergomes@gmail.com
† everlyn.martins@posgrad.ufsc.br
‡ marcus.benghi@ufsc.br
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1)−dimensions. One appealing feature of this model is
that it allows some condensed matter systems, for which
chiral symmetry plays a major role, to be treated within
the framework of powerful quantum field theory tech-
niques. In this vein, several applications considered the
GN in order to seek knowledge about the gap forma-
tion in both linear [10] and planar condensed matter
systems [11–17]. As far as 2dWSM tilted systems are
concerned, previous large-N (LN) applications [18, 19]
indicated that the gap formation occurs at lower tem-
peratures and/or chemical potentials in comparison with
what happens within untilted systems, like graphene. In
other words, the presence of a tilt in the Dirac cone dis-
favors chiral symmetry breaking (CSB) so that the corre-
sponding region of the phase diagram shrinks when con-
sidering a nonnull tilting parameter which represents the
magnitude of the tilt vector t. Another important point
to be addressed regards the order of the phase transi-
tions taking place at the phase diagram boundaries. The
seminal LN applications to the untilted GN model in
(2 + 1)−dimensions [20–22] have shown that the phase
transition is of the second kind in all regions of the phase
diagram except at (exactly) T = 0, where it happens
to be of the first kind. Using the LN approximation,
some of the present authors have shown [18] that the
presence of a tilt does not alter this picture in a qual-
itative way. It is an important issue to verify whether
this phase transition behavior would persist or change
when going beyond the LN approximation. As a mat-
ter of fact, we can rightfully criticize the reliability of the
LN approximation, especially since real physical systems,
like Weyl and Dirac materials, only have a finite number
of fermion nodes, N ∼ O(1), which can indicate that
the LN approximation, when applied to these systems,
can be potentially inaccurate. In fact, in the absence
of tilting, i.e., t = 0, the somewhat unexpected phase
portrait obtained for the GN model has been challenged
by Kogut and Strouthos [23], who used continuity argu-
ments in order to argue that the first order transition (oc-
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curring at T = 0) should persist at finite temperatures,
terminating at a tricritical point, where a second order
transition line should start. Using lattice Monte-Carlo
simulations, these authors have studied the untilted pla-
nar GN model at finite N and have predicted that a
tricritical point should indeed exist at finite (low) values
of T and large values of the chemical potential. How-
ever, within the numerical precision of their simulations,
they were unable to give its exact location1. Motivated
by those results, some of the present authors have used
the optimized perturbation theory (OPT) [26, 27] in or-
der to investigate how finite N corrections could affect
the phase diagram boundaries predicted at LN in the
untilted case [28, 29]. The results obtained from such
application have confirmed that, when N is finite, a first
order transition line (starting at T = 0) terminates at
a tricritical point in the low-T and high-µ region of the
phase diagram. It has also been observed that the length
of this transition line increases with decreasing N . Later,
those applications have been extended to study the phase
diagram in the presence of a magnetic field [30]. It is
worth mentioning that some of the OPT predictions to
the GN model in 2 + 1 d performed in Refs. [28–30] have
been confirmed by recent lattice simulations at finite N
[31, 32].

The aim of the present work is to extend the OPT
application performed in Refs. [28, 29] to the case when
Lorentz symmetry is broken through the tilting of the
Dirac cone, which is relevant to understand Weyl-type
real planar condensed matter systems. In this way, we
will be able to go beyond the LN results obtained in
Ref. [18] and then gauge the importance of the finite
N corrections, which the nonperturbative OPT method
brings, in leading to a more reliable phase diagram por-
trait for t 6= 0. This is of particular importance when
one wishes to model real physical systems through quan-
tum field theory methods. We can anticipate here that,
backed by those previous applications going beyond the
LN approximation, a tricritical point will also show up
at t 6= 0, when N is finite. Then, we will be able to in-
vestigate how the tilt influences different quantities, such
as the length of the first-order transition line and coex-
istence region, as well as the location of the tricritical
point among other relevant quantities.

The remainder of this work is organized as follows.
In Sec. II, we show the main aspects of the low-energy
model describing two-dimensional Weyl materials. The
OPT method is described in Sec. III and then used in
order to evaluate the finite N corrections to the effective
potential. In Sec. IV, we discuss the optimization pro-
cess required by the OPT method. The main results are
obtained in Sec. V, while the conclusions are presented
in Sec. VI. Throughout this paper, we consider natural

1 Earlier lattice simulations at finite N have also found some ev-
idence for a tricritical point at non-vanishing temperatures [24,
25].

units by setting kB = ~ = c ≡ 1.

II. THE MODEL

The low-energy Hamiltonian describing a system of
quasi-particles with a tilted Dirac cone can be written
as [18, 19]

H(p) = vF [(t · p)τ0 + (ξxpx)τx + (ξypy)τy], (2.1)

where vF is the Fermi velocity, t is the tilt vector, ξx,y
represent anisotropy factors, while τ0 = I2x2 and τx,y are
the Pauli matrices. When |t| < 1, we have a type-I Weyl
semimetal, and when |t| > 1 the semimetal is of type-II.
From Eq. (2.1) we obtain the energy spectrum as given
by

Eε(p) = vF

[
t · p + ε

√
(ξxpx)2 + (ξypy)2

]
, (2.2)

with ε = ±1 for the conduction and valence bands. Fur-
thermore, in order to ensure that ε = +1 and ε = −1 are
correctly associated with positive and negative energy
states, the effective tilt parameter |̃t|, defined as

|̃t| ≡

√(
tx
ξx

)2

+

(
ty
ξy

)2

, (2.3)

must satisfy |̃t| < 1.
Using the Hamiltonian (2.1), one can build a La-

grangian density for the four-component spinor ψ as [18]

L =
∑
k

ψ̄k (Mµνγµ∂ν)ψk, (2.4)

where the matrix M is given by

M =

1 −vF tx −vF ty
0 −vF ξx 0
0 0 −vF ξy

 , (2.5)

while the Dirac gamma matrices are defined as

γµ = τµ ⊗
(

1 0
0 −1

)
, (2.6)

with τµ = (τz, iτx, iτy), ψ̄ = ψ†γ0 where τz represents the
third Pauli matrix. The γ-matrices respect the algebra
{γµ, γν} = 2ηµν , with ηµν = diag(+,−,−).

Based on Eq. (2.4) one can construct a GN-like model
that describes the excitonic pairing in the 2dWSM. This
excitonic condensate will break the chiral symmetry cre-
ating a gap between valence and conducting bands. In
terms of a local excitonic self-interaction, the system can
be described by the following GN-like Lagrangian density
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(in Euclidean space)2,

L = ψ̄k (Mµνγµ∂ν)ψk −
λvF
2N

(
ψ̄kψk

)2
, (2.7)

where a sum over k = 1, . . . , N is implied.

III. THE OPT FREE ENERGY

Let us briefly describe in this section the OPT method
and its implementation. The general procedure through
which the OPT is implemented requires modifying the
Lagrangian density of the model such that (see Refs. [28,
29] and also, for a recent review, Ref. [33] and references
there in)

L → Lδ = (1− δ)L0(η) + δL, (3.1)

where, in the above equation, L0 stands for the La-
grangian density of the free theory, which is modified by
an arbitrary mass parameter, η. The other quantity, δ,
makes the role of a bookkeeping parameter, allowing for
a perturbative expansion to a given order, δn. As one can
see, Eq. (3.1) allows for an interpolation between the free
(soluble) theory, at δ = 0, and the (originally) interact-
ing one, at δ = 1. For the particular model represented
by the Lagrangian density (2.7) this implementation can
then be described as follows. We start by redefining the
coupling constant term according to λ → δλ, while also
adding the Gaussian term (1 − δ)η ψ̄kψk to Eq. (2.7).
Here, during the evaluations, the bookkeeping parame-
ter δ is formally treated as being δ � 1 such that a given
physical quantity, Φ, can be evaluated as a perturbative
series in powers of δ. At the end, one restores this param-
eter to its original value by setting δ = 1. The Gaussian
term contains a Lagrangian multiplier represented by the
arbitrary mass parameter η, which can be optimally fixed
by requiring that the relevant physical quantity being
computed satisfies a variational requirement. In most
applications involving the OPT, the principle of minimal
sensitivity (PMS) [34] is considered. This criterion con-
sists in applying the following variational condition to
the physical quantity under consideration

dΦ

dη

∣∣∣
η̄,δ=1

= 0 . (3.2)

As one can easily check, the deformed OPT Lagrangian
density generated from Eq. (2.7) and given by

L = ψ̄k (Mµνγµ∂ν)ψk + (1− δ)ηψ̄kψk − δ
λvF
2N

(
ψ̄kψk

)2
,

(3.3)

2 Note that in all of our expressions, N only counts the effective
number of fermion fields (e.g., the number of bands), while the
spin degrees of freedom are explicitly accounted for when taking
the trace in all quantum and thermal corrections to be evaluated
for the free energy.

correctly implements the general interpolation prescrip-
tion defined by Eq. (3.1). Here, the OPT will be used to
evaluate the so-called effective potential, Veff (σc), which
in quantum field theories can generate all one-particle
irreducible Green’s functions with zero external momen-
tum. Usually, the effective potential incorporates radia-
tive (quantum) corrections to the classical potential rep-
resenting a scalar (classical) field, σc [35]. Therefore,
Veff (σc) is of utmost importance for studies related to
dynamical symmetry breaking. In statistical mechanics
the analogue of Veff (σc) is Landau’s free energy density
so that the pressure and the thermodynamic potential
can be obtained by minimizing Veff (σc) quantity with
respect to σc. One then obtains, P = −Ω = −Veff (σ̄c)
where σ̄c = 〈σ〉0 represents an order parameter (see Refs.
[35, 36] for further details).

As usual, the evaluation of the effective potential can
be facilitated by bosonizing the original four-fermion the-
ory through a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. In
this case, an auxiliary bosonic field (σ) can be introduced
when the following quadratic term

δN

2λ

(
σ +

λ

N
ψ̄kψk

)2

, (3.4)

is added to Eq. (3.3. As one can check, the Euler-
Lagrange equations for σ lead to σ = −λ/Nψ̄kψk Then,
the original four-fermion vertices are replaced by Yukawa
vertices yielding

L = ψ̄k (Mµνγµ∂ν − η̂)ψk +
δN

2λvF
σ2, (3.5)

where η̂ = η − δ (η − σ). Then, following Refs. [28, 29],
one can obtain the order-δ result3

Veff
N

=
δ

2λvF
σ2

+ i

∫
d3p

(2π)3
tr ln (Mµνγµpν − η)

+ δi

∫
d3p

(2π)3
tr

(η − σ)

Mµνγµpν − η + iε

− δ i
2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
tr

Σexc(η)

Mµνγµpν − η + iε
,

(3.6)

where

Σexc(η) = − iλvF
N

∫
d3q

(2π)d
1

Mµνγµqν − η + iε
, (3.7)

represents the leading-order exchange contribution to the
self-energy. Thermodynamic properties can be conve-
niently described by adopting the Matsubara formalism,

3 In the following, to make the notation less cumbersome, we shall
denote the classical field, σc, simply by σ hoping that this slight
abuse of notation will not cause further confusion.
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where the integrals over momentum in Eq. (3.6) are re-
placed by

∫
d3p

(2π)3
→ T

+∞∑
j=−∞

∫
d2p

(2π)2
, (3.8)

and p0 → iωj + µ, where ωj = (2j − 1)πT are the
usual Matsubara’s frequencies for fermions. By explicitly
performing the sum over the Matsubara’s frequencies in
Eq. (3.6), one obtains

Veff (σ, η)

N
=

δ

2λvF
σ2 − 2

ξxξyv2
F

I0 + 4δ
(η − σ)η

ξxξyv2
F

I1 +

+
2λδ

N(ξxξy)2v3
F

(
I2
1η

2 + I2
2 − I3

)
, (3.9)

where the in medium integrals I0, I1, I2 and I3 are re-
spectively defined by

I0(η, µ, T, t̃) =

∫
d2p

(2π)2

[
ωp + T ln

(
1 + e−

ωp+µt
T

)
+T ln

(
1 + e−

ωp−µt
T

)]
, (3.10)

I1(η, µ, T, t̃) =
1

2

∫
d2p

(2π)2

1

ωp
[1− np(µt)− np(µt)] ,

(3.11)

I2(η, µ, T, t̃) =
1

2

∫
d2p

(2π)2
[np(µt)− np(µt)] , (3.12)

and

I3(η, µ, T, t̃) =
1

4

∫
d2p

(2π)2

d2q

(2π)2
p · q 1

ωpωq
[np(µt) + np(µt)] [nq(µt) + nq(µt)] . (3.13)

In the above integrals the dispersion relation, ωp, is given

by ωp =
√
p2 + η2 while µt represents the effective chem-

ical potential defined by µt = µ + |t̃||p| cos θ. Note that
vacuum terms have been discarded in I2 and I3 since in
both cases the momentum integrals turn out to be odd.
As usual, the Fermi-Dirac distributions for particles and
anti-particles, np and n̄p, respectively read

np(µt) =
1

e(ωp−µt)/T + 1
, (3.14)

and

np(µt) =
1

e(ωp+µt)/T + 1
. (3.15)

Notice also that I2 does not contribute at vanishing den-
sities, while I3 does not contribute to isotropic matter
and/or at vanishing densities.

IV. OPTIMIZATION AND GAP EQUATION
BEYOND THE LARGE-N LIMIT

At order-δ the direct application of the optimization
criterion, Eq. (3.2), to the effective potential gives (see
also Refs. [28, 29])(

η̄ − σ +
η̄λ

N(ξxξy)vF
Ī1

)(
1 + η̄

∂

∂η̄

)
Ī1

+
λ

2N(ξxξy)vF

(
2Ī2

∂Ī2
∂η̄
− ∂Ī3
∂η̄

)
= 0 , (4.1)

where the following relations have been used: 2ηI1 −
∂I0/∂η = 0, where Īi = Ii|η=η̄ and ∂Īi/∂η̄ = ∂Ii/∂η|η=η̄.

Note the extra term I3 in Eq. (4.1), which differs from
previous applications [28, 29] due to the presence of a
nonvanishing tilt parameter. It is important to remark
that Eq. (4.1) automatically leads to σ = η̄ in the limit
N → ∞, allowing us to exactly recover previous large-
N results [18] for this model. Finally, let us emphasize
that the PMS condition, Eq. (4.1), has to be solved in
conjunction with the gap equation for σ̄

σ̄ =
4λη̄

ξxξyvF
Ī1 , (4.2)

which follows from the stationary condition

dVeff (σ)

dσ

∣∣∣
σ̄

= 0 . (4.3)

In the next section, we present the numerical results
obtained when solving these coupled equations and study
the resulting thermodynamics of the model.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Let us start by recalling that, in (2 + 1)-dimensions,
chiral symmetry breaking only occurs when the GN cou-
pling is negative4. Therefore, for numerical purposes, it
is convenient to replace λ→ −|λ| while defining the scale
Λ = πξxξyvF /|λ|. For numerical convenience most quan-
tities will be presented in units of Λ which, as we shall

4 An exception occurs when a magnetic field is present, see, e.g.,
Ref. [30] and references therein.
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demonstrate, corresponds to the gap energy predicted by
the LN approximation at T = µ = 0. We are now in
position to investigate the possible transition patterns
associated with the four most representative regions of
the phase diagram.

A. The T = 0 and µ = 0 case

At vanishing temperatures and densities, one has I2 =
I3 ≡ 0, hence, only I0 and I1 provide the vacuum contri-
butions. In (2 + 1)−dimensions the latter integrals are
finite when evaluated within dimensional regularization,
yielding

I0 = − η
3

6π
, (5.1)

and

I1 = − η

4π
. (5.2)

At T = µ = 0 the sole physical quantity of interest is
the chiral order parameter, σ̄. Then, we can use our new
definitions, together with Eq. (5.2), to rewrite Eqs. (4.1)
and (4.2) as

η̄ − σ̄ +
η̄2

4NΛ
= 0 (5.3)

and

σ̄ =
η̄2

Λ
. (5.4)

These relations yield

η̄ =
Λ

F(N)
, (5.5)

and

σ̄ =
Λ

F(N)2
, (5.6)

where we have defined the finite N dependent term

F(N) = 1− 1

4N
. (5.7)

As expected, this result exactly matches the one orig-
inally obtained in Refs. [28, 29], where the planar GN
model was studied in the absence of a tilt in the Dirac
cone. Equation (5.6) explicitly shows that the order pa-
rameter increases when the number of fermionic species
decreases.

B. The T 6= 0 and µ = 0 case

Let us now describe the case of thermal matter at van-
ishing densities by considering the T 6= 0 and µ = 0 case.

In this situation, we still have I2 = I3 ≡ 0 such that the
optimization condition and the gap equation respectively
read

η̄ − σ̄(T )− πη̄

NΛ
I1(η̄, 0, T, t̃|) = 0 , (5.8)

and

σ̄(T ) = −4π

Λ
η̄I1(η̄, 0, T, t̃|). (5.9)

Now, substituting Eq. (5.9) into Eq. (5.8) gives

1 +
4π

Λ
F(N)I1(η̄, 0, T, t̃) = 0 , (5.10)

which can be solved numerically, for a fixed value of t̃|,
to yield η̄(T ). Then, the order parameter thermal be-
havior can be directly obtained from Eq. (5.9). Figure 1
displays σ̄(T ) obtained at N = 2 with the LN and the
OPT approximations. The figure indicates that the sys-
tem undergoes a second-order phase transition since the
order parameter smoothly approaches zero as T → Tc.

As one can also easily check, the thermal susceptibil-
ity, χT = −dσ̄/dT , diverges at T = Tc. Finally, let us
point out that the critical temperature can be analyti-
cally evaluated as follows. Recalling that σ̄(Tc) = 0 and
that σ̄ is proportional to η̄, one can insert the analytical
result

I1(0, 0, T, |̃t|) = − 2T ln 2

4π
√

1− t2
, (5.11)

into Eq. (5.10) to obtain

Tc =
Λ

2 ln 2F(N)

√
1− t̃2 , (5.12)

when µ = 0.

LN,  t

=0

LN,  t

=0.6

OPT,  t

=0

OPT,  t

=0.6

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

T /Λ

σ
/Λ

FIG. 1. The chiral order parameter, σ̄, as a function of the
temperature at µ = 0 and different values of the tilt param-
eter, |̃t| (in units of Λ). Both approximations are compared
considering the case of N = 2.

Our prediction for Tc, given by Eq. (5.12), reproduces
the result from Ref. [28] in the limit t̃→ 0 and the result
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LN

OPT

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

 t



T
c
/Λ

FIG. 2. The critical temperature as a function of the tilt pa-
rameter, |̃t|, at µ = 0 and N = 2. The dashed line represents
the LN result while the continuous line represents the OPT
prediction.

from Ref. [18] in the limit N →∞. The behavior of the
critical temperature as a function of the tilting parameter
is shown in Fig. 2.

The results shown in this figure indicate that finite N
effects are enhanced at lower values of |̃t| when the differ-
ence between the values of Tc predicted by both approx-
imations is larger. In particular, the Tc value predicted
by the OPT is larger than the one predicted by the LN
approximation, which is expected since the value of σ̄(0)
predicted by the latter is also larger. As |̃t| increases,
this difference decreases such that both approximations
predict Tc → 0 as |̃t| → 1 in accordance with Eq. (5.12).
Therefore, the presence of a tilt in the Dirac cone inhibits
CSB.

C. The T = 0 and µ 6= 0 case

Let us now consider the T = 0 and µ 6= 0 case.
Assuming a positive and nonnull chemical potential, in
the limit T → 0, one finds np(µt) = Θ(µt − ωp) and
n̄p(µt) = Θ(−µt − ωp) = 0 where Θ(x) represents the
Heaviside step function. This result is valid for all µ > 0,
since |t̃ · p| < ωp. Therefore, assuming η > 0 and µ > 0,
one has

I0 = − η
3

6π
+

(
η3

6π
− η2µ̃

4π
+

µ̃3

12π

)
Θ (µ̃− η) , (5.13)

where we have defined µ̃ = µ(1 − |t̃|2)−1/2 while pF de-
notes the Fermi momentum. The latter can be obtained
from the inequality µ+|t̃|p cos θ−

√
p2 + η2 > 0. Namely,

pF =

√√√√µ2 − η2(1− |̃t|2 cos2 θ)(
1− |̃t|2 cos2 θ

)2 +
µ|̃t| cos θ

1− |̃t|2 cos2 θ
, (5.14)

from which the standard Fermi momentum, pF =√
µ2 − η2, is recovered when |̃t| = 0. Requiring pF ∈ R

implies that µ2−η2(1−|̃t|2) > 0, which, in turn, produces
the step function Θ (µ̃− η). Likewise, for the integral I1,
one obtains

I1 = − η

4π
− 1

4π
(µ̃− η) Θ (µ̃− η) . (5.15)

Note that 2ηI1 = ∂I0
∂η , as expected. Next, the integral I2

can be written as

I2 =
1

8π
√

1− |̃t|2

(
µ̃2 − η2

)
Θ (µ̃− η) . (5.16)

To obtain I3, one should first notice that the use of polar
coordinates, p = p(cos θ, sin θ), q = q(cos θ′, sin θ′), leads
to t̃ · p = |̃t|p cos θ and t̃ · q = |̃t|q cos θ′. One then gets

I3 =
1

64π2

|̃t|2

1− |̃t|2
(
µ̃2 − η2

)2
Θ (µ̃− η) (5.17)

which explicitly shows that I3 = 0 when |̃t| = 0. There-
fore, the OPT effective potential at first-order can be
written as

Veff (µ)

N
=

−1

πξxξyv2
F

{
δ

2
σ2Λ− η3

3
+ δ(η − σ)η2 +

δη4

8NΛ

+

[
η3

3
− η2µ̃

2
+
µ̃3

6
+ δ(η − σ)η(µ̃− η)

+
δ(µ̃2 − η2)η2

8NΛ
+
δ
(
µ̃2 − η2

)2
32NΛ

]
Θ (µ̃− η)

}
.

(5.18)

In Fig. 3 we show Veff , given by Eq. (5.18), as a func-
tion of σ and for different values of the tilt parameter.
As one can notice, the figure displays a typical first-order
transition pattern. Namely, at µ = 0 the effective po-
tential has a maximum at σ = 0 and a unique mini-
mum at σ̄ 6= 0. As µ increases, the (unstable) maxi-
mum at σ = 0 becomes a point of inflection, marking
the emergence of the first spinodal. A slight increase of
the chemical potential value converts the inflection point,
at σ = 0, into a (metastable) local minimum, while a
(stable) global minimum remains fixed at σ̄ 6= 0. As
expected, the two non-degenerate minima are separated
by a barrier. Then, when µ = µc, the two minima be-
come degenerate allowing for a first-order phase transi-
tion. When µ is slightly higher than µc, the minimum at
the origin becomes stable (global) while the one sitting at
σ̄ 6= 0 becomes metastable (local). By further increasing
the chemical potential one eventually reaches the second
spinodal, where the local minimum at σ̄ 6= 0 becomes
a point of inflection before disappearing when µ further
increases. Since the order parameter is associated with
the value of σ at the (global) minimum, the above dis-
cussion allows us to forecast that this quantity will suffer
a discontinuous transition from σ̄ = Λ/F(N)

2 → σ̄ = 0
at the coexistence chemical potential, µ = µc.
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μ=0,  t

=0

μ=0.6Λ,  t

=0.6
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σ /Λ

V
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FIG. 3. The effective thermodynamic potential at T = 0
and N = 2, for different values of µ and |̃t|, as predicted by
the LN approximation and the OPT (at first order). The
normalization V0 is given by V0/N = Λ3/(6πξxξyv

2
F ), as in

Ref. [18].

In principle, to be able to analyze how the chiral pa-
rameter behaves with µ one can proceed as in the pre-
viously discussed case (T 6= 0, µ = 0) by considering the
gap equation,

σ̄ =
1

Λ

[
η̄2 + η̄(µ̃− η̄)Θ (µ̃− η)

]
. (5.19)

However, now the integrals I2 and I3 do not vanish and
the optimization equation becomes much more involv-
ing. As a matter of fact, for certain values of µ one may
get three different η̄ solutions such that the gap equation
will give three different values for σ̄, which ultimately
describe the three extrema associated with the unstable,
metastable and stable phases. In practice, one can adopt
a more pragmatic approach to obtain σ̄(µ) by determin-
ing the global minimum of Veff (µ) in a numerical fashion
as we do here. The result is shown in Fig. 4.

LN,  t

=0

LN,  t

=0.6

OPT,  t

=0

OPT,  t

=0.6

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

μ /Λ

σ
/Λ

FIG. 4. The chiral order parameter, σ̄ (in units of Λ), as a
function of µ/Λ for different values of the tilt parameter when
N = 2. In each case the values σ̄ 6= 0 and σ̄ = 0 are linked
by the (vertical) Maxwell line.

As already mentioned, by evaluating the optimized ef-
fective potential at its minimum one obtains the opti-

mized thermodynamic potential, Ω = Veff (σ̄, η̄) which
allows us to obtain the net charge density, n. In the case
of first order transitions n represents an interesting phys-
ical observable which can also be viewed as an alterna-
tive order parameter. In a thermodynamically consistent
evaluation, the net charge number density is written as

n = −∂Ω

∂µ
. (5.20)

Now, recalling that σ̄ and η̄ are µ-dependent and upon
applying the chain rule one gets

∂Ω

∂µ
= −n+

∂η̄

∂µ

∂Ω

∂η̄
+
∂σ̄

∂µ

∂Ω

∂σ̄
, (5.21)

which is thermodynamically consistent since the opti-
mization criterion and the gap equation respectively re-
quire ∂Ω/∂η̄ = 0 and ∂Ω/∂σ̄ = 0. More explicitly, one
can write the number density per fermionic specie as

n

N
=

1

πξxξyv2
F

√
1− |̃t|2

[
1

2
(µ̃2 − η̄2) + δη̄(η̄ − σ̄)

+ δ
η̄2µ̃

4NΛ
+ δ

µ̃(µ̃2 − η̄2)

8NΛ

]
Θ (µ̃− η) . (5.22)

In Fig. 5 we illustrate the behavior of the charge number
density for different values of the tilt parameter as pre-
dicted by both approximations considered in this work
when N = 2. Following Ref. [18] we have normalized
n/N by n0/N = Λ2/(2πξxξyv

2
F ) which represents the

LN prediction at t = 0. The figure clearly shows the
coexistence of two phases, with n = 0 (vacuum) and
n 6= 0 (charged), at the same µc. In principle, the phase
with vanishing charge density can represent an insulator,
while the phase with finite charge density can represent a
metal. Within this scenario, the coexistence phase could
represent a semimetal.

The inspection of Eq. (5.22) reveals that the tilt, as
well as finite N effects, favor higher density values as
Fig. 5 confirms.

We can now attempt to find an equation to determine
the numerical value of the coexistence chemical poten-
tial. Following the reasoning of Ref. [29], this can be
achieved by equating the values of the effective poten-
tial at the degenerate minima, Veff (σ̄ 6= 0, µc < σ̄) and
Veff (σ̄ = 0, µc > σ̄). This guarantees that, despite hav-
ing distinct densities, the two coexisting phases share the
same pressure (and temperature), as thermodynamics re-
quires. From section V A, one can easily obtain the min-
imum corresponding to the vacuum phase,

Veff (σ̄ 6= 0, µc < σ̄)

N
= − 1

6πξxξyv2
F

(
Λ

F(N)

)3

, (5.23)

To obtain Veff (σ̄ = 0, µc > σ̄), one can use the gap
equation (5.19) to set η̄ = σ̄ ≡ 0 in Eq. (5.18). This
yields the minimum related to the charged phase

Veff (σ̄ = 0, µc > σ̄)

N
= − µ̃3

c

6πξyξxv2
F

(
1 +

3µ̃c
16NΛ

)
,

(5.24)
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FIG. 5. The fermionic number density, normalized by n0 (see
text), as a function of the chemical potential (in units of Λ)
for N = 2. Each curve indicates that a given µc the “vacuum”
(n = 0), which represents the insulator phase, coexists with
matter at a certain finite charge density (metallic phase). This
coexistence phase could represent a semimetal.

with the obvious notation µ̃c = µc(1− |t̃|2)−1/2. There-
fore, the coexistence chemical potential satisfies the equa-
tion (

Λ

F(N)

)3

− µ̃3
c

(
1 +

3µ̃c
16NΛ

)
= 0. (5.25)

Then, when N = 2, Eq. (5.25) sets the OPT prediction
to µc ≈ 1.106Λ(1−|t̃|2)−1/2 while the LN approximation
predicts µc = Λ(1− |t̃|2)−1/2. In Fig. 6, we compare the
results for the coexistence chemical potential, obtained
with both approximations, as a function of the tilt pa-
rameter. The OPT predicts a higher value for µc which,
once again, could be expected owing to the fact that σ̄(0)
predicted by this approximation is larger. The difference
between the OPT and LN predictions decreases as the
the tilt increases since µc → 0 as |̃t| → 1.

LN

OPT

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

 t



μ
c
/Λ

FIG. 6. The coexistence chemical potential as a function of
the tilt parameter, |̃t|, at T = 0 and N = 2. The dashed line
represents the LN result while the continuous line represents
the OPT prediction.

D. The T 6= 0 and µ 6= 0 case

Finally considering the case of finite temperatures and
densities one needs to scrutinize the effective potential
(or free energy) in order to locate the regions where
first- and second-order phase transitions occur. Then,
one should be able to find the tricritical point, located
at (Ttcr, µtcr), which separates the regions displaying dis-
tinct phase transitions. Proceeding in a numerical fash-
ion one obtains the results displayed in Fig. 7. This figure
portraits the complete phase diagram for the GN model
with tilted Dirac cone on the plane spanned by the con-
trol parameters at hand (T and µ). The colored dots
associated to the OPT curves, for |̃t| = 0 and |̃t| = 0.6,
indicate the position of the respective tricritical points.
Above these points, the chiral transition is of the second
kind. The shaded areas that appear in the OPT results,
below the tricritical points, are associated with first-order
phase transitions. Such regions are delimited by spinodal
lines which indicate the presence of metastable phases.
In between the two spinodal lies a first-order transition
line over which two stable phases (with distinct densities)
coexist at the same T and µ.

LN,  t

=0

LN,  t

=0.6

OPT,  t

=0

OPT,  t

=0.6

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

μ /Λ

T
/Λ

FIG. 7. The phase diagram for N = 2 on the T − µ plane.
The OPT tricritical points are indicated by the large dots.
The second-order transition is represented by the lines above
the tricritical points. The OPT predicts that first-order tran-
sitions occur within the shadowed low-T region below the tri-
critical points. This region is bounded by two spinodal lines
while the central line marks the exact location where the tran-
sition occurs. The LN approximation predicts a second-order
phase transition at all finite temperatures and a first-order
phase transition at T = 0 only.

To further analyze the nature of the phase transitions
let us first recall that, contrary to the chemical potential,
the number density does not represent a control parame-
ter. Nevertheless, when combined with the temperature
this thermodynamical observable offers an interesting al-
ternative in providing deeper insights into the possible
transition patterns, especially those related to first-order
phase transitions. This alternative framework is repre-
sented by the phase diagram on the T − n plane, as Fig.
8 displays. This figure shows that below the tricritical
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temperature, the OPT predicts a first-order phase tran-
sition region which is bounded by binodal lines. One can
also see that for a given temperature, lower than Ttcr,
the binodal indicates the existence of two distinct density
values at which the different phases (symmetric and non-
symmetric) coexist. The inner region is associated to the
existence of a mixed phase, characterized by metastable
and unstable states. Recalling that within the present
model, the typical gap energy (at T = µ = 0) has a value
close to Λ the OPT therefore predicts the existence of
a mixed phase from T = 0 to roughly T ∼ Λ/4. The
possible existence of such a mixed phase, missed by the
LN (and mean field) approximation, represents our main
result.

For completeness, in Table I, we show the predictions
for the tricritical control parameters, Ttcr and µtrc, as
well as for the charge density at this location, ntrc =
n(Ttcr, µtcr), considering some representative values of
the tilt parameter. The numerical values of Ttcr and µtrc

can be obtained in different ways. Here, we have numer-
ically determined the values at which the two degenerate
minima, associated with the first order transition, merge
and become the unique minimum (at σ̄ = 0), character-
izing a phase transition of the second kind. A possible
alternative to determine Ttcr and µtrc is to apply Lan-
dau’s expansion to the free energy (Veff ), following the
prescription described in Ref. [28] (where only the un-
tilted case has been considered).

The results shown in Table I indicate that the values of
the tricritical control parameters, Ttcr and µtrc, decrease
as |̃t| increases. This result could be anticipated since
the tilt enhances the shrinkage of the region with broken
chiral symmetry, as we have already discussed. On the
other hand, the observable ntcr assumes higher values as
the tilt increases.

TABLE I. Values for the tricritical temperature, tricriti-
cal chemical potential, and charge density (at the tricritical
point) for different values of the tilting parameter, as pre-
dicted by both approximations when N = 2.

Method |̃t| Ttcr/Λ µtrc/Λ ntcr/n0

0 0 1.0 1.0
0.3 0 0.954 1.048

LN 0.6 0 0.800 1.251
0.9 0 0.436 2.299
0 0.305 1.040 1.557

0.3 0.285 0.990 1.613
OPT 0.6 0.245 0.820 1.902

0.9 0.135 0.455 3.617

E. Applications

We can now use a phenomenological input in order to
fix the GN scale, Λ, so that our theoretical predictions
can be ultimately compared to some of the available ex-
perimental results. The aim of such exercise is just to

LN,  t

=0

LN,  t

=0.6

OPT,  t

=0

OPT,  t

=0.6

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

n/n0

T
/Λ

FIG. 8. The phase diagram for N = 2 on the T −n/n0 plane.
The OPT tricritical points are indicated by the large dots.
The second-order transition is represented by the lines above
the tricritical points. The OPT predicts that first-order tran-
sitions occur within the shadowed low-T region below the tri-
critical points. This region is bounded by binodal lines which,
for a given temperature, indicate the two co-existing densi-
ties. The LN approximation predicts a second-order phase
transition at all finite temperatures and a first-order phase
transition at T = 0 only.

check whether the OPT predictions lie within the ball
park range of the available experimental data. As a start-
ing point, we can consider that current experiments are
carried out at room temperature (300K) or close to it.
We will also suppose that these temperatures lie within
the region of the second-order phase transition and just
above the (highest) tricritical temperature (see Fig. 8 for
reference).

According to the results shown in Table I, the high-
est value for the tricritical temperature is Ttrc = 0.305 Λ,
which occurs for |̃t| = 0. We can then assume that the
room temperature (300K) lies slightly above Ttrc, but
still in the second-order transition region and take for
example Texp = 0.35 Λ = 0.0258 eV > Ttrc. This then
allows us to fix the GN scale to be Λexp = 0.0738 eV.
Note that, since Λ ∝ 1/|λ|, this is basically the equiva-
lent of fixing the coupling, which represents the only en-
ergy scale present in the (2 + 1)−dimensions GN model.
Considering this value of Λ as the numerical scale used
to produce Fig. 7 one gets, at T = Texp, the values
µexp ≈ 1.02Λexp = 0.0753 eV and σ̄exp ≈ 1.3Λexp =
0.096 eV for the chemical potential and gap energy re-
spectively. As discussed in Ref. [37], both values lie
within the bounds of phenomenological predictions. Fi-
nally, one can check the actual charge density number at
Texp by taking n/n0 ≈ 1.6 (see Fig. 7 and Table I). Then,
using

nexp =
N

2πξxξyv2
F

(
n

n0

)
Λ2
exp, (5.26)

at N = 2, ξx = ξy ≡ 1, and vF /c = 1/300 one gets
n = 1.62 × 1010cm−2 which is very similar to the result
n = 1.2×1010cm−2 obtained for instance in experiments
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devoted to measure the Casimir interaction between a
Au-coated sphere and a graphene-coated SiO2 layer on
the top of a Si plate [37]. To reach the first-order tran-
sition region (with its mixed phase) one should further
lower the temperature. For example, at |̃t| = 0 one may
set setting T = 0.3Λ = 0.0221 eV < Ttrc, which corre-
sponds to 255.29K whereas, at |̃t| = 0.6, one can con-
sider T = 0.235Λ = 0.0173 eV < Ttrc, which corresponds
to 200K.

By going to extremely low temperatures, one eventu-
ally will reach a region where two phases, with very dif-
ferent densities, can coexist. For example, when |̃t| = 0
and T = 0.05Λ = 0.037eV (42.82K) one can have the
low density (n = 0.2125 × 1010 cm−2) gapped (unsym-
metric) phase coexisting with the high density (n =
1.405× 1010 cm−2) ungapped (symmetric) phase.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Considering the tilted (2 + 1)-dimensional GN model,
we have analyzed the phase transition patterns associ-
ated with the breaking/restoration of chiral symmetry
within planar Weyl type of materials. In order to in-
corporate finite N effects, we have employed the OPT
approximation to evaluate the effective thermodynamic
potential (Landau’s free energy) to the first non-trivial
order. This strategy has allowed us to consider a two-
loop contribution (of order 1/N) to improve over existing
large-N results [18].

Starting with the simplest (T = µ = 0) case, where
the tilt does not contribute, we have reproduced previ-
ous OPT results confirming that finite N effects produce
chiral order parameter values that are higher than the
ones predicted at large-N . Proceeding to the case of
thermal matter at vanishing densities, we have shown
that the system undergoes a second-order phase tran-
sition at a critical temperature given by Tc = Λ(1 −
|̃t|2)1/2 [2 ln 2F(N)]−1. This result suggests that finite
N corrections lead to phase transitions taking place at
higher Tc values than those predicted by the LN approx-
imation. On the other hand, the tilt (parametrized by
|̃t|) favors a more disordered phase such that Tc → 0 as
|̃t| → 1. Considering the case of a finite chemical poten-
tial at zero temperature, we have once again reproduced
previous predictions confirming that chiral symmetry is
restored through a first-order phase transition. The co-
existence chemical potential, µc, at which the transition
takes place, increases with decreasing values of N . Also,
in this case, we observe that the tilt enhances the restora-
tion of chiral symmetry since µc → 0 as |̃t| → 1. In sum-
mary, the phase transition patterns predicted by the LN
and by the OPT for these three particular cases are quali-
tatively the same. From a more quantitative perspective,
the OPT predictions indicate that finite N effects favor

the ordered phase.
As a main novelty, our investigation shows that the al-

luded qualitative agreement ceases to be observed at fi-
nite temperature and chemical potential, when the phase
transition boundaries predicted by both approximations
become very different. As it is well established, the LN
phase diagram displays a second-order transition line for
all T > 0, since a first-order transition is predicted to
occur only at T = 0. However, we have explicitly shown
that this situation turns out to be an artifact of the LN
approximation, and already at the first non-trivial order,
the OPT is capable of predicting a phase diagram which
is more in line with what continuity arguments [23] sug-
gest. More specifically, finite N effects produce a first-
order transition line that starts at T = 0 and terminates
at a tricritical point roughly located at a (tricritical) tem-
perature whose value is about 20% to 30% of the value
of the “in vacuum” gap energy (∼ Λ). Physically, one of
the most important consequences of the first-order tran-
sition line predicted here is that it allows for two dis-
tinct phases of a Weyl type of material to co-exist at low
temperatures. Therefore, Weyl-type of planar materi-
als should have a phase transition structure much richer
than one predicted by the LN (or mean-field) approxi-
mation. Here, the prediction of such a mixed phase has
been enterely derived upon using quantum field theory
methods. Possible further extensions of the present ap-
plication might be for example to extend the LN study
of superconducting phase transitions in planar fermionic
models with Dirac cone tilting [19] such as to include fi-
nite N effects and also looking for the effects of magnetic
fields when applied to the system.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Y.M.P.G. is supported by a postdoctoral grant from
Fundação Carlos Chagas Filho de Amparo à Pesquisa
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Abstract. Cosmology and astrophysics provide various ways to study the properties of dark
matter even if they have negligible non-gravitational interactions with the Standard Model
particles and remain hidden. We study a type of hidden dark matter model in which the
dark matter is completely decoupled from the Standard Model sector except gravitationally,
and consists of a single species with a conserved comoving particle number. This category
of hidden dark matter includes models that act as warm dark matter but is more general.
In particular, in addition to having an independent temperature from the Standard Model
sector, it includes cases in which dark matter is in its own thermal equilibrium or is free-
streaming, obeys fermionic or bosonic statistics, and processes a chemical potential that
controls the particle occupation number. While the usual parameterization using the free-
streaming scale or the particle mass no longer applies, we show that all cases can be well
approximated by a set of functions parameterized by only one parameter as long as the
chemical potential is nonpositive: the characteristic scale factor at the time of the relativistic-
to-nonrelativistic transition. We study the constraints from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, the
cosmic microwave background, the Lyman-α forest, and the smallest halo mass. We show
that the most significant phenomenological impact is the suppression of the small-scale matter
power spectrum – a typical feature when the dark matter has a velocity dispersion or pressure
at early times. So far, small dark matter halos provide the strongest constraint, limiting the
transition scale factor to be no larger than ∼ 1.4 × 10−4 times the scale factor at matter-
radiation equality.

1Corresponding author.
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1 Introduction

The dark matter hypothesis consistently explains a wide range of cosmological and astrophys-
ical observations. The first of these lines of evidence came from the unexpected observation
of high galactic velocity dispersion in clusters [1, 2]. Later, rotation curves in spiral galaxies
were found to be flat in the outer region [3], which cannot be explained by only visible matter
with Newtonian gravity. Observations of the abundance of the primordial elements created
during Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) suggest that dark matter is non-baryonic [4]. Cos-
mological observations across the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [5] and large scale
structure (LSS) [6–8] are well fitted by the standard cosmological model, which assumes cold
dark matter. In addition, the recent discovery of the Bullet Cluster (in which the lensing and
the X-ray images separate from each other [9]) and the significant drop in the correlation be-
tween stellar velocity dispersion and luminosity for ultra-faint dwarf galaxies [10] both favor
the dark matter hypothesis over the modified gravity/Newtonian dynamics hypothesis.

Efforts to identify the nature of the dark matter particles, on the other hand, turn out
to be difficult. Studies have been conducted to investigate the impacts on and constraints
from cosmological and astrophysical observations of proposed dark matter properties. These
include, but are not limited to, dark matter annihilation [11–17], decay [18–20], interaction
with baryons [21–27] (also see constraints from direct detection [28–33]), and temperature
[34–38]. So far, only increasingly strong upper bounds of those properties have been obtained
[39], and a wide region of the parameter space of dark matter models has been ruled out.
This, however, does not falsify the existence of dark matter, but instead motivates the quest
for new models [40–45].

A common starting assumption in dark matter models is that the dark matter was
at some point in thermal equilibrium with Standard Model particles, or at least had some
appreciable thermal contact [35, 46–50]; this is required for the so-called “WIMP Miracle”.
However, in this paper, we will abandon this assumption and consider the case in which
the dark matter has a totally independent thermal history from the Standard Model sector.
Such a scenario may be naturally realized in, for example, string theory-motivated inflation
and reheating models in warped compactification. In this scenario, the inflaton decays to
particles residing in multiple sectors, and the dark matter resides in a sector whose non-
gravitational couplings to the Standard Model sector are negligible, and is thus “hidden” [51].1

For the purpose of this paper, we will only be interested in the phenomenological properties
of the hidden dark matter after it is generated, so the reheating scenarios and the UV-
completed construction of the hidden sector will henceforth not be important. By removing
the direct coupling between the dark matter and visible sector, hidden dark matter models
provide unconventional viewpoints on the dark matter phenomenology, and may be used to
explain some existing anomalies [51, 54–56]. The highly decoupled dark matter may also
have relatively weak interactions with the Standard Model sector, which generates interesting
phenomenological consequences [57–63]. In this paper we will study the limit in which non-
gravitational interactions with the Standard Model are ignored, and the term “hidden" is used
to specifically denote this limit. We will show that even if the direct interactions between
dark matter and Standard Model particles are too weak to generate direct detection signals
or other cosmological effects, cosmological and astrophysical phenomena will still allow us to

1The dark matter can also effectively decouple from the standard model in the same sector if, as a decay
product of the inflaton, its mass exceeds the reheat temperature [52, 53].
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probe some cosmological evolutionary properties of such dark matter due to the gravitational
coupling.

Extensive studies of generalized dark matter (GDM) models can also be found in Refs. [64–
67]. However, most generalized DM models are not necessarily based on the particle nature
of dark matter, which makes the connection between the equation of state and the particle
properties of dark matter less apparent, and it is difficult to extract information (e.g., the
initial velocity dispersion) for cosmological N-body simulations. We aim to study a hidden
dark matter (HiDM) model2 that is theoretically consistent with some underlying particle
properties, and constrain it from a wide range of cosmological and astrophysical observations.
Another motivation is to determine whether such a nonstandard dark matter scenario can
resolve some current problems in cosmology, e.g., the H0 and the σ8 tensions [8, 68].

While allowing an independent thermal history, among several possibilities discussed in
Ref. [51], we will only consider the simplest situation in which the hidden dark matter has
the following properties:

• The dark matter’s entropy per unit comoving volume is a constant because it is hidden
from the Standard Model sector.

• The dark matter’s particle number per unit comoving volume is a constant because there
is only one dark matter species.

Together, these two properties imply that the specific entropy is a constant. Assuming HiDM
starts with its own thermal equilibrium phase, we will consider two cases. Case 1: The HiDM
is in thermal equilibrium at all times with a temperature different from that of the Standard
Model sector. Case 2: The HiDM started in thermal equilibrium with a temperature different
from that of the Standard Model sector but later became free-streaming during its relativistic
phase. These are two extreme cases corresponding to the strong and weak self-interaction
limits, respectively. An intermediate case is where the HiDM maintains its own equilibrium
until it becomes free-streaming at some time during the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transi-
tion. We show in this work that the two extreme cases are phenomenologically very similar
and their background evolution can be well represented by one universal parameterized func-
tion of the scale factor a. Therefore, we expect that the intermediate case should also behave
similarly.

Note that we do not have any assumption on the hidden dark matter particle’s mass,
number of intrinsic degrees of freedom, and whether or not it was in thermal equilibrium with
Standard Model particles in the past. HiDM has some similar properties but is more general
compared to warm dark matter (WDM) [36, 49, 50, 69, 70]. We summarize the differences as
follows

• We consider both fermionic and bosonic statistics.

• We include a chemical potential to control particle occupation number.

• We consider that the HiDM can be in its own thermal equilibrium or free streaming.

We dub the hidden dark matter cosmology ΛHiDM. These differences, especially the inclusion
of chemical potential, modify several physical relations established in the WDM case and
motivate us to look for another parameter different from the usually adopted free-streaming
scale or the particle mass.

2Note that “Hi” here stands for “hidden”, to distinguish from hot dark matter (HDM).
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Case Distribution Statistics Chemical potential Perturbation
(I) Equilibrium Eq. (2.1) Fermion/boson µini ≤ 0

Without pressure anisotropy
(II) Free-streaming Eq. (2.2) With pressure anisotropy

Table 1. Different cases considered in the single-species hidden dark matter model. Both fermion
and boson cases are considered. The classical case is defined as µini → −∞.

We organize our paper as follows: In Sec. 2 we describe the background evolution of the
hidden dark matter model and estimate a constraint from BBN. We show that the HiDM
model can be well parameterized by just the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition time,
and cosmological phenomenology is insensitive to other particle properties. In Sec. 3, we
describe the scalar perturbations in the HiDM model. In Secs. 4, 5 and 6, we individually
study phenomenology at different scales corresponding to different observations and derive
their constraints separately. We then list the constraints in Sec. 7 and summarize in Sec. 8.
Throughout this work, we use natural units with c = kB = 1. When needed, we will take
the fiducial ΛCDM model with parameters given by mean values of the Planck 2018 TT-
TEEE+lensing+BAO constraints [5].

2 Background evolution and similarities between different cases

In this section, we present the background evolution of the hidden dark matter scenario.
Properties of different cases are summarized in Table 1. At the end of this section, we
estimate an observational constraint on HiDM from BBN.

2.1 Numerical solutions to the background evolution

2.1.1 Background evolution I - thermal equilibrium case

We first consider the hidden dark matter in the thermal equilibrium case. Given a mass
m, number of intrinsic degrees of freedom g, temperature T , and chemical potential µ, the
physical momentum distribution in thermal equilibrium is given by

feq(p;T, µ) =
g

2π2~3

p2

exp
[
(
√
p2 +m2 − µ)/T

]
± 1

, (2.1)

with +1 in the denominator for fermions and −1 for bosons. Note that the chemical potential
here is not associated with the number of dark matter particles minus that of the anti-dark
matter particles but with the total dark matter number. The chemical potential is usually
considered to be zero, especially in the case where dark matter annihilates with anti-dark
matter into photons. Since we consider a hidden dark matter that is decoupled from the
Standard Model sector, we allow a non-zero chemical potential. To simplify the calculation,
we define some dimensionless quantities: x ≡ m/T , y ≡ µ/T , z ≡ p/T , and ∆ ≡ y − x. This
∆ has a physical meaning as the ratio of the effective chemical potential to the temperature.
A nonzero ∆ has a similar (but not the same) role to that of the normalization factor β in the
warm dark matter model considered in [49], because, in the classical limit, exp(∆) becomes the
normalization factor of the distribution. But, our ∆ is more physically motivated and specifies
the initial particle occupation number. Species considered in standard cosmology usually
have ∆ini = 0. However, we release this restriction and only require it to be non-positive. We
define the classical case as the one with ∆ini � −1; see AppendixA for further explanation.
A special case wherein all dark matter particles have the same velocity is considered in other
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Figure 1. Some solutions to Eqs. (A.17) with lim
x→0

a
x = 10−3 and lim

x→0
∆ = −10 (a classical case). The

evolution is computed by requiring the comoving particle number and specific entropy (and hence
the comoving entropy density) to remain unchanged, which is verified and shown in the upper right
panel. The other panels are: the ratio between the temperature and the particle mass x ≡ T/m (upper
left), the ratio between the effective chemical potential and the temperature ∆ ≡ (µ−m)/T (upper
middle), energy density ρh and pressure ph (lower left), the equation-of-state parameter wh ≡ ph/ρh
and the adiabatic sound speed c2s,h ≡ δph/δρh (lower middle) and the difference between them (lower
right). Different initial values of lim

x→0

a
x only horizontally shift the evolution. As long as ∆ini ≤ 0, the

characteristics of the evolution (transition width and transition scale factor) only weakly depend on
quantum statistics, which will be shown in Sec. 2.2.

works [71, 72]. We shall see the background evolution will be quite different in our scenario
with a thermal distribution.

The process of solving the background evolution in the equilibrium case is outlined as
follows. From the above phase space distribution, we calculate the particle number density nh,
energy density ρh, pressure ph, and entropy density sh. These quantities are determined by x
and ∆, whose values change as the universe expands. We derive the differential equations for
x and ∆ by requiring the comoving number density nha

3 and the comoving entropy density
sha

3 to be conserved. After solving for the evolution of x and ∆, we use Eqs. (A.1)-(A.4)
to calculate the evolution of nh, ρh, ph and sh. We also derive the adiabatic sound speed
[Eq. (A.24)], which will be used later in studying scalar perturbations. The details of the
above process are given in Appendix A.

In Figure 1 we show an example of a solution of all the background variables as well as
the adiabatic sound speed. In that example, we set lim

x→0

a
x = 10−3 and ∆ini ≡ lim

x→0
∆ = −10

corresponding to a classical case since ∆ � −1. The evolution of the temperature is shown
in the upper left panel of Figure 1 along with its asymptotic behavior at the relativistic
and nonrelativistic limits. As expected, the temperature of the hidden dark matter (and
1/x) drops initially as 1/a in the relativistic phase (when x → 0) and then as 1/a2 in the
nonrelativisitc phase (when x → ∞). The value of ∆ changes from one constant to another
constant, which is shown in the upper middle panel; see Appendix A for more discussion.
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We find that as long as ∆ini ≤ 0, ∆ is always dropping regardless of the initial conditions or
whether the hidden dark matter is a fermion or boson. This means that quantum statistical
effects will be less significant after the transition. For bosons in the hidden dark matter
scenario, a Bose-Einstein condensation would never take place at the background level if
∆ini < 0. The drop of ∆ can be calculated analytically; see Eq. (A.16). It is always finite
and approaching a constant when ∆ini � −1. It only weakly depends on ∆ini and whether
the HiDM is a fermion or boson when ∆ & −1. We investigate such a ∆ini dependence in
Sec. C. To verify our solutions, the comoving number density and comoving entropy density
are shown in the upper right panel. Both of them are constant, as expected. Shown in the
lower left panel are the energy density and the pressure. The energy density first drops as
1/a4 (as radiation) and then as 1/a3 (behaving as the usual cold dark matter). The pressure
first follows the energy density and drops as 1/a4 and then as 1/a5. The equation-of-state
parameter wh ≡ ph/ρh, as shown in the lower middle panel, exhibits a smooth transition.

2.1.2 Background evolution II: free-streaming case

If the hidden dark matter becomes free streaming before the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic
transition, its background-level physical momentum distribution at an arbitrary a is given by
[73]

ffs(p; T̃0, a) =
g

2π2~3

p2

exp(pa/T̃0 −∆ini)± 1
. (2.2)

In the above equation, T̃0 ≡ Tfsafs where Tfs and afs are the dark matter temperature and
scale factor at the time when HiDM became free-streaming.3 We have ignored the term mafs

in the above distribution (compared to Eq. (20) in [73]). This is because the hidden dark
matter becomes a free stream when they were still relativistic and T̃0 � mafs; the momenta
pa around T̃0 dominate the distribution and they are much larger than mafs. In this case, its
comoving number density is also conserved. And since the comoving momentum distribution
is not changing with time, the comoving entropy is automatically conserved.

When ∆ini = 0, the free-stream case recovers the WDM scenario. In this work, we shall
show that the free-streaming case actually behaves very similarly to the equilibrium case in
both the background evolution and perturbations.

Given the above distribution Eq. (2.2), the energy density and pressure at an arbitrary
a can be calculated. We find that the background evolution as derived from Eq. (2.2) is
very similar to that of the equilibrium case. In Figure 2 we show a comparison of energy
density, equation-of-state parameter, and the nonrelativistic momentum distribution between
the free-streaming case and the equilibrium case, taking a fermionic hidden dark matter as an
example. Starting from the same mass-to-temperature ratio, the energy densities (left panel)
in the two cases only differ from each other by less than 0.5% at all times. The nonrelativistic
momentum distributions (right panel) are quite different, but they give a similar velocity
dispersion with a fractional difference of only 3%.

3Note that T̃0 is not the dark matter temperature today. For instance, for neutrinos that freeze out around
1010 K, T̃0 = 1.945K. This T̃0 characterizes the phase space distribution of neutrinos no matter whether they
are massive or massless. But massive neutrinos with a momentum distribution of Eq. (2.2) (an equilibrium
distribution for massless particles) are not in equilibrium, and T̃0 (although still characterizing the distribution)
is not the temperature of neutrinos. In fact, there should not be a temperature assigned. But we shall show
that a free-streaming case behaves similarly to an equilibrium case with an effective temperature today much
smaller than T̃0; see the text for further discussion.
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Figure 2. A comparison between the free-streaming case and the equilibrium case. In this example,
we consider a fermionic hidden dark matter with ∆ini = 0. In both cases, the hidden dark matter
has T̃0/m = 0.0028 where T̃0 is the temperature today in the massless limit. The energy densities in
the two cases (left panel) only differ from each other by less than 0.5% at all times. The equation-of-
state parameters (middle panel) are close to each other as well. The two nonrelativistic momentum
distributions today (right panel) are different, but their velocity dispersions only differ from each
other by 3%.

Since the background evolution in the free-streaming case is similar to that of the equi-
librium case, we will use the equilibrium case at the background level as a case study to
investigate the constraints on the HiDM model and to identify the most promising regimes
in cosmology and astrophysics in which to set the most powerful constraint on this class of
HiDM models. Constraints should be only slightly different between different cases. We will
however distinguish them at the perturbation level; see Sec. 3.

2.2 A universal approximation to numerical solutions

It is beneficial to have a good parameterized function to approximate the numerical solution
of the background evolution. This can not only simplify and speed up the parameter inference
process but also usually allow us to identify some properties that characterize the evolution.
We find that the following parameterized functions can very well approximate the evolution of
the energy density ρh, the equation-of-state parameter wh, and the squared adiabatic sound
speed c2

s for all cases in the HiDM model:

ρh =
Ωhρ

0
c

a4

[anw + (awT)nw

1 + (awT)nw

] 1
nw , (2.3)

wh =
1

3

(awT)nw

anw + (awT)nw
, (2.4)

c2
s =

1

3

(a
c2s
T )

n
c2s

a
n
c2s + (a

c2s
T )

n
c2s

, (2.5)

where ρc is today’s critical energy density. The transition indices nw and nc2s quantify the
width in ln a of the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transitions of wh and c2

s , respectively. The
larger the transition index, the sharper the transition. The transition scale factors awT and
a
c2s
T roughly represent the position in a of the transitions of wh and c2

s , respectively. Both
wh and c2

s start with 1/3 and transition to 0. Note that the functional form of ρh is consis-
tently obtained from the above parameterized wh according to d(ρha

3) = −whρhd(a3). For a
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better approximation to the numerical result of c2
s , we use a separate parameterized function

[Eq. (2.5)] to fit the evolution of c2
s , rather than calculating it using dp/dρ. More discussions

on the above fitting functions and the fitting process can be found in Appendix B.1. In Table
2.2 we show all the transition parameters (δaw, nw, δc2s , nc2s ) along with other useful quantities
(defined later) such as α(w,c2s ) [see Eq. (2.6)], C [see Eqs. (2.7)-(2.9)] and ∆ch ≡ ∆f −∆ini.

We note that the motivation to use these prameterizatized functions (Eqs. (2.3) to (2.5))
is to approximate the evolution of those quantities in the sense that they can closely represent
cosmological and observables studied in this work. The evolution of the density is more
physically related to cosmological observables than the equation of state. Thus, we directly
use the parameterized density evolution Eq. (2.4) to fit the numerical result, instead of the
parameterized equation of state. Particular attention needs to be paid to Eq. (2.4). This is
because, while Eq. (2.4) can be used to well capture the effects of hidden DM at cosmological
scales, it does not represent a correct late-time evolution of the equation of state, which
would drop as ∝ 1/a2 instead of ∝ 1/anw . For completeness, a better approximation that
correctly captures the late-time temperature evolution shall be given in Eq. (2.8). Similarly,
the parameterized adiabatic sound speed Eq. (2.5) does not represent a correct late-time
evolution either. But it approximates the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition very well
and using it can closely reproduce the quantities relevant in cosmological observations, such
as the suppression scale in the matter power spectrum discussed in Sec. 5.

Other forms of parameterization can be found in the literature. For example, Ref. [64]
uses w(a) = 1

3(1 + (a/aT)2p)
− 1

p ; also see Ref. [74]. While these forms also represent the
transition of the equation of state and can correctly represent a late-time behavior, the ad-
vantage of our parameterization is that an analytic form of ρh(a) can be obtained. This,
as mentioned, allows us to directly fit the parameterized function to the numerical result of
the density that is more directly related to observables. Another form adopted in Ref. [75],
w = 1

6

[
1 − tanh(a−a∗∆ )

]
, does not work in our case. This is because, under this parameteri-

zation, w would either exhibit a very sharp transition (e.g., when ∆/a∗ = 0.1) or not start
with 1/3 (e.g., when ∆/a∗ = 1).

2.3 Remarks on the transition parameters and the temperature evolution

Both awT and a
c2s
T are proportional to T̃0/m, where T̃0 is the temperature the HiDM would

have today if the temperature continued to drop as 1/a; see the orange dotted line in the
upper left panel of Figure 1. We define two proportionality coefficients as

αw =
awT
T̃0/m

, and αc2s =
a
c2s
T

T̃0/m
. (2.6)

These two coefficients are slightly different in different cases and can be determined after
numerically solving the background evolution and obtaining the best-fit parameters.

For the equilibrium case, we can define a characteristic scale factor â, which is close to
the two transition scale aT’s defined above but has certain advantages for the study of the
temperature evolution. This â is defined as follows. The mass-to-temperature ratio x goes
as a at early times when x � 1 and as a2 at late times when x � 1. Such asymptotically
relativistic and nonrelativistic behaviors are shown by the dotted lines in the upper left panel
of Figure 1 where the reciprocal – the temperature-to-mass ratio 1/x – is plotted. We define â
as the scale factor where the two asymptotic lines meet so that the two limits can be written
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Equilibrium Free-Streaming
∆ini � −1 ∆ini = 0, F ∆ini = 0, B ∆ini � −1 ∆ini = 0, F ∆ini = 0, B

δaw −0.0930 −0.0948 −0.0848 N/A N/A N/A
nw 1.8442 1.8539 1.8197 1.8169 1.8367 1.7838
δac2s

0.0346 0.0320 0.0440 N/A N/A N/A
nc2s 1.8707 1.8820 1.8463 1.8418 1.8591 1.7993
αw 3.0002 3.1529 2.6942 3.0003 3.1515 2.7013
αc2s 4.0208 4.2217 3.6214 4.0030 4.2082 3.6188
δac2s
− δaw 0.1275 0.1268 0.1288 N/A N/A N/A

C 3.7120 3.9203 3.2802 N/A N/A N/A
∆ch −1.5 -1.6202 -1.2451 N/A N/A N/A

Table 2. Summary of the transition parameters as well as α(w,c2s )
, C and ∆ch. The coefficient

α(w,c2s )
is defined in Eq. (2.6) and C is defined via Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8). The change of ∆ is defined as

∆ch ≡ ∆f −∆ini. The four transition parameters (δaw, nw, δac2s and nc2s ) are the best-fit parameters of
the approximations to ρh and c2s . The fitting functions are Eq. (2.3) for ρh and Eq. (2.5) for δph/δρh,
and δ

(w,c2s )
a ≡ log10 a

(w,c2s )
T − log10 â. In the equilibrium case, the classical limits (∆ini � −1) of C

and all fitting parameters are given in the second column. A fermion (boson) case with ∆ini = 0 is
shown in the third (fourth) column. “F” and “B” stand for fermion and boson. The corresponding
free-streaming cases are shown in the last three columns. In the rest of this work we will use the
transition parameters at the classical equilibrium limit to study impacts on cosmological observations
and parameter estimations; see Appendix C for more discussions about the phenomenologically weak
dependence on different cases. Values of C and ∆ch are derived analytically [see Eq. (A.16) and
Eq. (2.9)] and verified by numerical results. In particular, the value of C = 3.712 in classical limit in
the equilibrium case corresponds to

(
8
π

) 1
3 exp(1); see the discussion in Sec. B.2.

as

lim
x→0

x = C
a

â
, (2.7)

lim
x→∞

x = C
a2

â2
, (2.8)

where C is a constant determined by ∆ini and statistics, and it can be calculated analytically
as

C =
2

π1/3

[f∓3 (∆ini)

f∓3/2(∆f)

] 2
3

exp
(
− 2

3
∆ch

)
, (2.9)

where ∆ch can be derived analytically with Eq. (A.16) and the function f∓s defined in Eq. (A.10)
is of the order unity. One can use the above equations to infer the temperature in the nonrel-
ativistic limit when given the temperature in the relativistic limit. Note that there are small
differences between the two transition scale factors aT and the characteristic scale factor â.
Also, as we shall show, the differences among these three scale factors are independent of
the initial xini and vary only slightly for different cases in our ΛHiDM model. To isolate the
dependence on the initial xini, we quantify the differences among the three scale factors on a
log10 scale and define δwa ≡ log10 a

w
T − log10 â and δc

2
s
a ≡ log10 a

c2s
T − log10 â.

Then, given â, the four transition parameters, δwa , nw, δ
c2s
a and nc2s , determine the evolu-

tion as parameterized by Eqs. (2.3)-(2.5). We fit the parameterized functions to the numerical
solutions of ρh and c2

s to find the best-fit transition parameters. The fitting process is detailed
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Figure 3. Comparison between the numerical solutions and approximations for a fermion case with
∆ini = 0. The best-fit parameters for this case are listed in the second column of Table 2.2. Left: the
fractional difference between the numerical solution of ρh and its best-fit approximation. The fitting
function is Eq. (2.3). The fractional difference is within 0.5% at all times. Middle: the numerical
solution of wh (solid black) and its approximation [dashed red, calculated with Eq. (2.4)]. Right:
δph/δρh and its approximation. The numerical solution and the approximation match very well in all
cases.

in Appendices B.2 and B.3. We show the best-fit transition parameters along with other use-
ful constants in Table 2.2. We show in Figure 3 an example of a comparison between the
fitting functions and the numerical solutions for a fermionic HiDM model with ∆ini = 0
in equilibrium. The fractional difference in the energy density between the approximation
and the numerical solution is within about 0.5% at all times. The approximations to the
equation-of-state parameter and the adiabatic sound speed are also very good. We include
another example for the free-streaming case in Appendix B.3. These conclusions about the
approximation and the numerical solution apply to all cases we consider in this work.

From Table 2.2 we can see that different cases have different transition parameters.
This means that starting with the same mass-to-temperature ratio, the transition position
and width (in a) are in principle different. However, in practice, they are very close, which
implies that the observational effects are similar for all cases we consider. Indeed, for the
background evolution, we can see from our approximations [Eq. (2.3)-(2.5)] that the most
relevant properties of the evolution are the transition position, the transition gap between wh

and c2
s , and the width of the transition. While the latter two are very similar for all cases

[see the rows of nw, nc2s and (δac2s − δaw) in Table 2.2], the transition positions in different
cases can be brought to agreement by changing the initial mass-to-temperature ratios. See
Appendix C for more discussion. These results show that it is justified to take the background
evolution in this classical case as our representative case to study the impacts on cosmological
observables and their associated constraints. We will however treat the equilibrium case and
free-streaming cases differently at the perturbation level; see Sec. 3.2.

The background evolution in our representative case (the classical equilibrium case) only
depends on the initial mass-to-temperature ratio of the hidden dark matter, or, equivalently,
the characteristic scale factor â. We define the following parameter,

RT
eq ≡

â

aeq
, (2.10)

where aeq = 4.15×10−5

Ωmh2
is the scale factor at matter-radiation equality in the standard CDM

case. With this definition, RT
eq < 1 means that the transition happened before the standard

matter-radiation equality. The standard cold dark matter case corresponds to RT
eq = 0. All
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the transition parameters (δwa , nw, δ
c2s
a and nc2s ) are taken to be their classical limits shown in

the first column in Table 2.2.
For the usual WDM scenario, the relativisitic-to-nonrelativistic transition time (param-

eterized by RT
eq) can be determined from by the dark matter density fraction today and the

particle mass [49, 50]. In our HiDM scenario, the relation between particle mass and the
transition time is modified and given by

Ωdmh
2 = g ξ(∆ini)e

∆ini

( m

6.4 keV

)4
(
RT

eq

10−4

)3

(2.11)

where ξ(∆ini) ≡
f∓3 (∆ini)

(C/3.712)3
is of the order unity. Due to the factor of e∆ini , for a given mass

of dark matter, a later transition (larger RT
eq) is required for a lower value of ∆ini to account

for the observed dark matter abundance. As we shall see, observations put upper bounds on
RT

eq. In the WDM scenario with ∆ini = 0, an upper bound on RT
eq corresponds to a lower

bound on the particle mass. In the HiDM scenario, the corresponding lower bounds on the
particle mass become even stronger when ∆ini < 0.

Now, the evolution of the hidden dark matter model with conservation of comoving
number density and comoving entropy can be well parameterized by only two parameters:
Ωh and RT

eq. Therefore, we have only one additional parameter compared to the standard
ΛCDM model: RT

eq. This one-parameter family of dark matter models is similar to that of
the warm dark matter proposed in Ref. [49] but ours is more generalized, allowing different
quantum statistics, initial chemical potential, and dark matter models that are either in
their own equilibrium or free streaming. The conclusions about the impacts on cosmological
observations and parameter estimations presented later in this work are independent of the
mass, the intrinsic degrees of freedom, or the background expansion. Additionally, they are
fairly insensitive to whether the dark matter is free streaming or in thermal equilibrium, and
whether it is composed of fermions or bosons (as long as ∆ini ≤ 0).

2.4 Constraints from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis element abundance

If dark matter were relativistic during BBN, the presence of extra relativistic degrees of
freedom would have caused the expansion of the universe to be faster, altering the primordial
element abundance. Abundance observations of, e.g., primordial deuterium and helium have
independently put a constraint on the extra radiation energy [76, 77]. This puts a constraint
on the transition time for HiDM and thus an upper bound on RT

eq.
In Appendix D we show that RT

eq is related to ∆Neff , which parameterizes the extra
radiation energy density at BBN. When â is sufficiently small, we have (see Appendix for
discussion),

RT
eq = 0.28× ΩmΩγ

ΩdmΩrad
∆Neff , (2.12)

where Ωm, Ωdm, Ωγ and Ωrad are today’s density parameters of matter, dark matter, photons
and total radiation.4 We however emphasize that our ΛHiDM model is not equivalent to an
∆Neff -ΛCDM model when other cosmological and astrophysical observations are concerned.
The effects on different observations will be analyzed individually. As we shall see, other
cosmological and astrophysical constraints on RT

eq are much stronger than the constraint

4Note that Ωrad here is calculated by treating neutrinos as relativistic particles.
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from BBN; we nonetheless provide a rough estimate of the BBN constraint here. By fixing all
Ω’s to the mean values given in Planck 2018 [5] and conservatively taking the upper bound
∆Neff < 1 [77], we have the upper bound of RT

eq constrained by BBN,

RT
eq . 0.2 . (2.13)

We have ignored the uncertainties of all Ω’s, as they are sub-dominant. Compared to the
other constraints we estimate for the ΛHiDM model, this BBN constraint is the weakest.

3 Scalar perturbations of the hidden dark matter

The hidden dark matter scenario has interesting phenomenology at the perturbation level. In
the standard CDM scenario, the dark matter overdensity always grows (in the synchronous
gauge) due to gravitational instability. If the hidden dark matter were relativistic, the over-
density would oscillate. If the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition occurs late enough, this
would lead to an observable suppression of small-scale structure due to such oscillations. In
this section, we first describe the perturbation equations and the initial conditions of the hid-
den dark matter scenario. We mainly follow the notation in [78], and we use the synchronous
gauge. In this work, we will only consider scalar mode perturbations with adiabatic initial
conditions and zero spatial curvature.

3.1 Perturbations in standard CDM

In the standard cold dark matter scenario, the velocity potential of dark matter is constant.
This allows us to make a gauge transformation to make the velocity potential vanish and fix
the residual degree of freedom in synchronous gauge [79, CH. 5]. When the velocity potential
vanishes, the fluid dynamics of the cold dark matter is simply given by

δ′c = −h′s/2 , (3.1)

where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time η, and hs is one of the
gravitational variables in synchronous gauge. Another relevant differential equation is that of
the other synchronous gauge gravitational variable ηs (to be distinguished from the conformal
time η) [78],

kη′s = 4πGa2
∑

ρiqi , (3.2)

where k is the comoving wavenumber and qi is the heat flux of the ith species (which vanishes
for cold dark matter). The adiabatic initial condition for δc to next-to-leading order is

δc(kη � 1) = Rk
[
− 1

4
k2η2 +

1

20

ΩmH0√
ΩR

k2η3
]
, (3.3)

where δc ≡ δρc/ρ̄c, Rk is the primordial curvature perturbation, H0 is the conformal Hubble
constant, and Ωm and ΩR are the matter and radiation energy fraction today.

3.2 Perturbations of the hidden dark matter

The major changes to the perturbation equations are the fluid dynamics of the hidden dark
matter. In the hidden dark matter scenario, wh is not negligible, and the velocity potential
of dark matter is not a constant. Therefore, we cannot simply use a gauge transformation
to make the dark matter velocity potential vanish; we must include the bulk velocity of the
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HiDM in its fluid dynamics. Fortunately, if the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition hap-
pened much earlier than last scattering, as it should, the velocity potential can be considered
constant long before last scattering. Then, the bulk velocity should have decayed to a neg-
ligible level, which means that during and after last scattering, the residual gauge degree of
freedom is unimportant, and we do not have to perform a gauge transformation to fix the
synchronous gauge.

The equations of fluid dynamics for hidden dark matter in a general case are [78]

δ′h = −kqh − (1 + wh)h′s/2 + 3H(wh −
δph

δρh
)δh , (3.4)

q′h = (3wh − 1)Hqh + k
δph

δρh
δh −

2

3
whkπh , (3.5)

where the subscript “h” means “hidden”, qh is the heat flux5, wh the equation-of-state pa-
rameter, δph/δρh the adiabatic sound speed squared (discussed in Sec. 2), and πh the scalar
anisotropic stress 6. Due to the nonvanishing qh, there will be an additional source term in
the differential equation of ηs, i.e.,

kη′s = 4πGa2
(∑

ρiqi + ρhqh

)
, (3.6)

where i goes through all contents except for the hidden dark matter.
The anisotropic stress is another (small) difference between the equilibrium case and the

free-streaming case. Initially, πh = 0 for both cases. When there is a momentum anisotropy in
the phase-space distribution, the scalar anisotropic stress is finite and manifests as off-diagonal
components in the perturbed stress-energy tensor, i.e., δTij = a2∂i∂jπh where ∂i is the spatial
coordinate partial derivative. For the equilibrium case, the phase-space distribution remains
isotropic, therefore πh vanishes at all times. For the free-streaming case, however, even if the
phase-space distribution starts out isotropic, the stream from a hotter place will be different
than that from a colder place, resulting in a finite anisotropic stress.

Following Ref. [64], the dynamics of πh can be approximately captured by the following
parameterized equation,

π′h = −3Hπh +
4c2

vis

wh

( kqh

1 + wh
+ h′s/2 + 3η′s

)
, (3.7)

where c2
vis is a viscosity parameter. We model the viscosity term with two parameterizations:

(1) c2
vis = 0, which corresponds to a situation in which there is some elastic self-interaction

sufficient to keep the perturbed distribution in equilibrium, so that πh = 0 at all times,
consistent with the above discussion (recalling that initially πh = 0); and (2) c2

vis = wh, which
mimics the free-streaming case and serves as a source for the anisotropic stress [64]. For
a more precise treatment of the second case, one should consider higher-moment-hierarchy
Boltzmann equations [73, 80].

We assume that perturbations in the hidden dark matter scenario are seeded by adiabatic
initial conditions. Note that dark matter isocurvature modes can naturally exist when the
dark matter does not begin in thermal contact with the Standard Model sector; see e.g.

5The heat flux is related to the fluid velocity divergence θ defined in [78] and the velocity potential δu
defined in [79] by q = (1 + w)θ/k = −(1 + w)kδu/a.

6The scalar anisotropic stress π here is related to the anisotropic stress σ defined in Ref. [78] by σ = 2
3

w
1+w

π.
Not to be confused with the shear σ defined in camb as σ ≡ (h′s + 6η′s)/(2k).

– 13 –



Ref. [81]. However, the primordial isocurvature component has been tightly constrained by
Planck [82], so we will assume adiabatic initial conditions. We will see that since the hidden
dark matter is initially relativistic, the adiabatic initial conditions of the density perturbations
of the hidden dark matter are different from the standard case and are now the same as those
of photons:

δh(kη � 1) = Rk
[
− 1

3
k2η2 +

1

15

ΩbH0k
2η3

√
ΩR + âΩh

]
. (3.8)

Note the coefficient of the next-to-leading order term above is now different from that in
Eq. (3.3) because the hidden dark matter in this case initially behaves as a type of radiation.
The next-to-leading order approximation of the initial conditions of other variables also needs
to be changed consistently. We let the initial conditions of qh also equal those of the photon
heat flux, i.e.,

qh(kη � 1) = −Rk
27
k3η3 , (3.9)

but we find that results are insensitive to this.
Our ΛHiDM model consists of 7 parameters: 6 standard ΛCDM parameters plus RT

eq.
We do two separate analyses, one with viscosity and the other without. We implement the
background and perturbation equations by modifying camb [83], and perform parameter
estimations using cosmomc [84].

4 Large scales: impacts on CMB power spectra and constraints from
Planck

The effects of HiDM at the perturbation level are described by the modified transfer functions,
which are the growth of perturbations at a given time and scale with respect to their initial
conditions. In this section, we investigate the impacts of HiDM on the transfer functions of
cosmological perturbations and the CMB power spectra and use the publicly available Planck
2018 baseline data (TT , TE, and EE power spectra) to set constraints on the additional
model parameter RT

eq.
Related constraints can be found in the literature: e.g, the CMB or joint cosmological

constraints on a constant DM equation of state [85, 86], binned equation of state [87], ballistic
dark matter [75], or a reduced relativistic dark matter model in which all dark matter particles
have the same velocity [71, 72]. In this work, the time evolution of the equation of state is
calculated by fully considering the thermal distribution.

4.1 Impacts on the transfer functions

The hidden dark matter being initially relativistic introduces a characteristic scale: a sound
horizon of the hidden dark matter, ls ≡

∫
csdη, below which matter overdensity perturbations

will be smoothed and “suppressed” compared to the standard cold dark matter case. When
there is a nonzero viscosity there is another characteristic scale, the viscous scale, lvis ≡∫
cvisdη, below which the perturbations will be further suppressed. When c2

vis = wh we have
c2

vis ≤ c2
s (see the bottom middle panel of Figure 1); the viscous scale is similar to but smaller

than the sound horizon.
Since cs is of the order unity before the transition and zero after, the sound horizon ls is

similar to the particle horizon at a = â. Therefore, roughly speaking, a large-scale mode that
enters the horizon after a = â has a wavelength larger than the sound horizon and experiences
nearly no change compared to the standard CDM case. In contrast, a small-scale mode that
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enters the horizon before a = â has a comoving wavelength smaller than the sound horizon.
These HiDM overdensity perturbations then oscillate and get suppressed compared to the
standard CDM case. This can be seen in Figure 4. By comparing the solid and the dotted
lines we can see that, the large-scale (small k) perturbation (left panel) evolves the same way
as in the CDM case. An intermediate scale (middle panel) that enters the horizon around
a = â begins to have a significant evolution and suffers from a suppression compared to the
CDM case. For an even smaller-scale mode that is still deep inside the horizon before a = â
(right panel), the dark matter overdensity first oscillates along with the photon overdensity
before the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition. Around and after the transition, the dark
matter oscillation differs from that of the photon, but the oscillation continues until the dark
matter bulk velocity becomes too small to affect the growth of large-scale structure. Then, the
dark matter overdensity grows due to gravitational instability, but the magnitude by today
is much smaller compared to the standard CDM case. Setting a viscosity further suppresses
the matter density as we compare the bottom to the top panels in Figure 4.

Figure 4. The linear evolution of transfer functions with (top) and without (bottom) a viscosity. Solid
lines are in the standard CDM case while dotted lines are the HiDM case. The value of RT

eq = 0.024
is chosen to be the upper bound at 2σ as constrained by the Planck 2018 baseline datasets. For
a large-scale mode (small k) that enters the horizon before a = aT on the left, the dark matter
overdensity evolves similarly to the standard CDM case. Two small-scale modes are shown on the
right. Roughly speaking, when the modes enter the horizon before a = aT, their wavelengths are
smaller than the sound horizon ls. The dark matter overdensity perturbations then oscillate and get
suppressed compared to the standard CDM case. Setting the viscosity even further suppresses the
matter density. See the text for detailed discussions.
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4.2 Impacts on CMB temperature and polarization power spectra
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Figure 5. Impacts on CMB power spectra with and without a viscosity. Here the difference between
of power spectra in the ΛHiDM and ΛCDM models are displayed, and D` = `(`+ 1)C`/2π. The value
of RT

eq = 0.024 is chosen to be the 2σ upper limit as constrained by the Planck 2018 baseline dataset.
The viscosity only has a small additional effect on the CMB spectra.

For large-scale perturbations that are relevant to the current CMB baseline observations,
there is a connection between the hidden dark matter scenario and the scenario in which a
primordial correlated cold dark matter isocurvature mode (CDI) is added to the standard
adiabatic initial conditions, as we shall explain. First, for CMB power spectra, most pertur-
bations of interest were still outside the horizon by a = â. Take RT

eq = 0.01, for example. Per-
turbations with a comoving wavenumber smaller than k̂ ≡ Ĥ ' 0.01

RT
eq

[hMpc−1] = 1 [hMpc−1]

were outside the horizon by a = â. This range covers most of the perturbations relevant
to the current CMB observations, and hence they were still outside the horizon by a = â.
Second, for large scales, the adiabatic solutions of the modified perturbation equations only
differ from those of the standard equations by a different δh (and an additional variable qh).
Let us approximate the transition with a sudden change at â. Before â, the dark matter per-
turbation equation is a relativistic one. The adiabatic solution of δh when kη � 1 is Eq. (3.8).
After â the perturbation equations return to the standard ones. Since kη < 1 is still satisfied,
Eq. (3.3) would be the adiabatic solution of δh if it were the standard case. But now δh is a
factor of 4/3 larger than it would be in the standard case at a = â. Since solutions of other
quantities are unchanged, this extra 1/3 of the magnitude of δh serves as a CDI mode. And
since it is always 1/3, this “effective” CDI mode is “fully correlated” with the adiabatic mode.
In other words, this hidden dark matter model is another scenario that can produce a CDI
mode at large scales without multi-field inflation. The effects on the CMB temperature and
polarization spectra are shown in Figure 5.

We emphasize that this is not a situation in which perturbations started with a CDI mode
in addition to the adiabatic mode. The perturbations in the hidden dark matter scenario start
with purely adiabatic initial conditions, but they are equivalent to the standard perturbations
with a CDI mode with a specific functional form of k in addition to the adiabatic mode at
(but only at) large scales. Such a degeneracy breaks down at smaller scales where horizon
crossings happened before the transition, which will be explored in Sec. 5.

4.3 Constraints from Planck 2018 baseline datasets

In this section, we study the constraints on the transition time from the Planck 2018 baseline
datasets. In the previous section, we have shown that for the scales most relevant to CMB
observations, there is a connection between the hidden dark matter scenario and an extra
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Figure 6. Marginalized constraints on RT
eq versus other standard ΛCDM model parameters. RT

eq

only very weakly correlates with the six base parameters in the ΛCDM model. Setting the viscosity
only slightly tightens the constraint on RT

eq. Two important inferred parameters, i.e., H0 and σ8, are
shown on the right column. The constraint on H0 is not affected, but σ8 correlates with RT

eq. A larger
RT

eq leads to a smaller σ8. It thus might be suspected that the hidden dark matter model can resolve
the σ8 tension. However, as we shall see in Sec. 5, the constraint on RT

eq from Lyman-α forest and
smallest halos are so strong that such possibility is eliminated.

CDM isocurvature mode. Planck has tight constraints on the magnitude of isocurvature
modes [82]. Before constraining RT

eq with real Planck data, we can roughly estimate its
bound from Planck’s constraint on the correlated CDI mode. The upper bound of PII/PRR
for a correlated CDI mode with nII = nRR is about 0.001 at a 2σ confidence level at
k = 0.1Mpc−1 from the publicly released Planck 2018 baseline data [82]. Let us infer the
constraint on RT

eq from this. In the standard scenario and in synchronous gauge, the dark
matter overdensity fraction δdm initially grows as −1

4Rkk
2η2 in the adiabatic mode and is a

constant Ik in the CDI mode [88]. If these continue to horizon crossing (when kη = 1), the
amplitude ratio between δdm in the two modes would be

∣∣ δIdm(kη=1)

δRdm(kη=1)

∣∣ = 4
∣∣ Ik
Rk

∣∣ = 4
√
PRR(k)
PII(k) .

We have followed the notation in Ref. [89] and PRR(k) = k3

2π2 |Rk|2, where |Rk| is interpreted
as the root mean square of Rk. Now, for the largest scales, the hidden dark matter scenario
behaves like a standard cold dark matter scenario plus an additional correlated CDI mode,
as discussed earlier. Such an equivalent CDI mode has a dark matter overdensity with 1/3 of
the magnitude of that in the standard adiabatic mode at a = â, i.e., δIdm(â)/δRdm(â) = 1/3. If
the superhorizon evolution was still valid by the time of horizon crossing, the magnitude ratio
between this additional isocurvature and the standard adiabatic dark matter perturbations
would drop to

∣∣∣∣δIdm(kη = 1)

δRdm(kη = 1)

∣∣∣∣ ' 1

3

k2η̂2

(kη = 1)2
=

1

3
k2η̂2 '

k2a2
eq

3ΩRH2
0

(RT
eq)2 . (4.1)
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In the last equality above, we have used η̂ = â√
ΩRH

2
0

since the is in the radiation dominated

era as well as the definition of RT
eq (Eq. (2.10)). This means

β(k) ≡ PII(k)

PRR(k) + PII(k)
' PII(k)

PRR(k)
=
( k2ΩR

12Ω2
mH

2
0

)2(
RT

eq

)4
, (4.2)

or RT
eq '

1.15× 10−3

k/[Mpc−1]

Ωmh
2√

ΩRh2
β1/4 . (4.3)

From the above approximation, we can then use a constraint on β(k) to estimate the constraint
on Req. A subtlety is that from Eq. 4.2 we can see that such an effective CDI mode has a
spectral index of nII ' 5, since PII(k) ∝ k4 if the adiabatic spectral index nRs ' 1. This is
different from nII = nRR for the special correlated CDI mode considered in the Planck paper
[82]. But since such an effective CDI spectrum is blue tilted, the most relevant constraint
on β given in Ref. [82] is at the small scales. So, we use the upper bound of β < 0.001 (2σ)
given at khigh = 0.1Mpc−1 to estimate the bound on RT

eq. This gives RT
eq < 0.045 using

ΩRh
2 = 4.157× 10−5 and Ωmh

2 = 0.143. This is a rough estimate, and we expect the actual
constraint on Req from a likelihood analysis to be stronger because Planck probes even smaller
scales. Indeed, we performed a likelihood analysis using CosmoMC with our modified camb
and found RT

eq < 0.024 at a 2σ level. This constraint is about twice as strong as our rough
estimate. Some marginalized constraints on RT

eq versus other standard ΛCDM parameters
are shown in Figure 6. From Figure 6 we can also see that while being a little tighter, the
constraint on RT

eq is not substantially affected by the setting of viscosity.
We show in Figure 6 the marginalized constraints on RT

eq vs other standard ΛCDM
parameters, with and without a viscosity. We can see that RT

eq only very weakly correlates
with the six base parameters in the ΛCDM model — i.e., Ωbh

2, Ωch
2, τ , 100θMC, ln(1010As)

and ns — so varying parameter RT
eq does not affect the constraints on those six standard

parameters. We also show on the right column of Figure 6 the constraints on two important
derived parameters, H0 and σ8. The constraint on H0 is not affected either, but σ8 correlates
with RT

eq. A larger RT
eq leads to a smaller σ8, because of the suppression of the small-scale

dark matter perturbations, as discussed in the previous section and shown in Figure 4. The
suppressed matter power spectrum is shown in Figure 7. This could suggest that varying RT

eq

might resolve the σ8 tension[7, 8, 90]. But we shall show that the constraint on RT
eq from the

Lyman-α forest is about an order of magnitude stronger than that from the CMB, eliminating
the possibility for this hidden dark matter to resolve the σ8 tension.

5 Intermediate scales, impact on the matter power spectrum, and con-
straints from the Lyman-Alpha forest

We have mentioned in the previous section that the early-time relativistic phase of the hidden
dark matter suppresses the small-scale matter power spectrum. This suppression effect is very
similar to that in the warm dark matter scenario, where the suppression scale (in that case,
the free-streaming scale) is determined by the dark matter mass [35, 50, 69, 91]. However, our
hidden dark matter model includes both the equilibrium case (in which the suppression scale
is close to the sound horizon) and the free-streaming case. More rigorously, a suppression
scale is defined based on the ratio of the suppressed dark matter transfer function to the
standard CDM transfer function [50]. Following Ref. [50], we define a suppression scale as the
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Figure 7. Left: the linear matter power spectrum today in the standard ΛCDM case and the hidden
dark matter case with or without viscosity. The early-time relativistic phase significantly suppresses
the power spectrum for small-scale modes with wavenumber larger than ksup, indicated by the red
dashed line (estimated from Eq. (5.2)). A viscosity makes the suppression even more profound. Right:
the ratio of the matter power spectra between the ΛHiDM case and the standard ΛCDM case, with
an inset plot showing a wider range of the y-axis.

scale at which
PΛHiDM(ksup)

PΛCDM(ksup)
= fsup , (5.1)

where fsup is chosen to be 0.1.7 This means that at k = ksup the power spectrum amplitude
is an order of magnitude smaller than that in the standard ΛCDM case. Numerically, we
vary RT

eq and use Eq. (5.1) to evaluate ksup and find that ksup and RT
eq follow a power law

relation8,

ksup = 4.1 Mpc−1 ×
(

0.001

RT
eq

)0.83

, (5.2)

where we have used Ωmh
2 = 0.143 and ΩRh

2 = 4.15 × 10−5. The power law index is found
to be consistent with the one in [50], while our HiDM model is more general and we use our
RT

eq parameterization. For example, for the fermion free-streaming case with ∆ini = 0, the
hidden dark matter model reduces to the usual WDM scenario. If we take T̃0 = 1.945K and
mh = 1 keV, from Eqs. (5.2), (2.7) and (2.10) we have ksup = 2.2Mpc−1, which is consistent
with the estimate using the fitting equation given in Ref. [50].

The suppression effect is more significant for smaller scales (larger k). The larger the
RT

eq, the smaller the ksup and the larger the scale where such a suppression begins to appear.
In Figure 7 we show the matter power spectrum with RT

eq = 0 (standard cold dark matter)
and RT

eq = 0.001. Eq. (5.2) estimates that a suppression should appear when k & 4.1 [Mpc−1],
which is consistent with what is shown in Figure 7.

7Note that we have chosen fsup = 0.1 whereas Ref. [50] used 1/2. Our choice makes our constraint obtained
from halo mass halo more conservative; see 6.1 for discussion. But the definition of ksup is relatively insensitive
to the value of fsup because the suppression effect is quite sharp; see Figure 7. For example, if we take fsup = 0.5
and 0.01, the coefficient in Eq. (5.2) would become 2.6 and 5.0 instead of 4.1, but the power law index of 0.83
is unchanged.

8It is worth pointing out that this ksup does not depend on H0. This is because while we know the radiation
energy density today, ksup only depends on aeq and RT

eq. So ksup is fully specified when Ωmh
2, ΩRh

2 and RT
eq

are specified.
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It is worth pointing out that the suppression of the small-scale matter power spectrum
is different from what was found in Ref. [75]. As shown in their Figure 3, the amplitude of
the matter power spectrum can be suppressed or enhanced. We investigate such a discrep-
ancy by artificially varying the transition index of the equation of state. We found that an
enhancement of the matter power spectrum at small scales only appears for a sharp enough
relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition (i.e., nw > 5). However, with the evolution derived
from first principles based on some realistic assumptions of the dark matter particle nature,
the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition of our model is rather smooth (with nw ∼ 2).

From the above discussions, the key to constraining RT
eq is to probe the matter power

spectrum at small scales. So far, the large-scale cosmological observation that can probe
the smallest scales in the power spectrum is the flux power spectrum of the Lyman-α forest
[92–94]. To be able to provide a consistent explanation for CMB and Lyman-α forest ob-
servations, the suppression scale ksup must be larger than the scale already probed by the
Lyman-α forest. Modeling observations at such small scales requires treatment of non-linear
structure formation [36]. While our analysis mainly focuses on the linear regime, we perform
an estimation of the upper bound on RT

eq from current Lyman-α forest data. We conser-
vatively take that the matter power spectrum as probed by the Lyman-α forest is overall
consistent with the prediction of the standard ΛCDM model to a scale of k ∼ 0.03 (km/s)−1

[94], or k ∼ 3hMpc−1. According to Eq. (5.2), setting ksup & 3hMpc−1 gives RT
eq . 0.0022

with h = 0.7. Thus, the Lyman-α forest should be able to provide a stronger constraint on
RT

eq than CMB. However, we will show in the latter sections that properties of small-scale
galaxies may provide even an order-of-magnitude stronger constraint.

6 Small and minimum scales, halo mass function

So far, we have mainly focused on the phenomenology and constraints of hidden dark matter
on linear scales. In this section, we will investigate the effects on the nonlinear scales. These
effects should be more rigorously studied by cosmological simulations, but in this work, we
will adopt a semi-analytical approach and study the impacts on the halo mass function and
the smallest halo mass.

6.1 The halo mass function

As discussed in the previous section, the linear power spectrum is suppressed at scales smaller
than the sound horizon, and even further suppressed at scales smaller than the viscous scale
when viscosity is present. This can affect the small-scale structures and have a significant
impact on the halo mass function. Since we have estimated the suppressed scale in the linear
matter power spectrum, we can infer the suppressed mass scale in the halo mass function by
the following,

Msup '
4π

3

(
π

ksup

)3

ρ0
m = 1.6× 1011 h2M�

( RT
eq

0.001

)2.5
. (6.1)

This Msup is independent of redshift because it corresponds to a comoving scale at which
the initial linear power spectrum becomes suppressed. The halo mass function is expected to
be significantly reduced for M < Msup. To show such an effect more explicitly, we calculate
the halo mass function by applying the extended Press-Schechter formalism [95–98] with the
Sheth-Tormen fitting equation [99],

dn

dM
(M, z) = A

√
2a

π

ρm(z)

M

−d lnσ(M)

dM
νc(z)

[
1 +

1(
aν2

c (z)
)q ] exp

(
− aν2

c (z)/2
)
, (6.2)
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where M is the halo mass and ρm(z) the average matter density at redshift z. The function
σ(M) is the current variance of the linear matter fluctuation averaged over a scale of M
and νc(z) = 1.686

D(z)σ(M) with D(z) the growth factor normalized to unity today. The fitting
constants are A = 0.322, a = 0.707 and q = 0.3. The variance σ(M) is calculated by

σ2(M) =
1

2π2

∫ ∞
0

Pm(k)|fsh(kR)|2k2dk , (6.3)

where the spherical top-hat function fsh(x) is,

fsh(x) =
3

x3
(sinx− x cosx) , (6.4)

and R =
(

3M
4πρ0m

)1/3
. To avoid correlated modes in the calculation of σ2(M), it is standard to

use f(x) as sharp-k window function [99]. However, this only leads to a small difference in
practice, so we may neglect this in favor of a spherical top-hat function [Eq. (6.4)] for ease of
computation. The above formalism allows us to infer the number of collapsed structures at
late times from the linear matter power spectrum, which obtains from our modified camb.
We show the resultant halo mass function in Figure 8, where the suppressed mass scale in
the halo function estimated by Eq. (6.1) is included. For RT

eq = 0.001, the number of halos
with mass below Msup ' 7.8 × 1010M� (with h = 0.7) is strongly suppressed independent
of redshift. This impact is more pronounced at higher redshifts because fewer halos with
M > Msup exist: in the standard ΛCDM model, larger halos are likely to form later. If most
of the halos with mass aboveMsup are formed after redshift z1 in the standard ΛCDM model,
the entire halo population is expected to be significantly suppressed before z1 in the hidden
dark matter model. This is shown by the green curves in Figure 8.

It is worth pointing out that the Press-Schechter formalism assumes that the temperature
(and thus the pressure or the velocity dispersion) of dark matter is negligible during the
collapse. The mass function of the dark matter halos is reduced for M > Msup due to a
suppression of the linear matter power spectrum for k > ksup, which is the initial condition
for the late-time nonlinear collapse. In our scenario, the hidden dark matter has some residual
temperature, which leads to another effect that suppresses small-halo formation due to the
change of dynamics during the collapse. The situation is analogous to baryon collapse without
dark matter at a finite temperature, where in the extreme case there exists some minimum
mass scale (the Jeans mass) below which the self gravity of a baryon clump would not be able
to overcome the pressure and would not collapse. Due to the residual temperature, there is
also a dark-matter “Jeans mass” (MJ) In Appendix E we estimate the Jeans mass at different
redshifts. We find it is generally orders of magnitude smaller thanMsup, especially for z < 10,
so we can neglect it for this purpose. This is in agreement with the treatment in Ref. [70] for
warm dark matter.

6.2 Constraints from the smallest dark matter halo

Recently there have been significant developments in theoretical and observational studies
of low-mass galaxies, which are promising targets to test the nature of dark matter [10, 27,
70, 100–104]. Here we follow Ref. [27] and use the reported minimum halo mass to perform
an order-of-magnitude estimate of the bound on RT

eq. By fitting zoom-in simulations to the
luminosity distribution of the Milky Way satellites, Ref. [105] reported that the minimum
halo mass hosting Milky Way satellites is < 5.4 × 108M� at 2σ; also see [106]. In Sec. 6.1
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Figure 8. The halo mass function calculated from the extended Press-Schechter formalism. There is
a suppressed mass scale Msup below which the number of halos is suppressed compared to the ΛCDM
case at all times. For RTeq = 0.001, this suppression mass scale is ∼ 1011M�. Setting the viscosity
further suppresses the halo mass function, but the effect is not qualitatively different from the cases
without viscosity. The vertical red dotted line indicates the estimated suppression mass scale Msup

calculated from (6.1).

we showed that the population of dark matter halo below some Msup [Eq. (6.1)] would be
significantly reduced in our hidden matter scenario. We assume that halos with mass below
Msup are rare enough to be unlikely to be observed and that such a suppression effect is
preserved during halo mergers, making subhalos with mass below Msup also rare. Then,
setting Msup . 5.4× 108M�

9gives RT
eq . 1.4× 10−4.

As an additional check, we can apply this constraint to the case of WDM. Since thermal
WDM is a special case in the class of HiDM we studied, the constraint on RT

eq can be translated
into a lower bound on the WDM mass of ∼ 2 keV. This estimate is consistent (within a factor
of 2) with the constraints on the WDM mass in [104, 105, 107, 108] where observations at
similar scales are considered.

In addition to using the minimum halo mass, Ref. [27] also considered the whole small-
galaxy population, which is a more rigorous treatment, and showed that using the minimum
halo mass produces a more conservative constraint. Therefore, we expect the actual upper
bound on RT

eq from the small-galaxy population to be stronger. But the estimate here is
already our strongest constraint on RT

eq. Indeed, it is about an order of magnitude stronger
than the constraint from the Lyman-α forest, suggesting that the hidden dark matter scenario
is phenomenologically indistinguishable from cold dark matter in large-scale cosmology based
on current observations.

9We show in Appendix E that the minimum dark halo mass MJ,h [Eq. (E.1)] is generally much lower than
Msup. We use Msup < 5.4 × 108M� instead of MJ,h < 5.4 × 108M� because it is more consistent with the
method in used Ref. [27].
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Observations Bounds on RT
eq Bounds on ẑ Phenomenological effects

BBN . 0.2 > 1.7 × 104 Modifying the cosmic expansion during the BBN epoch.
Planck 18 < 0.024 (2σ) > 1.4 × 105 Adding an effective CDI model at the largest scales.
Lyman-α . 2.2 × 10−3 > 1.5 × 106 Suppressing the small-scale matter power spectrum.
Small halos . 1.4 × 10−4 > 1.8 × 107 Reducing population of halos with mass below Msup.

Table 3. Summary of the constraints on RT
eq considered in this work. The constraints on RT

eq are also
translated into the constraints on the redshift at the transition (ẑ = 1/â−1). Only the constraint from
Planck is obtained from a likelihood analysis, while others are estimated. We use “.” for estimated
constraints. Constraints in the last three rows correspond to the cases without viscosity. Setting
on the viscosity would lead to slightly tighter constraints, so they can be viewed as conservative
constraints.

7 A List of constraints considered in this work

We have individually investigated four different constraints on the hidden dark matter model,
as parameterized by RT

eq. Different constraints have different constraining powers and physical
bases. In Table 3, we summarize all the constraints on RT

eq considered in this work. So far,
at cosmological scales, the strongest constraint is from the Lyman-α forest. But at small
scales, the subhalo population can provide even a stronger constraint. Thus our work again
suggests that the most promising region to study warm-dark-matter-like dark matter models
is at small (galactic and subgalactic) scales.

As mentioned in Sec. 2.3, the upper bound on RT
eq can be translated into a lower bound

on the particle mass which becomes stronger when ∆ini. For ∆ini = 0, the corresponding
lower bound is ∼ 2 keV taking g of order unity. To avoid this mass lower bound, one needs
to consider condensation for the boson case or a positive initial chemical potential for the
fermion case, or to consider more species (especially, dark radiation) in the dark sector that
HiDM interacts with.

7.1 Remarks on other cosmological/astrophysical phenomenology

We have shown that for the background evolution and large-scale structure formation, the
most important property in our HiDM scenario is the time of the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic
transition, parameterized by RT

eq. There are phenomenological similarities between our HiDM
and the WDM scenario. Properties other than RT

eq only make small differences in the impacts
on cosmological observables.

If confirmed, the global 21cm absorption signal [109] may provide another cosmological
constraint on RT

eq. The idea is similar to that in Refs. [37, 38, 110]: the suppression of the
small-scale matter power spectrum would significantly delay formation of small-mass halos
(see also Sec. 6.1), which would postpone the star formation that produces Lyman-α photons.
The coupling between the spin temperature and the gas temperature, mediated by the Lyman-
α background, could be too late if the suppression is too large, putting a constraint on RT

eq.
However, the astrophysical uncertainties are large, e.g., the early-time star formation rate and
the fraction of the Lyman-α photons that escape halos. Given these uncertainties, a 21cm
constraint requires astrophysical modeling beyond the scope of this work.

Other astrophysical observations may help resolve the other intrinsic properties of the
Hidden DM. For instance, the difference in particle mass can impact halo formation and some
other astrophysical phenomena, such as halo core profiles [111, 112, 112–117] and annihilation
or decay products [11–20]. Ref [111] showed that by considering the halo profile and minimum
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halo mass, an upper bound on the mass of single-species fermionic dark matter (& 2 keV) can
be obtained regardless of the cosmological thermal initial condition (e.g., the initial chemical
potential). The strength of self-interaction that determines whether HiDM is in equilibrium or
free streaming has been shown to also have an impact on the halo profile; see [27, 107, 108, 118–
120] and references therein. The star formation rate at high redshift has also been shown to
depend on the dark matter mass in the usual WDM scenario [121].

8 Summary and conclusion

We have studied the cosmological phenomenology of a hidden dark matter model with its
own thermal evolution in the context of conserved comoving particle number and comoving
entropy. We investigate the impact of cases with different quantum statistics and an initial
chemical potential that controls particle occupation number, and in which the dark matter
is either in its own thermal equilibrium or free streaming. We found that different cases
exhibit similar background evolution as long as the initial chemical potential is nonpositive,
which can be well approximated by a set of functions with only one additional parameter
(compared to the ΛCDM case): the characteristic scale factor â that determines the time
of the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition. For a given â, cosmological phenomenology
is insensitive to the particle mass, initial temperature, and intrinsic degrees of freedom, and
only weakly depends on the initial chemical potential, whether the dark matter is a fermion
or boson, and whether it is in equilibrium or free streaming.

On the perturbation level, we treat the equilibrium case and free-streaming case differ-
ently by turning off or on a viscosity parameter. But here again, we find that both cases have
similar effects on cosmological observations. For large scales relevant to observations of the
CMB temperature and polarization, the effects of hidden dark matter are equivalent to an
additional correlated CDI perturbation mode with a specific isocurvature spectrum index. For
smaller scales, the matter power spectrum is significantly suppressed, which is a typical fea-
ture when the dark matter has some velocity dispersion or pressure to stabilize against linear
growth and nonlinear gravitational collapse. At nonlinear scales, we studied phenomenology
by calculating the halo mass function using the extended Press-Schechter formalism. Due to
the suppression of the matter power spectrum at small scales, the number of small halos at
all redshifts is significantly reduced below a mass scale Msup that depends on the transition
scale factor.

Finally, we estimated the constraints on the transition scale factor individually from
BBN, Planck 2018 baseline data, the Lyman-α forest, and the smallest observed subhalo
mass. These observations constrain the transition time in different ways, with the strongest
constraint arising from the population of subhalos. Based on the reported minimum subhalo
mass, we conservatively estimate the transition redshift to be higher than 1.8 × 107, which
is about an order of magnitude stronger than the Lyman-α-forest constraint. This means
that the most promising regime to constrain or detect effects from the hidden dark matter
model is likely to be at the smallest galaxy systems. A promising future avenue is to explore
how such a suppression of the small-halo population could affect cosmic reionization and the
current subhalo population, although further efforts in disentangling other baryon effects are
needed for robust studies.

Along with a number of recent works in the literature, our work shows that structure
formation at galaxies scales is promising for the study of warm-dark-matter-like models.
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Looking ahead, a number for near-future galaxy surveys from LSST10, DESI11, Euclid12,
WFIRST13 and JWST14 will deliver a plethora of data to study dwarf galaxies. It will be an
exciting era to study dark matter and potentially discover beyond CDM physics.
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A Details of solving for the background evolution - thermal equilibrium
case

With the phase space equilibrium distribution given in Eq. (2.1), the particle number density,
energy density and pressure are given by,

nh(x,∆) =
gm3

2π2~3

1

x3
N (x,∆) , with N (x,∆) =

∫ ∞
0

dzz2

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

; (A.1)

ρh(x,∆) =
gm4

2π2~3

1

x4
R(x,∆) , with R(x,∆) =

∫ ∞
0

dzz2
√
z2 + x2

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

; (A.2)

ph(x,∆) =
gm4

2π2~3

1

x4
P(x,∆) , with P(x,∆) =

1

3

∫ ∞
0

dzz4/
√
z2 + x2

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

, (A.3)

with +1 for fermions and -1 for bosons. We have used ∆ instead of y in the above equations
for reasons that shall be seen. From Euler’s theorem on homogeneous functions, we can obtain
the entropy density sh as

sh =
ρh + ph − µnh

T
. (A.4)

Then the specific entropy reads

sh

nh
=

ξ(x,∆)

N (x,∆)
− x−∆ , (A.5)

where ξ(x,∆) ≡ R(x,∆) + P(x,∆).
It is convenient to use ∆ instead of y for the following reasons. In the relativistic limit

x→ 0, we have ∆→ y and it is the ratio of the chemical potential and the temperature. The
nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (2.1) reads,

f(p;x ≡ m

T
→∞) =

g

2π2~3

p2

exp
[
( p

2

2m − µ+m)/T
]
± 1

. (A.6)

Therefore µ−m is the effective chemical potential in the nonrelativistic limit, and ∆ ≡ µ−m
T

is the ratio between the effective chemical potential and the temperature. So, the physical
10http://www.lsst.org/lsst.
11https://www.desi.lbl.gov/.
12http://sci.esa.int/euclid.
13https://www.skatelescope.org.
14https://webb.nasa.gov.
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meaning of ∆ is more transparent than that of y. When ∆� −1, the distribution is classical.
Quantum statistic effects take place when ∆ & −1. For fermions, these effects manifest as a
degenerate pressure, which is larger for larger ∆. For bosons, the pressure will be smaller for
larger ∆. Bose-Einstein condensation begins to take place when ∆ = 0, which is beyond the
scope of this work; we restrict ourselves to the case that ∆ ≤ 0 for both fermion and boson
cases.

It is expected that the hidden dark matter is relativistic (x→ 0) at early times as a→ 0
but later becomes nonrelativistic (x→∞). When x→ 0, to leading order we have

nh(x→ 0,∆ ≤ 0) =
gm3

2π2~3

F∓3 (∆)

x3
, (A.7)

ρh(x→ 0,∆ ≤ 0) =
gm4

2π2~3

F∓4 (∆)

x4
, (A.8)

ph(x→ 0,∆ ≤ 0) =
1

3
ρh(x→ 0,∆ ≤ 0) , (A.9)

where F∓s (∆) ≡ f∓s (∆)Γ(s) exp(∆) and, f∓s (∆) ≡
∞∑
n=0

(∓1)n

(n+ 1)s
exp(n∆) , (A.10)

where now we have − for fermions and + for bosons. Γ(s) above is the gamma function.
Some special values of f∓s are f∓s (∆ � −1) = 1, f+

s (0) = ζ(s) and f−s (0) = (1 − 21−s)ζ(s),
where ζ(s) is the zeta function. A useful property of the function f∓s is d

d∆

(
f∓s (∆) exp(∆)

)
=

f∓s−1(∆) exp(∆) for s > 2. From the above relativistic limits, the solutions satisfying number
conservation [d(na3) = 0] and the first law of thermodynamics with an adiabatic process
[d(ρha

3) = −pda3] are x ∝ a and ∆ = constant. From Eq. (A.4), we also have

sh(x→ 0,∆ ≤ 0) = nh ×
(4f∓4 (∆)

f∓3 (∆)
−∆

)
. (A.11)

As a increases, the hidden dark matter will eventually become nonrelativistic. In the
nonrelativistic limit (x→∞), to the next leading order we have

nh(x→∞,∆ ≤ 0) =
gm3

2π2~3

√
2

x3/2

(
F∓3/2(∆) +

5

4x
F∓5/2(∆) +O(

1

x2
)
)
, (A.12)

ρh(x→∞,∆ ≤ 0) =
gm4

2π2~3

√
2

x3/2

(
F∓3/2(∆) +

9

4x
F∓5/2(∆) +O(

1

x2
)
)

(A.13)

= mnh ×

(
1 +

3

2x

f∓5/2(∆)

f∓3/2(∆)
+O(

1

x2
)

)
,

ph(x→∞,∆ ≤ 0) =
gm4

2π2~3

2
√

2

3x5/2

(
F∓5/2(∆) +O(

1

x
)
)

(A.14)

=
mnh

x
×

(
f∓5/2(∆)

f∓3/2(∆)
+O(

1

x2
)

)
,

again with −1 for fermions and +1 for bosons. We need to keep terms up to the next leading
order here since the leading order of ρh is trivially the rest energy density and it is the next
order that reveals the evolution of the x and ∆. From the above nonrelativisitc limits, the
solutions satisfying the number conservation and the first law of thermodynamics are x ∝ a2

and ∆ = another constant. A much easier way to see why ∆ becomes another constant at
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the nonrelativistic limit is the following. At the nonrelativistic limit, plugging Eqs. (A.13)
and (A.14) into Eq. (A.4) we have

sh(x→∞,∆ ≤ 0) = nh ×
(5

2

f∓5/2(∆)

f∓3/2(∆)
−∆

)
. (A.15)

Since the specific entropy (sh/nh) is a constant, the factor
[
−∆+ 5

2

f∓
5/2

(∆)

f∓
3/2

(∆)

]
must be a constant

and so is ∆. By equating the relativistic and nonrelativistic limits of sh/nh, we can also derive
a consistency relation between the initial ∆ini at the relativistic limit and the final ∆f at the
nonrelativistic limit,

4
f∓4 (∆ini)

f∓3 (∆ini)
−∆ini −

5

2

f∓5/2(∆f)

f∓3/2(∆f)
+ ∆f = 0 . (A.16)

In particular, from f∓s (∆� −1) = 1 we have in the classical case that lim
∆ini→−∞

(∆f −∆ini) =

−1.5. We will use the above consistency relation to check our numerical solutions. We shall
see that ∆ never increases. So ∆ ≤ 0 at all times if it is initially so, which also justifies our
restriction that ∆ ≤ 0.

From the above analyses, we know that x first increases as a and then as a2, and ∆
gradually changes from one constant to another. Guided by these, we will now derive and
solve the differential equations for x(a) and ∆(a), and then calculate nh(a), ρh(a), ph(a) and
sh(a) using Eqs. (A.1) to (A.4). The evolution equations for x and ∆ are obtained by keeping
the total particle number and the specific entropy of the hidden dark matter unchanged, i.e.,
d(nha

3) = 0 and d(sh/nh) = 0.15 These give the following infinitesimal evolution of x and ∆
in a matrix form, (

d lnx
d∆

)
= M−1

(
d ln a

0

)
, (A.17)

with M ≡
(

1− x
3NNx − 1

3NN∆
x
N ξx −

x ξ
N 2Nx − x 1

N ξ∆ − ξ
N 2N∆ − 1

)
, (A.18)

where a subscript denotes differentiation (e.g., ξx ≡ ∂ξ
∂x) and

Nx =

∫ ∞
0

dz
z2 exp(

√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)[

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

]2(1− x√
z2 + x2

)
, (A.19)

N∆ =

∫ ∞
0

dz
z2 exp(

√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)[

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

]2 , (A.20)

ξx =

∫ ∞
0

dz
z2

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

[
(
√
z2 + x2 − x)(1 + z2

3(z3+x2)
)

1± exp(−
√
z2 + x2 + x+ ∆)

+
x√

z2 + x2
− xz2

3(z2 + x2)

]
,

(A.21)

ξ∆ =

∫ ∞
0

dz
z2 exp(

√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)[

exp(
√
z2 + x2 − x−∆)± 1

]2 [√z2 + x2 +
z2

3
√
z2 + x2

]
. (A.22)

15Note that we did not use the energy conservation condition d(ρha
3) + phd(a3) = 0. But our consideration

is consistent with such a condition, which we have verified with our numerical solutions.
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Given the initial conditions of x and ∆, the above equations are solved by integrating from
a very small a when x � 1 to a = 1. We can also write Eq. (A.17) in the form of decoupled
differential equations

dy

d ln a
= f , (A.23)

where y = (lnx, ∆) and fi = (M−1)i1.
By solving the evolution of x and ∆, we can also obtain the (squared) adiabatic sound

speed squared c2
s that is used at the perturbation level. This can be done by restricting δx and

δ∆ to the path (in the state variable space) that keeps the specific entropy unchanged. For
matter that has only two independent state variables (e.g., T and µ here), this perturbation
path is unique and is (δx, δ∆) ∝

(
M22,−M12

)
. But since we also assume the background

evolution is keeping the specific entropy unchanged, all state variables’ infinitesimal time
variations must be along the same path. All perturbed quantities (δx, δ∆, δρh, δph) must
then be proportional to their infinitesimal temporal variations (dx, d∆, dρh, dph). Therefore,
there are two methods of obtaining the adiabatic sound speed, which are

δph

δρh
=

∂ph
∂x δx+ ∂ph

∂∆ δ∆
∂ρh
∂x δx+ ∂ρh

∂∆ δ∆

=
(4− xPx)M22 + P∆M12

(4− xRx)M22 +R∆M12
, (method 1)

=
dph

dρh
or

dph/da

dρh/da
. (method 2)

(A.24)

Method 1 is valid if the perturbations are isentropic, while method 2 is valid if the pertur-
bations and the background evolutions are both isentropic. We have verified the equivalence
of the above two methods when both the background evolution and the perturbations are
isentropic. The evolution of the adiabatic sound speed is also shown in the lower middle
panel of Figure 1. We can see that δph/δρh has a very similar scale-factor dependence as wh

but with a delayed transition time.

B Details of finding a parameterized background evolution

B.1 A parameterized background evolution

The hidden dark matter began relativistic, with a temperature Th different from that of the
Standard Model particles. After Th dropped below the mass of the hidden baryon (mh), it
transitioned to the nonrelativistic case. We find that the evolution of the equation-of-state
parameter wh(a) can be well approximated by the following parameterized function,

wh(a) =
1

3

anT
an + anT

, (B.1)

where aT specifies the transition scale factor and the positive transition index n determines
the transition width. The equation-of-state parameter approaches 1/3 for a � aT and 0 for
a � aT. The transition is shallower (sharper) for a smaller (larger) n. Note that we do not
restrict n to be an integer. With the above parameterized wh, the energy density can be
calculated analytically and reads,

ρh(a) =
ρ0

h

a4

(
an + anT
1 + anT

) 1
n

, (B.2)
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Figure 9. Examples of a relatively smooth (n=1) and a relatively sharp (n=10) transition described
by a parameterized equation-of-state parameter wh(a) given by in Eq. (B.1).

where the superscript or subscript “0” denotes today and we normalize the scale factor today
to unity a0 = 1. We require that dark matter is highly nonrelativistic today, aT � 1. For
n of the order of unity, we have ρh ' ρ0

h/a
3 at late times when a � aT and ρh ' ρ0

haT/a
4

at early times when a� aT. Examples of the parameterized equation of state parameter are
shown in Figure 9.

At the perturbation level, we will also need the squared sound speed c2
s ≡ δph/δρh.

If we assume that the specific entropy is unchanged for both the background evolution and
perturbations of the hidden dark matter, the sound speed can be calculated as

δph

δρh
=
dph/da

dρh/da
, if both background and perturbations are isentropic,

=
1

3

4
3a

n
T

an + 4
3a

n
T

, using the parameterized wh(a) from Eq. (B.1).
(B.3)

Note that δph/δρh has the same functional dependence on a as wh(a) with the same transition

index but a larger transition scale factor a′T = (4
3)

1
n×aT. On a logarithmic scale, the transition

“gap” is log10 a
′
T − log10 aT = 1

nw
log10(4/3).

We will fit Eq. (B.2) into the numerical result of ρh to determine the best-fit transition
index nw and transition scale awT. These nw and awT will be used in Eq. (B.1) to approximate
the evolution of wh. For c2

s , since Eq. (B.3) has the same form as Eq. (B.1), instead of using
Eq. (B.3) we use another Eq. (B.1) with a different set of nc2s and ac

2
s

T to fit c2
s (a) for a better

approximation to the numerical result. According to the above discussions, we should have
nc2s ' nw and ac

2
s

T ' (4
3)1/nw × awT; we will use these conditions to check our results.

B.2 Parameterized approximation I: the thermal equilibrium case

Let us see what can affect the background evolution. In the classical limit (∆ � −1), the
transition profile is independent of ∆ini. All other parameters associated with the particle
nature, e.g. g and m, can be absorbed into another single parameter: the hidden dark matter
energy density fraction today Ωh. Therefore, when ∆ini � −1 the evolution of energy density
and equation of state of the hidden dark matter is determined by only two parameters: Ωh
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and â. When ∆ini & −1, quantum statistics plays a role in the evolution. Let us take the
equation of state parameter wh as an example. It does not depend on Ωh and generally we
can write it as a function of a that depends on â, ∆ini, and the underlying statistics,

wh = wh(a; â,∆ini,±) , (B.4)

where “+” here stands for Fermi-Dirac statistics and “−” for Bose-Einstein statistics. We
define the classical limit of wh as

wclass.
h (a; â) ≡ wh(a; â,∆ini � −1,±) . (B.5)

We shall show in Sec. C that its dependence on ∆ini or the underlying statistics is rather
weak. Similarly, the evolution of other variables can be written as x = x(a; â,∆ini,±),
ρh = ρh(a; Ωh, â,∆ini,±), ph = ph(a; Ωh, â,∆ini,±) and δph/δρh = c2

s (a; â,∆ini,±), etc. They
all have classical limits that only depend on â, or in addition, on Ωh; see Sec. C.

The background evolution can be very well approximated by the parameterization pre-
sented in Sec. B.1. To do this, we look for the ρapprox

h [parameterized by n and aT in Eq. (B.2)]
that best matches the numerical solution of ρh. Note that we choose to match ρh instead
of wh because the energy density is more physically important than the equation of state
parameter. Our best-fit ρapprox

h is defined to be one that minimizes the following difference:

Difference =

∫
d ln(a)

[
ln ρh,N(a; â,∆ini,±)− ln ρapprox

h,N (a;nw, δ
a
w)
]2
, (B.6)

where δaw ≡ log10 a
w
T − log10 â is the offset of awT related to â in a logarithmic scale, and the

normalized energy densities are defined as ρh,N ≡ ρh
gm4/(2π2~3)

and ρapprox
h,N ≡ ρapproxh

gm4/(2π2~3)
(so

that the Ωh dependence is canceled out). The superscript/subscript w denotes the fitting
parameters for ρh and wh, which are to be distinguished from the parameters for the sound
speed later. Using Eq. (B.2) and imposing ρapprox

h (a → 0) = ρh(a → 0), we obtain the
normalized density fitting function as

ρapprox
h,N (a) =

(
lim
a→0

a

x

)4F∓4 (∆ini)

a4

[
1 + (a/awT)nw

] 1
nw . (B.7)

We vary nw and awT (or equivalently δaw) to minimize Eq. (B.6). Once the best-fit nw and
awT are found, we calculate wapprox

h with Eq. (B.1) to approximate the numerical evolution of
wh. We show in the left panel of Figure 3 the fractional difference between an example of the
numerical evolution of the energy density and its best-fit approximation. In this example, we
take a fermionic hidden dark matter with ∆ini = 0 and lim

x→0

x
a = 104. The difference between

the numerical solution and the approximation is within 0.5% at all times. In the middle panel,
we show the numerical solution of wh (solid black) of the same example and its approximation
wapprox

h [dashed red, calculated with Eq. (B.1)]. They also match very well. Table 2.2 lists
the best-fit parameters for some special cases. We find that the transition index is about
nw ' 1.8 for all cases of interest, which means the transition is rather smooth. We also find
δaw is from −0.095 to −0.085, so awT is slightly smaller than â.

The next step is to determine the evolution of the adiabatic sound speed c2
s . We could

use Eq. (B.3) to calculate it with the same nw and awT. However, we pointed out earlier that
Eq. (B.3) has the same functional dependence on a as Eq. (B.1). For a closer approximation
to the numerical solution, it is better to fit the evolution of the sound speed using another
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fitting function c2
s,approx of the form of Eq. (B.1) but with another set of nc2s and δac2s . That is,

we look for the approximation c2
s,approx that minimizes the following difference,

Difference′ =

∫
d ln(a)

[
c2

s (a; â,∆ini,±)− c2
s,approx(a;nc2s , δ

a
c2s

)
]2
, (B.8)

with c2
s,approx =

1

3

1

(a/a
c2s
T )

n
c2s + 1

, (B.9)

where δac2s ≡ log10 a
c2s
T − log10 â is the offset of ac

2
s

T relative to â on a logarithmic scale. The
superscript/subscript c2

s denotes the fitting parameters for the sound speed, which are different
from those for ρh and wh. The best-fit parameters for the sound speed are also listed in Table
2.2. We find that the best-fit transition index is about nc2s = 1.9 for all cases. So, the sound
speed transition is slightly sharper than the equation of state transition. The offset δac2s is
from 0.032 to 0.044, slightly larger than δaw, which means the transition of the sound speed is
slightly delayed compared to the equation of state parameter. But the transition “gap” δac2s−δ

a
w

is different from, and almost twice as large as the 1
nw

log10(4/3) that would be expected if we
used Eq. (B.3) to calculate the adiabatic sound speed. Therefore, for a better approximation
to the numerical solutions, we will use one set of δwa and nw for the approximation of ρh and
wh and another set of δc

2
s
a and nc2s for c2

s .
We can also determine the values of â and C according to their definitions in Eqs. (2.7)

and (2.8). The constant C can be determined from the conservation of comoving number
density and the fact that C =

(
lim
x→0

x
a

)2/(
lim
x→∞

x
a2

)
. From Eqs. (A.7) and (A.12) we have

C =
2

π1/3

[f∓3 (∆ini)

f∓3/2(∆f)

] 2
3

exp
(2

3
(∆ini −∆f)

)
, (B.10)

where ∆f can be calculated from Eq. (A.16) for a given ∆ini. In particular, the classical limit
of C is lim

∆ini→−∞
C =

(
8
π

) 1
3 exp(1) ' 3.7120. Knowing the value of C is convenient because

we can easily compute the temperature-to-mass ratio in the nonrelativistic limit when given
its relativistic limit. Some special values of C are listed in Table 2.2. The characteristic scale
factor â is related to the initial value of x/a and depends on ∆ini as well as the underlying
statistics, and is given by [which is obtained from Eq. (2.7)]

â = C lim
x→0

a

x
. (B.11)

When fitting the model to the data, we treat this â as a free parameter that roughly determines
when the transition happens.

B.3 Parameterized approximation II: the free-stream case

We have shown in Sec. 2.1.2 that the background evolution of the free-streaming case is
very similar to the equilibrium case. Thus, it is expected that the parameterized functions
[Eqs. (B.1) and (B.2)] can well approximate the background evolution of the free-streaming
case, and we shall see that it does.

For the free-streaming case, there is no â that can be defined using Eqs. (2.7) and
Eq. (2.8), since the distribution is no longer in equilibrium. But the parameter aT in Eq. (B.1)
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Figure 10. Comparision of the approximation and the numerical solution of the energy density
evolution in the free-stream case. The difference is within about 0.5% for both fermion and boson
cases at all times.

still determines the time (in a) of the transition. Similar to the equilibrium case, we use two
functions to separately fit the energy density and the adiabatic sound speed evolution. That
is, we use Eq. (B.2) to fit the numerical solution of ρh to obtain the best-fit parameters nw
and awT and calculate wh with Eqs (B.1) using the same nw and awT, and we use a different
Eq. (B.1) to fit the numerical solution of c2

s to obtain nc2s and ac
2
s

T . But we can still calculate
α defined in Eq. (2.6). Values of the transition parameters for the free-streaming case with
∆ini = 0 are given in the last two columns of Table 2.2.

We show in Figure 10 the fractional difference between the approximation and the nu-
merical solution of the energy density for both the fermion and boson cases. The approxi-
mation is also very good for the free-streaming case, and the fractional difference is within
about 0.5% for both cases at all times. Interestingly, compared to the corresponding cases in
equilibrium, we can see that the free-streaming fermion and boson cases have slightly smaller
transition indices. This means that it takes slightly longer for free streaming models to finish
the relativistic-to-nonrelativistic transition.

C The weak dependence on the initial chemical potential or the underlying
statistics

We can see from Table 2.2 that the transition depends on the initial effective chemical potential
∆ini and whether the hidden dark matter is fermion or boson. We will now investigate such
dependence in more detail. We shall however find that the classical approximation is already
very good at representing the transition in all cases.

In Figure 11 we show transition parameters vs. ∆ini. We can see that all the transition
parameters have their classical limits. They become dependent on ∆ini when ∆ini & −1.
The extent of ∆ini dependence varies for different parameters. For example, the transition
scale factors (as expressed relative to the characteristic scale factor â) can differ from the
corresponding classical limits by up to 10% for wh and 30% for δph/δρh; this can be seen in
the upper left panel of Figure 11. Phenomenologically, however, this dependence should not
make much difference. This is because the quantity that affects cosmological observations is
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Figure 11. The dependence of the transition on ∆ini and Fermi-Dirac/Bose-Einstein statistics.
Although we only consider cases where ∆ ≤ 0, we include positive ∆ini for the fermion case. Upper
left: the transition positions in scale factor relative to â. These depend on ∆ini for ∆ini & −1, but
in terms of the phenomenology, this dependence is not important. The phenomenologically relevant
quantities are the “gap” between the wh and the c2s transitions and the transition indices nw and
nc2s . As shown in the lower left panel, this “gap” is insensitive to ∆ini. Middle: transition indices.
Although the transition indices depend on ∆ini more than the “gap” does, their changes are within
2% and hence also insensitive to ∆ini. Upper right: the constant C that characterizes the relativistic
and nonrelativistic limits of mass over temperature; see Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8). This C depends on ∆ini

and quantum statistics, so, when dealing with observations related to the temperature of the HiDM
at the nonrelativistic limit we should consider the effects from ∆ini and whether the dark matter is
fermionic or bosonic. Lower right: the change in ∆ after the transition. The change is always negative
and finite. The fact that ∆ always drops below −1 helps explain why the wh and c2s transitions are
insensitive to quantum statistics. See text for detailed discussions.

the evolution of the energy density, and different δa’s only shift the transition horizontally
which can be transformed away by redefining the transition position. What is important is
the “gap” between the δph/δρh and the wh transitions, i.e., δac2s − δ

a
w. This gap quantifies the

delay of the adiabatic sound speed transition as relative to wh, and it is insensitive to and
almost independent of ∆ini or quantum statistics; see the last row in Table 2.2 and the lower
left panel of Figure 11. For the transition indices, the additional degenerate pressure makes
the transition slightly sharper (larger indices) for fermions. Opposite effects occur for bosons
since the pressure is lower than in the classical case. But the changes are very small. Both
transition indices are insensitive to ∆ini or quantum statistics, as shown in the middle panels
of Figure 11. For the cosmological observations discussed in this work, the only important
time evolution is that of wh and δph/δρh. From the above discussion, it suffices to use the
classical limits of the transition parameters to study impacts on cosmological observables,
e.g., the CMB power spectra. Therefore we will only use the classical limits of the transition
to study the impacts of such hidden dark matter on observations and parameter estimation.

It is also worth discussing the ∆ini dependence of other quantities, e.g., the value of C
that characterizes the asymptotic behaviors of the temperature evolution, and the reduction
in ∆. As shown in the upper right panel of Figure 11, when ∆ini & −1, the constant C
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becomes smaller (larger) for a larger ∆ini for bosons (fermions). This means that for a given
initial temperature at the relativistic limit, the temperature will become smaller (larger)
than that in the classical case due to bosonic (fermionic) quantum statistics. Take the special
case with ∆ini = 0 for example. The ratio of temperature at the nonrelativistic limit is
3.282/3.922 = 0.837 between the boson and the fermion cases. The difference will be smaller
for smaller ∆ini. The lower right panel shows the change ∆ch vs. ∆ini ≡ ∆f − ∆ini. The
drop is of order unity but is larger (smaller) due to bosonic (fermionic) quantum statistics
when ∆ini & −1. The amount of reduction in ∆ helps us to see why the transitions of wh

and δph/δρh are rather insensitive to quantum statistics. This is because even if it starts at
0, ∆ will drop below −1 after the transition and largely suppress quantum statistical effects.
Thus, the effects from the quantum statistics only appear in a short period of time during
the transition.

We have shown the similarity at the background level between the equilibrium case and
the free-streaming case in the hidden dark matter model in Sec. 2.1.2 and B.3. Together with
the discussions above, we expect that the physical phenomenology for all the considered cases
here is similar to each other. We therefore only use the classical case in this work to study the
impacts on observations and the corresponding constraints on our model. At the perturbation
level, we treat the equilibrium case and free-streaming case differently, which is discussed in
Sec. 3.2.

D Details of the estimation of the constraint from big bang nuclear syn-
thesis element abundance

We use the equilibrium case to calculate the extra radiation energy density at early times.
However, since we have seen that the background evolution in the free-streaming case is
similar to that of the equilibrium case, we expect that the constraint from BBN is also similar
for both cases. In the equilibrium case, the extra radiation energy density in the hidden dark
matter scenario is the energy density of the relativistic hidden dark matter. With Eqs. (A.8)
and (2.7) we have,

∆ρrad = lim
x→0

ρh =
gm4

2π2~3

F∓4 (∆ini)

C4

â4

a4
, (D.1)

where ∆ini is the value of ∆ in the relativistic limit, and the function F∓s (∆) is defined in
Eq. (A.10). With Eqs. (A.13) and (2.8), the dark matter energy density in the nonrelativistic
phase reads

ρdm = lim
x→∞

ρh =
gm4

2π~3

√
2F∓3/2(∆∞)

C3/2

â3

a3
, (D.2)

where ∆∞ is the value of ∆ in the nonrelativistic limit. The values of C, ∆ini and ∆∞
for some special cases can be found in Table 2.2. The above two equations give the extra
radiation energy density ∆ρrad in the early universe,

∆ρrad =
F∓4 (∆ini)âρ

0
m√

2C5/2F∓3/2(∆∞)a4
' 0.8 âρ0

m

a4
, (D.3)

where the approximation is valid for all cases16 (fermionic or bosonic, regardless of ∆ini). For
cosmological observations, the extra radiation energy density is usually parameterized with

16This extra radiation energy density is very similar to that when the transition is instantaneous, which
would give ∆ρrad = âρ0m/a

4.
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∆Neff as [5]

∆ρrad = ∆Neff ×
7

8

(
4

11

)4/3

ργ , (D.4)

where ργ is the energy density of photons. By equating Eqs. (D.3) and (D.4) and using
RT

eq = â/aeq we have

RT
eq = 0.28× ΩmΩγ

ΩdmΩrad
∆Neff , (D.5)

where Ωm, Ωdm, Ωγ and Ωrad are the density parameters for matter, dark matter, photons,
and radiation. Note that Ωrad is calculated by treating neutrinos as relativistic particles. As
we shall see, other cosmological constraints on RT

eq are much stronger than the constraint
from BBN, so we proceed to only give an estimate of the BBN constraint. We fix all Ω’s to
the mean values given in Planck 2018 [5] and adopting a rough upper bound ∆Neff < 1 [77],
we derive an upper bound on RT

eq of
RT

eq . 0.2 , (D.6)

where the uncertainties of the Ω’s have been ignored.

E The minimum mass - Jeans mass scales at different redshifts

In section 6.1, we used the Press-Schechter formalism to estimate the halo mass function in
the hidden dark matter model. Here we calculate the Jeans mass for dark matter due to its
residual velocity dispersion [122]

MJ,h(a,RT
eq) =

2.92×
(
cs(a)

)3
G3/2

(
ρm(a)

)1/2 = 1.1× 104 h−1M� ×
( RT

eq

10−3

)3
a−

3
2 , (E.1)

where the subscript “h” stands for hidden dark matter. We have used Eq. (2.8) with an
adiabatic sound speed cs =

(
5
3
T
m

) 1
2 =

(
5
3

1
x

) 1
2 =

(
5

3C

) 1
2 â
a , and and the classical case constant

C from Table 2.2. This Jeans mass is larger at higher redshifts since the residual temperature
was higher. Therefore, such an additional suppression effect is more significant at higher
redshifts. For RT

eq = 0.001, MJ,h is only ∼ 1.6 × 104M� today but is ∼ 2.8 × 106M� at
z = 30. The halo mass function at each redshift should be further suppressed when the halo
mass is near the corresponding Jeans mass. However, MJ,h is much lower than Msup caused
by the suppression of the initial conditions for nonlinear collapse for the same value of RT

eq.
Therefore, we may neglect this subdominant suppression effect when we calculate the halo
mass function in our ΛHiDM model.
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In this work, we show that the Cold New Early Dark Energy (Cold NEDE) model in

its original form can solve both the Hubble tension and the S8 tension without adding any

new ingredients at the fundamental level. So far, it was assumed that the trigger field

in the Cold NEDE model is completely subdominant. However, relaxing this assumption

and letting the trigger field contribute a mere 0.5% of the total energy density leads to

a resolution of the S8 tension while simultaneously improving it as a solution to the H0

tension. Fitting this model to baryonic acoustic oscillations, large-scale-structure, supernovae

(including a SH0ES prior), and cosmic microwave background data, we report a preferred

NEDE fraction of fNEDE = 0.134+0.032
−0.025 (68% C.L.), lifting its Gaussian evidence for the

first time above 5σ (up from 4σ when the trigger contribution to dark matter is negligible).

At the same time, we find the new concordance values H0 = 71.71 ± 0.88 km sec−1 Mpc−1

and S8 = 0.793 ± 0.018. Excluding large-scale structure data and the SH0ES prior, both

Gaussian tensions are reduced below the 2σ level.
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I. Introduction

The Hubble tension is a disagreement between the measurements of the expansion rate of the

universe today, H0, when measured using so-called early time measurements, such as the Cosmic

Microwave Background (CMB) and Baryonic Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) and when using late-time

(or local) measurements, such as supernovae or gravitational lensing time-delays (c.f. [1–6]). This

tension is dependent on ΛCDM as our cosmological model and, by now, has been claimed to be

5σ significant [2]. But in addition to the Hubble tension, a new similar tension is emerging. When

measuring the amplitude of large-scale matter density perturbations through the S8 parameter,

a different result is obtained from a late-time (low-redshift) weak lensing measurement, such as

weak lensing [7–10], galaxy clustering [11, 12], and CMB lensing tomography [13–16], than what

is inferred from an early-time CMB measurement. The ΛCDM model predicts that matter clumps

too much on small scales, which manifests itself as a larger value of S8. This discrepancy has a
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significance of around 2-3 σ (for reviews see [17, 18]), although its robustness is still being debated

(see, for example, the analysis in [19]).

It has been established that New Early Dark Energy (NEDE) is a natural and promising solution

to the notorious Hubble tension [20–27] and remains compatible with measurements of large-scale

structure (LSS) [22, 26] (for other adaptions of NEDE see also [28, 29]). So far, it has shared this

phenomenological success with its predecessor Early Dark Energy (EDE) [30–34], although both

models rely on different microphysics and lead to different predictions at the more detailed level (for

further EDE-type models and explorations see [28, 29, 35–49] and for reviews [50, 51]). However,

just like other EDE models, the NEDE model has been thought not to lead to a simultaneous

alleviation of the S8 problem. Since the S8 problem is another early vs late universe tension, it

has been argued that a natural solution to the Hubble tension should simultaneously address the

S8 tension. As we will show in this work, the NEDE model already holds in its original form a

simultaneous resolution to the Hubble tension and the S8 problem without the need to add any

new ingredients. This is special for NEDE and sets it apart from other EDE models, which require

additional new physics to be added independently to address the S8 problem. In this way, NEDE

now manifests itself as the most straightforward way out of a tense situation of cosmic proportions.

Unlike the old EDE model, NEDE is a fast-triggered phase transition around matter-radiation

equality before recombination. In the NEDE framework, different triggers of the phase transition

are possible. So far, mostly the case of a scalar trigger, the Cold NEDE model [20–22, 26, 27], and

the case of a dark sector temperature trigger, the Hot NEDE model [23, 24], has been considered.

In both cases, the trigger initiates a first-order phase transition, which leads to the decay of an eV

scale dark energy component1.

In the Cold NEDE model, the scalar trigger is an ultralight field, φ [20, 21]. Being very light

compared to the Hubble rate, it is initially frozen in its potential due to the Hubble friction.

However, as the Hubble rate decreases, the trigger field, φ, becomes heavy compared to the Hubble

scale just before matter-radiation equality. At this point, it becomes dynamic and triggers the phase

transition (by lowering the potential barrier of another field ψ initially stuck in a false minimum).

That way, the Cold NEDE model predicts that the mass of the trigger field, φ, is m ≈ 0.2H∗,

where H∗ is the Hubble rate at the time of the phase transition. To solve the Hubble tension, the

NEDE phase transition needs to happen at a redshift between z∗ = 4000− 5000, when H∗ takes a

value of H∗ ≈ 10−26 eV or equivalently m ≈ 10−27 eV.

Since the mass of the trigger field, φ, is a prediction of the Cold NEDE model, only the initial

1 A triggered second-order phase transition, hybrid NEDE, is also possible as briefly discussed in [21].
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value of the field is a free parameter. So far, it was assumed that the trigger field, φ, is completely

subdominant, which only gives an upper bound on its initial value, φini, and it was therefore not

included as a free parameter in the fit to the CMB, SN, and BAO data (even then the trigger

leaves a characteristic fingerprint by setting the initial conditions in the decaying NEDE fluid,

which is independent of φini). Already in the original Cold NEDE papers, it was suggested that

when relaxing this assumption of φ making a negligible contribution to the background energy

density, it could lead to a resolution of the S8 tension. However, at the time, it was still debated

how seriously the S8 tension should be taken.

In this work, we will take a step forward and consider the possibility that the trigger field, φ,

contributes a small fraction of the Dark Matter (DM) energy density. As this fraction is controlled

by the initial φ value, it simply corresponds to relaxing the constraints on φini in the original Cold

NEDE model without adding any new degrees of freedom.

Ultra-light scalar fields have been considered before in the literature as a source of dark mat-

ter [52–57] and a possible solution to the S8 problem [58–60]. Such Ultra-Light Axion-like particles

(ULA) are theoretically well motivated and could arise as pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons of

spontaneously broken shift symmetries in string theory [61, 62]. The de Broglie wavelength of the

ultra-light scalar is so large that if it contributes to DM, it will prevent DM from clumping and

forming too much structure on small scales [63, 64] and, in this way, help with the S8 problem.

In the ΛCDM model, there is only weak evidence that ultra-light scalars can make a significant

difference when it comes to solving the S8 problem [58–60]. On the other hand, already some

years ago, it was pointed out by Allali, Hertzberg, and Rompineve [29] that adding a ULA to Cold

NEDE leads to a simultaneous solution of the Hubble tension and the S8 tension2; however, the

ULA was not identified with the trigger-field, φ, but was added as a new independent field. It is

remarkable that Cold NEDE, already in its original form, holds in it this ingredient equivalent to

a ULA, and all that is required is to relax the constraints on the initial φ value. No new fields are

required.

In order to relax the constraints on the initial φ value, we needed to extend the Boltzmann

code, which is being used to compute the CMB spectrum in the Cold NEDE model, to track

the trigger field, φ, and its perturbations after the phase transition and compute its effect on the

final spectrum of CMB and density perturbations. With this paper, we therefore also provide an

updated version of TriggerCLASS3, which is based on CLASS (the Cosmic Linear Anisotropy

2 A related phenomenological observation was made later in a different context in [65].
3 https://github.com/NEDE-Cosmo/TriggerCLASS

https://github.com/NEDE-Cosmo/TriggerCLASS
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Solving System [66]) and allows for sizeable trigger field oscillations.

The paper is split in a theoretical and data analysis part. In Sec. II, we first review the Cold

NEDE model at the background level emphasizing the role of the ultralight trigger. Then we outline

a possible embedding of the model in an axion framework, which naturally explains the smallness

of the trigger mass. We next review the treatment of perturbations in the model and discuss the

trigger sector, its dynamics and implementation in a Boltzmann code. We close the section by

discussing the phenomenology of the Cold NEDE model. In section III, we discuss the results of

our Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) analysis by comparing Cold NEDE with ΛCDM for four

different dataset combinations. This also includes a comparison with previous implementations of

the model that assumed negligible trigger oscillations (Ωφ = 0). We conclude in Sec. IV.

II. Cold NEDE model

The Cold NEDE model first proposed in [20] has been extensively described in [21]. Here we

highlight the most essential aspects and emphasize how it addresses the S8 tension when the energy

density of the trigger field is not neglected. In the Cold NEDE model, a first-order vacuum phase

transition is triggered in the potential of the NEDE boson, ψ, by the dynamics of an ultralight

trigger field, φ, with mass m. Initially, the ultralight trigger field is frozen in its potential due to

the Hubble friction, but as the Hubble rate decreases and the trigger becomes heavy compared

to the Hubble scale, the trigger field starts to roll towards the minimum of its potential. When

the trigger field rolls down, a new global minimum becomes accessible to the NEDE field ψ via

quantum tunneling, which triggers the phase transition. A general renormalizable potential of two

scalar fields with the desired properties takes the form [20, 21]

V (ψ, φ) =
λ

4
ψ4 +

1

2
βM2ψ2 − 1

3
αMψ3 +

1

2
m2 φ2 +

1

2
λ̃φ2ψ2 + · · · , (II.1)

where λ, λ̃, β and α are dimensionless parameters, M ∼ eV and the ellipsis represent possible

higher order operators. This potential is a general renormalizable two-field potential, but one can

have other forms of the potential if one relaxes the condition that it should be renormalizable or

allows the phase transition to be a second-order phase transition. However, since this is the form

of the potential used in the original NEDE proposal, we will also restrict ourselves to this simple

renormalizable form of the potential here.

To have a first-order phase transition that is triggered as a second global minimum appears

when φ begins to roll, we need to impose the conditions α2 > 9βλ/2 and β > 0. With these
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FIG. 1: Sketch of the two-field potential in (II.1) (not to scale). The color coding corresponds to

[V (ψ, φ)− Vmin]/[V (0, φini)− Vmin]. The trigger field φ scans different profiles for the tunneling

field ψ as it rolls along the orange path. Tunneling becomes efficient between the blue and the red

dot. The field finally settles in the true minimum (white dot). The φ direction corresponds to an

ultralight field and contributes to DM at late times through its coherent oscillations (red arrow).

parameters, the evolution of the potential is as illustrated in Fig. 1 [20, 21]. When the trigger field,

ψ, becomes heavy and rolls down along the orange path, it opens up the new vacuum for ψ. The

NEDE boson ψ then tunnels, and the system quickly undergoes a first-order phase transition.

The Euclidian action SE appearing in the exponent of the false vacuum decay rate Γ =

K exp(−SE) controls how quickly the phase transition happens where K ∼ M4 is the determi-

nant factor. As was demonstrated in [21], the Euclidian action can be written in the form4

SE ≈
4π2

3λ
(2− δeff)−3 (α1δeff + α2δ

2
eff + α3δ

3
eff

)
, (II.2)

where

δeff = 9
λ

α2

(
β + λ̃

φ2(t)

M2

)
, (II.3)

4 This result assumes a separation of scales where λ̃/λ� 1. As argued in [21], this reduces the 2D tunneling problem

to a 1D tunneling problem in ψ.
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and α1 = 13.832, α2 = −10.819, α3 = 2.0765 were determined numerically [67].

For large initial values of the trigger field, φ, (II.2) is not applicable, and tunneling is highly

suppressed while δeff > 2. As the Hubble rate drops and reaches the value5 H = H∗ ≈ 0.2 m, the

Hubble friction becomes irrelevant, and the trigger field rolls quickly towards the minimum of its

potential φ→ 0, driving δeff → 9λβ/α2 < 2 and thus SE towards smaller values. For λ < 0.1, this

makes the tunneling rate shoot up quickly and triggers an almost instantaneous phase transition

at H = H∗. A detailed analysis finds that the tunneling threshold is reached when SE ≈ 250 or

δ∗eff ≈ 0.11× (λ/0.01) (valid for λ < 0.02).

In previous work, we assumed that the energy density of the trigger field φ can always be

neglected. At early times, that translates into the condition that φini/MPl � 1, which can be

satisfied simultaneously with the condition that makes sure that tunneling is initially blocked

φ2
ini >

2

9

α2

λλ̃
M2 (⇒ δeff > 2) . (II.4)

However, as discussed below, the condition that tunneling is initially blocked pushes us towards a

regime of large initial φ values, where φ makes a small, yet non-negligible, contribution to the energy

density. Therefore, in this work, we will relax the condition on the initial field value and just require

φini/MPl
<∼ 1. On a phenomenological level, this corresponds to introducing the (dimensionless)

trigger relic density Ωφ = ρφ|today/(3M
2
PlH

2
0 ) as a new parameter. As we will show, this solves the

S8 problem and further improves the model’s ability to solve the H0 problem.

When the NEDE boson, ψ, is stuck in the false vacuum, it gives a new additional contribution

to dark energy, which then decays away at the time of the phase transition t∗. The ratio of the

NEDE contribution compared to the total energy density at the time of the phase transition is

given by fNEDE = ∆V/ρ̄(t∗) with ρ̄ being the total energy density and ∆V the released vacuum

energy. From (II.1), we obtain

fNEDE =
cδ
36

α4

λ3

M4

M2
PlH

2
∗
, (II.5)

where cδ = (1 +
√

1− 4δ/9)2(1 − 2δ/3 +
√

1− 4δ/9)/8 and δ = 9βλ/α2. After tunneling, when

the NEDE boson has picked up a non-vanishing vev, i.e. ψ → ψtrue, the last term in (II.1) induces

a shift in the trigger’s mass,

m2 → m2 + λ̃ψ2
true . (II.6)

5 To be precise, in [21], it was found that 0.18 <∼ H∗/m <∼ 0.21
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Substituting this into (II.4) and using ψTrue = αM
2λ

(
1 +

√
1− 4δ/9

)
alongside (II.5), yields the

lower bound

φ2
ini

M2
Pl

>
H2
∗

m2

16

∆m2/m2

fNEDE

(1− 2δ/3 +
√

1− 4δ/9)
(II.7)

From previous work, we know that a resolution to the Hubble tension requires fNEDE ∼ 0.15,

and the NEDE phase transition should happen just before matter radiation equality at a redshift

z∗ ∼ 5000. We can relate this to the trigger mass through (assuming radiation domination)

m = 1.7× 10−27 eV (1− fNEDE)−1/2

(
g∗(T∗)

3.4

)1/2 ( z∗
5000

)2
(

0.2

H∗/m

)
. (II.8)

where g∗ is the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom at the time of the decay. The

relation H∗ = 0.2m then implies that m is an ultralight mass scale of order m ∼ 10−27eV, while

provided 0.01 <∼ λ <∼ 0.1 and α ∼ β ∼ O(1), the other mass scale, which sets the energy scale of the

phase transition, is M ∼ eV due to (II.5). As originally proposed, the hierarchy between the two

mass scales can be explained in a UV completion with two axion fields, we will briefly elaborate

below and return to in more detail in a future publication [68]. Moreover, from (II.7), we have

∆m2/m2 > 0.012 ×M2
Pl/φ

2
ini, which shows that we should expect a negligible shift in the trigger

mass for φini/MPl & 0.1. We indeed find that the value of φini preferred by data is in interval

0.1 <∼ φini/MPl
<∼ 1.

At the time of the phase transition, t∗, the universe gets filled with small bubbles of true vacuum,

which expand with the speed of light and start to collide on a time scale smaller than the Hubble

time. Assuming that the phase transition is fast compared to the Hubble time (which can be easily

achieved for λ <∼ 0.1), the size of the bubbles as they collide corresponds to a physical size today,

`0 � Mpc, which is too small to be probed by the CMB. We will therefore ignore the small-scale

anisotropy created by the bubbles and their collisions and treat the fluid of colliding bubbles as

homogenous and isotropic fluid with adiabatic perturbations on large scales relevant for the CMB.

The collision of bubbles is a complicated process, but on small scales, the colliding bubbles will

carry anisotropic stress whose transverse and traceless part sources gravitational waves, while the

remaining components source vector and scalar shear, which are known to behave like a stiff fluid6

whose energy density, when averaged over large scales, decays as [69] 1/a6. At the same time, the

scalar condensate itself will also behave as a perfect fluid on large scales, whose equation of state

6 Another possibility for achieving an effective equation of state with wNEDE > 1/3 was discussed under “scenario

B” in [24]. The idea is to have the bubble wall condensate decay into a relativistic particle species that turns

non-relativistic after a short time and contributes to dark matter. Here, the stiffer behavior arises due to a lack of

dark matter at earlier times.



9

will be ultimately determined by the EFT parameters in (II.1). Therefore, we expect the effective

NEDE fluid after the phase transition to have a time-dependent equation of state wNEDE(t) coming

from different stiff and relativistic components. Here, instead of providing the full microscopic

dictionary, we will treat wNEDE as a phenomenological parameter.

We parametrize the background evolution of the initial false vacuum energy of the NEDE boson,

ψ, decaying into an effective NEDE fluid of colliding bubbles with the form

wNEDE(t) =


−1 for t < t∗

wNEDE(t) for t ≥ t∗
, (II.9)

while the trigger field, φ, evolves separately as an ultralight scalar field whose mass is fixed by

the time of the phase transition, z∗, through H∗ = 0.2m. The other parameters relevant to the

cosmological evolution are wNEDE , fNEDE , and Ωφ. Provided we approximate wNEDE = const7, the

effective cosmological model has only four new d.o.f. compared to ΛCDM (the old EDE model

[30] has three continuous and one discrete parameter), and all of them can be mapped one-to-one

to the underlying theory parameters δ = 9λβ/α2 (the dimensionless parameter controlling the ψ

potential), M , m, and φini.

A. Trigger as Ultra Light Axion

Let us preview how the mass hierarchy between the M scale and the m scale can be understood

in a UV completion using axions8. As we will show in a future publication, the model can be UV

completed in a two-axion model, where the trigger field is an ultralight axion. In the limit where ψ

is small compared with its decay constant f̃ , we can write the potential in the form (keeping only

renormalizable terms in the ψ expansion)

V (ψ, φ) =
1

2
λψ4+

1

2
βM2ψ2− 1

3
αMψ3−Λ4 cos

(
φ

f

)
− Λ̃4

2!f̃2
cos

(
φ

f

)
ψ2+

Λ̃4

4!f̃4
cos

(
φ

f

)
ψ4+O(ψ5) ,

(II.10)

where as before λ, β and α are dimensionless parameters, M ∼ eV and f is the axion decay

constant associated with φ. The parameters Λ and Λ̃ carry mass dimension and can be argued to

arise non-perturbatively from instanton corrections when a global shift symmetry is broken down

to a discrete symmetry, φ→ φ+ 2πf . In a nutshell, this makes Λ, Λ̃� f, f̃ a technically natural

choice as we recover an enhanced symmetry in the limit Λ̃,Λ → 0 [72]. For φ � f , the above

7 This has to be viewed as the leading term in a Taylor expansion of wNEDE(t) which determines the main effect on

cosmological observables.
8 This is closely related to the realization of hybrid inflation in two axion models recently studied in [70, 71].
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potential reproduces the usual Cold NEDE renormalizable potential in (II.1). The smallness of the

trigger mass, m = Λ2/f , is then explained by the hierarchy f � Λ. From quantum gravity, we

know that we must satisfy f, f̃ <∼ Mp. Taking f ∼Mp, then from m = Λ2/f = 10−27eV, we obtain

Λ ∼M ∼ eV.

Similarly, from (II.10), we read off λ̃ = Λ̃4/(2f2f̃2). At the same time, we need λ̃ <∼ M2/m2 ∼
10−54 due to (II.6) (assuming α, λ ∼ 1 for simplicity) in order to ensure a negligible shift in

the trigger mass during the phase transition.9 As before, the (extreme) smallness of λ̃ can be

understood as a consequence of f̃ � Λ̃; we satisfy the upper bound on λ̃ when Λ̃ <∼
√
f̃M is

saturated. For completeness, we note that the parameters α and β incur small shifts, which we

can neglect.

To summarize, in this setup, the smallness of the trigger mass and its coupling to the NEDE

boson can be understood from the trigger potential arising from the breaking of the global contin-

uous shift symmetry, φ→ φ+ const, of an Axion-Like Particle (ALP) to a discrete shift symmetry,

φ → φ + 2πf . The theory can then be UV completed to explain also the ψ mass scale M by

promoting ψ to an axion with discrete shift symmetry ψ → ψ + 2πf̃ , as we will show in a future

publication [68].

B. Cold NEDE field perturbations

Before the NEDE phase transition, the false vacuum energy of the NEDE boson, ψ, behaves

like a cosmological constant with negligible perturbations, but after the phase transition, the

perturbations in the NEDE fluid can no longer be ignored. The trigger field, φ, sets the initial

condition for NEDE fluid perturbations after the phase transition. The adiabatic perturbations in

the trigger field will make the phase transition happen at slightly different times in different places

leading to small initial perturbations in the NEDE fluid after the phase transition. This picture is

applicable on scales much larger than the typical bubble separation.

Treating the NEDE fluid as a perturbed perfect fluid, ρNEDE(t,x) = ρ̄NEDE(t) + δρNEDE(t,x)

and tracking the adiabatic perturbations, δφ, on top of the background value of the trigger field,

φ̄, the initial conditions for the NEDE fluid perturbations can be obtained using Israel junction

9 A similar bound, albeit somewhat weaker, arises from the requirement that radiative corrections to m, arising

from loops of ψ, are suppressed. Using the same estimates as above, it was found in [21] that λ̃ <∼ 10−50. This

bound is relevant in the case where the trigger field contribution to dark matter can be neglected.
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conditions at the transition [21]

δ∗
NEDE

= −3 [1 + wNEDE(η∗)]H∗
δφ∗
φ̄′∗

, (II.11a)

θ∗
NEDE

= k2 δφ∗
φ̄′∗

, (II.11b)

where ′ denotes derivatives with respect to conformal time, η =
∫

dt/a, and H = aH. As usual,

δNEDE ≡ δρNEDE/ρ̄NEDE is the NEDE density contrast, θNEDE its velocity perturbation and the

star denotes quantities which are evaluated at the time of the phase transition. For a completely

subdominant trigger field, i.e. Ωφ � Ωcdm, this is the only way the trigger leaves an imprint

on cosmological observables. In particular, it can be shown that for adiabatic perturbations, the

right-hand side of (II.11) is independent of φini. The matching, therefore, gives rise to a rather

unique fingerprint, which depends solely only on the dynamics of the (adiabatic) trigger.

Cold NEDE is a specific model in the NEDE framework. The general NEDE framework de-

scribes a fast-triggered phase transition, where the trigger can be controlled by different dynamics

in different model realizations. For example, in the Hot NEDE model, the trigger’s role is instead

given by the temperature of the dark sector10, corresponding to the replacement [23, 24] φ→ Td in

(II.11). Since the trigger dynamics get imprinted in the perturbations of the NEDE fluid, future

observations can discriminate between different NEDE models. How the different (N)EDE models

respond to the S8 tension is, in fact, already a first indication thereof.

The subsequent evolution of the NEDE fluid can then be computed with the usual equations

governing the fluid perturbations [74], assuming vanishing viscosity and anisotropic stress on large

scales relevant to the CMB. At the same time, it is assumed that the effective sound speed equals the

adiabatic sound speed and that the equation of state after the decay is constant, so c2
s = c2

a = wNEDE .

We aim to check the robustness of these assumptions in our future work in two different ways. First

by confronting the model with more constraining cosmological data and, second, by developing an

explicit dictionary between the fluid description and the underlying microscopic model in (II.1).

This treatment of the NEDE fluid was already implemented in previous versions of the Boltzmann

code TriggerCLASS. However, below, we will introduce a new version of the code that also

tracks the trigger field, φ, after the NEDE phase transition.

10 Therefore, the Hot NEDE model also does not contain an ultra-light trigger field. Instead, the Hot NEDE model

contains interactions between dark matter and dark radiation, which can lead to a different simultaneous solution

to the H0 and S8 tensions [23, 24] (see also [73]).
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C. Dark Matter Trigger dynamics and perturbations

In previous studies of NEDE, it was assumed that the trigger field is completely subdominant.

The only role of the trigger field, φ, was to trigger the NEDE phase transition and set the initial

conditions for the NEDE fluid perturbations after the transition (as we show below, this process

is independent of φini). For this reason, it was not necessary to track the evolution of the trigger

field φ in the numerical Boltzmann code after the NEDE phase transition. In this section, we

discuss the trigger field in more detail and review a fluid approximation that allows us to track its

perturbations numerically after the NEDE phase transition has taken place.

The trigger field, φ, together with the potential in Eq. (II.1), is described at the background

level by

φ′′ + 2Hφ′ + a2 dV (φ)

dφ
= φ′′ + 2Hφ′ + a2m2φ = 0, (II.12)

This equation can be solved analytically in a radiation-dominated universe (approximately valid

at the time of the phase transition),

φ(x) =
√

2 Γ(5/4)φini x
−1/4 J1/4 (x/2) , (II.13)

where J1/4 is a Bessel function of the first kind, x = m/H and Γ is the Gamma function. The

phase transition occurs as φ → 0 for the first time when x−1 ≈ 0.2. Its energy density is 2ρφ =

φ′2/a2+m2φ2. For later times, i.e. x� 1, φ(x) becomes a quickly oscillating function and ρφ ∝ 1/a3

when averaged over many cycles. We can use this alongside (II.7) to estimate Ωφ today in terms

of φini and z∗; explicitly (after setting H∗/m = x−1
∗ = 0.2, g∗ = 3.4 and using the estimates for m

given in [21])

Ωφ ≈ 0.4×
(

1 + z∗
5000

)(
φini

MPl

)2

(1− fNEDE) . (II.14)

We use this formula to guess the value of φini for a given target value of Ωφ, as required by

the “shooting algorithm” we implemented in TriggerCLASS. Thereafter, the actual numerical

integration solves (II.12) directly. As a reference point, we used φini = 0.0001×MPl in our previous

CLASS implementations of Cold NEDE, which indeed leads to a strong suppression Ωφ � 1.

The evolution equation for the trigger field perturbations in synchronous gauge is

δφ′′ = −2Hδφ′ −
(
k2 + a2 d2V

dφ2

)
δφ− h′

2
φ′, (II.15)

where h is the spatial trace of the metric perturbation. The trigger perturbations are sourced

by curvature perturbations ∝ h (to be specific, on super-horizon scales h = − ζ
2(kη)2 + O(k4η4),
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where ζ is the curvature mode). In the adiabatic case, the homogeneous part of the solution is set

to zero such that it is solely fixed in terms of the curvature perturbation. As the sourcing term

is controlled by the background solution in (II.13), δφ ∝ φini, and thus φini indeed drops out of

the matching in (II.11). Its main observable effect is, therefore, to dial the amount of trigger DM

through (II.14).

Computing the background field and perturbations using the equations above during the whole

evolution is a numerically expensive task. Generally, it requires an increased precision because of

fast oscillations in the case of ULA’s with masses that are well below an inverse Hubble time today

of H0 ' 10−33 eV. This situation requires to switch to a fluid approximation at an intermediate

point of the computation when the Hubble friction term is small compared to the mass of the

trigger field, i.e., H/m � 1 [32, 63]. An effective fluid description is necessary but can, in its

simplest version, lead to errors of up to 2σ [75] for a trigger field with a mass around m ∼ 10−27.

Often in the literature dealing with ULA’s, terms of order H/m are ignored in the effective sound

speed in the fluid approximation and the matching of the field evolution to the fluid approximation.

This omission is the source of the relatively large errors. The implementation used here, identical

to the one suggested in [76], is higher-order in H/m leading to a fluid approximation with negligible

errors. In a nutshell, it consists in introducing the fluid variables ρefa
φ and pefa

φ , which are matched

to the cycle-averaged trigger energy density and pressure at some time tm > t∗. The superscript

“efa” stands for effective fluid approximation, and further details can be found in Appendix A.

At background level, the initial value ρefa
φ |m is then evolved using the continuity equation,

dρefa
φ

dη
= −3H

(
ρefa
φ + pefa

φ

)
. (II.16)

As usual, the system is closed by specifying the equation of state parameter pefa
φ /ρefa

φ ≡ wefa
φ .

We follow the suggestion in [76] and use wefa
φ = (3/2)(H/m)2. This coincides with what can be

obtained from a WKB approximation at second order from the trigger’s equation of state during

radiation domination. This is an improvement over the approximations used in the past, which led

to a larger evolution error.

For the perturbations, there is an interplay of two scales, the first is given by m, already present

at the background level, and the second one is given by the momentum k of a given mode. Applying

a WKB approximation to Eq. (II.15) and ignoring the metric sourcing, one obtains

δφ ∝ cos

[
m

∫
adη + k

∫
cs,φdη + ϕ0

]
, (II.17)
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where ϕ0 is a phase, and the sound speed is given by

cs,φ =

(
k

am

)−1
√1 +

(
k

am

)2

− 1

 . (II.18)

The dependence of the effective sound speed on the wave number, k, is crucial to suppress the

linear matter power spectrum at small scales below the Jeans length 2π/kJ,eq ∼ 1/
√
ma2

eqHeq

[62, 64, 77]. In fact, it has been estimated that the scales probed by the S8 parameter can be

suppressed by around 5− 10% [29, 78]. On the other hand, for larger scales than the Jeans length

(when the second term in (II.17) is negligible), such an ultra-light field behaves as cold dark matter.

In our case with a trigger mass of around 10−27 eV, the suppression kicks in at comoving wave

numbers larger than

kJ,eq ' 0.16 Mpc−1
( m

10−27 eV

)1/2
. (II.19)

These estimates indeed agree with our finding in the right panel of Fig. 2, where we compare the

linear power spectrum in NEDE for Ωφ = 0 and Ωφ 6= 0 for our best-fit cosmologies.

We can again use a fluid approximation to avoid the quick oscillations arising from the first

term in (II.17). Crucially, the Jeans oscillations corresponding to the second term in (II.17) are

still captured by the fluid description. To that end, we introduce the density fluctuations, δefa
φ =

δρefa
φ /ρefa

φ and the velocity divergence, which as before are matched at time tm (see Appendix A).

They are evolved according to [63]

δ′efa
φ = −(1 + wefa

φ )

(
θefa
φ +

h′

2

)
− 3(c2

s − wefa
φ )Hδefa

φ − 9(1 + wefa
φ )(c2

s − c2
a)H2

θefa
φ

k2
, (II.20a)

θ′efa
φ = −(1− 3c2

s)Hθefa
φ +

c2
sk

2

1 + wefa
φ

δefa
φ (II.20b)

where ca is the adiabatic sound speed,

c2
a = wefa

φ −
w′efa
φ

3(1 + wefa
φ )H . (II.21)

Moreover we follow the study in [76] and define the effective sound speed as

c2
s = c2

s,φ +
5

4

H2

m2
, (II.22)

where the second term has been determined numerically to reduce the evolution error below

O(H2/m2).
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FIG. 2: Analysis of the linear matter power spectrum Plin as inferred from the baseline + S8 +

H0 dataset combination. The left panel (a) shows how the NEDE prediction changes as a single

parameter (fNEDE, wcdm, Ωφ, ns and As) is varied relative to the best-fit in Tab. III. The changes

are chosen to reflect the approximate degeneracies in the parameters. The right panel (b) depicts

the relative difference between ΛCDM and NEDE with Ωφ = 0 (red, dotted) and Ωφ 6= 0 (red,

solid). The dash-dotted lines delineate the range where the σ8 integration in (II.23) picks up 90%

of its value.

D. NEDE phenomenology

The phenomenological success of NEDE relies on the presence of different approximate degen-

eracies between fNEDE and the parameters H0, ωcdm and ns. For example, the main degeneracy

shared by all EDE type models is between fNEDE and H0. In short, increasing fNEDE reduces

characteristic scales in the primordial fluid, such as the sound horizon, which on the level of the

observed angular scales can be compensated by increasing H0. Overall, these degeneracies ensure

that the CMB fit can be preserved (and even improved) despite the fact that NEDE introduces an

order 10% change to the energy budget during the CMB epoch when we would have naively thought

the budget to be constrained at least at the percent level. These effects have been discussed in

detail in [21] in terms of the gravitational potential and the TT power spectra. As we are mostly

concerned with the S8 tension in this work, we will instead focus on the effect NEDE has on the

linear matter power spectrum Plin(k). To be specific, S8 = σ8

√
Ωm/0.3 depends on Plin through
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σ8, which is the root-mean-square mass fluctuation in a sphere of comoving radius 8Mpc/h,

σ2
8 =

1

2π2

∫
dkk2Plin(k)W 2(k × 8Mpc/h), (II.23)

where we introduced the Fourier transform of a top-hat window function, W (x) = (3/x)[sin(x)/x2−
cos(x)/x]. As we will see, the changes that nearly preserve the fit to the CMB are still leaving an

imprint on the matter power spectrum, making it an important probe to test the model. To better

understand how individual parameters affect the matter power spectrum, we show in Fig. 2a how

Plin responds to changes in fNEDE, ωcdm, (ns, As), and Ωφ relative to the NEDE best-fit cosmology.

The parameter variations are chosen such that they reflect the typical NEDE degeneracies (see also

Fig. 6). Increasing fNEDE leads to an excess decay of the gravitational potential [21, 35, 79]. Due to

the reduced gravitational attraction, this implies a power deficit in Plin on small scales (see the red

curve for k > 0.1h/Mpc). This can be approximately (yet not entirely) compensated by increasing

the amount of dark matter ωcdm (yellow curve) as well as ns and As (blue curve). On large scales

(k � 0.1h/Mpc), increasing wcdm leads to a power deficit, which can be explained through changes

in the background evolution (matter modes enter the horizon later and as a result, have less time

to grow). This effect remains largely uncompensated.

The net effect is then shown in Fig. 2b where we compare NEDE with a ΛCDM cosmology

(constrained with the same data sets). With Ωφ = 0, there is a power deficit on large scales and an

excess on small scales. As the value of S8 is mostly sensitive to the excess (the integral in (II.23)

picks up its main contribution between the dashed lines), there is an increase of S8 compared to

ΛCDM. This observation has been used in the past to argue against EDE-type solutions to the

Hubble tension [80–82]. However, things change dramatically for Ωφ > 0. Now the Jeans (or

acoustic) oscillations in the trigger dark matter component damp the power spectrum on exactly

the scales relevant for S8, leading to a net suppression. This explains why NEDE can help with the

S8 tension. We further note that despite Ωφ > 0, the power spectrum is still enhanced on sub-S8

scales with k > 10h/Mpc. As pointed out in the context of EDE [80], this affects galaxy formation

processes, and we speculate that the bluer spectrum on small scales might help explain recent data

from the James Webb Space Telescope that suggests the presence of high-redshift galaxies with

unexpectedly high stellar masses [83, 84] (see however [85] for an opposing claim).
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III. Data analysis

To understand the impact of tracking the trigger evolution, we perform several Markov Chain

Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling runs, comparing the ΛCDM model, the NEDE model where the

trigger field is not tracked after the phase transition and thus does not act as dark matter (Ωφ = 0)

and the NEDE including the trigger evolution (Ωφ > 0). We take the following datasets to be our

baseline:

• Planck 2018 [1] We use the complete CMB likelihoods reported by the Planck collaboration

in 2018. This includes the TT, TE, EE, as well as the lensing power spectrum, containing

information for multipoles between `min = 2 and `max = 2000. (`max = 2500 for the TT

spectrum only).

• BAO: We include the baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) measurements performed at dif-

ferent redshifts. Specifically, we include the results of the Six-Degree-Field Galactic Survey

(6dFGS) [3] with a median redshift of z = 0.052, the clustering data from the Main Galac-

tic Survey (MGS) coming from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS)[4] with information

on z <∼ 0.2 and the BAO-only likelihood from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey

(BOSS), which is part of the SDSS-III [5], and includes luminous red galaxies up to z ≈ 0.4

(LOWZ) and massive galaxies between 0.4 < z < 0.7 (CMASS).

• Pantheon SN Ia Samples: Likelihood from the sample of 1048 spectroscopically confirmed

Type Ia supernovae [6] recorded at redshifts between 0.01 < z < 2.26 and their corresponding

distance modulus. When including SH0ES, we include a prior for H0 and do not sample the

absolute magnitude parameter.

In addition to our baseline, we do an analysis where we include a large-scale structure (LSS)

constraint and/or the local H0 measurement constraint from 2021. Since these are the datasets

with which ΛCDM is in tension, we study the NEDE model in its previous (Ωφ = 0) and current

implementation (Ωφ 6= 0) focusing on these datasets.

• LSS: For the MCMC chains, we impose the LSS constraint from [7] resulting from the

combined analysis of weak gravitational lensing tomographies from the Kilo Degree Survey

(KiDS) + VIKING (HV450) and the Dark Energy Survey (DES) Y1:

S8 = 0.762+0.025
−0.024, (III.1)
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although newer non-combined constraints exist that mildly modify the central value and

barely reduce the error bars (see [8, 86]).

• SH0ES: We include a prior directly on H0, specifically we employ

H0 = 73.04± 1.04 km/s/Mpc, (III.2)

from the latest report by the SH0ES collaboration [2], which reaches into the Hubble flow

by means of a distance ladder based on Cepheid stars and Supernovae Ia.

The MCMC samplings were run until they reached a Gelman-Rubin criterion value of R− 1 <

0.03. They were performed by using TriggerCLASSv6.1 together with the Bayesian sampler

Cobaya[87]11. All chains were produced with standard settings, namely uniform priors on sam-

pled parameters, two massless neutrinos and one massive neutrino with mncdm = 0.06 eV, default

temperature of Tncdm = 0.71611 Tcmb. Moreover, the viscosity parameter of the NEDE fluid

was set to zero, and the rest-frame sound speed was assumed to equal the adiabatic sound speed

(wNEDE = c2
s = const). We further fixed H∗/m = 0.2 following the derivations in [21]. We sample

the original six parameters already present in the ΛCDM model, (ωb, ωc, H0, τreio, log(10As), ns),

the additional parameters (fNEDE , wNEDE , log10(z∗)) in the basic NEDE simulations with Ωφ = 0 and

include Ωφ when considering the trigger as DM. In the latter case, we also include φini (alongside

m) as a derived parameter.

The main purpose of the simulations performed is to verify the suppression of power in the

linear matter spectrum for large wave numbers/small scales coming from the ultra-light trigger

field perturbations described in the previous section, thus reducing the S8 tension. Across the

board, we observe that the inclusion of weak lensing data (LSS) favors that a non-zero fraction of

the energy budget today belongs to the trigger field, φ, corresponding to a weak 1 − 2σ evidence

and a posterior mean of about Ωφ = 0.5%. Specifically as can be seen in Table III, for the run

combining the baseline datasets and LSS prior, we obtain Ωφ = 0.45+0.17
−0.37 % and for the MCMC

chains produced with the baseline, SH0ES and LSS we get Ωφ = 0.57+0.25
−0.29 %. Moreover, in all runs

where the trigger field is tracked and contributes to dark matter, one obtains posteriors, and best

fits for S8, which are consistently lower compared to the analogous MCMC runs where the trigger

field is neglected after the NEDE transition. Specifically, in the NEDE runs, the means for S8

decrease by approximately 1σ for the baseline run and by close to 3σ for the run with all datasets

included.

11 https://cobaya.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html

https://cobaya.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html


19

66 68 70 72 74

H0 [km/s/Mpc]

0.75

0.80

0.85

S
8

Base

66 68 70 72 74

H0 [km/s/Mpc]

Base w/ LSS

66 68 70 72 74

H0 [km/s/Mpc]

Base w/ SHOES

66 68 70 72 74

H0 [km/s/Mpc]

Base w/ SHOES and LSS

LCDM NEDE (Ωφ = 0) NEDE (Ωφ > 0)

FIG. 3: Comparison of H0 vs S8 contours for the ΛCDM model and Cold NEDE with Ωφ = 0

(black) and Ωφ > 0 (red). The horizontal and vertical bands correspond to the 1σ and 2σ

standard deviations of the constraint on H0 from the SH0ES collaboration [2] and the one on S8

from the combined analysis of KiDS+Viking+DES [7]. Here and henceforth dark and light

shaded regions correspond to the 68% and 95% confidence limit (C.L.), respectively.

The highlight of the NEDE model is its ability to simultaneously reduce the Hubble tension

and the S8 tension. We can witness this in different ways. Let us first discuss the differences in

the S8−H0 plane for the three models considered: ΛCDM, NEDE (Ωφ = 0) and NEDE (Ωφ > 0).

The results of the MCMC chains are shown in Fig. 3. To begin with, we can see that the ΛCDM

contours are somewhat unaffected by the inclusion of LSS or SH0ES and remain relatively far

from the intersection of the LSS and SH0ES constraints, reflecting the existing tensions. NEDE

(Ωφ = 0) on the other hand, as has been concluded previously [21, 27], reduces the tension with

SH0ES to about 2σ while enhancing the power of the linear power spectrum at the scales relevant

for σ8, mildly worsening the S8 tension. This is reflected by the black contours, which for all data

set combinations remain above the LSS 1σ band and barely overlap the 2σ band for some data

set combinations. Remarkably, the NEDE model, when including the full evolution of the trigger

(Ωφ > 0), produces a contour which overlaps with the 1− 2σ bands of both LSS and SH0ES using

only the baseline datasets. Importantly, this justifies the combined analyses, including Gaussian

priors on LSS and H0 shown in the panels to the right. Interestingly, adding only the H0 prior

(third panel) leads to a slightly reduced S8 tension. In other words, within NEDE, both datasets

“pull” in the same direction provided Ωφ is allowed to vary freely.

The results described can be quantitatively captured by the improvement in the total χ2 values

at the best-fit set of parameters. In Table I and Table II, we show the individual χ2 differences with

respect to ΛCDM, as well as the total differences and the remaining tensions, for NEDE (Ωφ = 0)

and NEDE (Ωφ > 0), respectively. In Table III we state the best-fit, posterior mean, and standard
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deviation of the relevant parameters for ΛCDM and the two variations of NEDE considered for

this study.

Firstly, Table I covers the case with Ωφ = 0 and shows how we recover known improvements

in χ2 compared to ΛCDM, as in [21, 27]. The best improvement corresponds to the data set

combination baseline + SH0ES. In this particular case, the model reduces the Hubble tension

very significantly to 1.32σ. This uses the difference of the maximum a posteriori (DMAP) tension

measure [88], given by

QDMAP(H0) =
√
χ2

M+SH0ES − χ2
M, (III.3)

QDMAP(S8) =
√
χ2

M+LSS − χ2
M, (III.4)

for the H0 and S8 tensions respectively and where M is a data set combination not involving the

tension. This measure has been argued to be best adapted to assessing EDE type models [25].

In fact, this is even better than our previously reported result, which can be explained with the

baseline run giving a better total χ2 value here, as the equation of state was not sampled in [21, 27].

We also note that including the LSS likelihood in the MCMC runs for NEDE (Ωφ = 0) leads to a

smaller overall χ2 improvement, reflecting some degree of mutual incompatibility between resolving

the Hubble and the S8 tension in the reduced model. In particular, the S8 tension is increased in

both the ΛCDM and the NEDE (Ωφ = 0) model when the SH0ES prior is included.

In addition to the DMAP tension measure, the last two rows of Table I contain the Gaussian

tension computed as

|(H̄0)base − (H̄0)SH0ES|√
(σ2
H0

)base + (σ2
H0

)SH0ES

and
|(S̄8)base − (S̄8)LSS|√
(σ2
S8

)base + (σ2
S8

)LSS

(III.5)

for H0 and S8, respectively. Here, we denote the mean of a quantity x as x̄ and its variance as

σx. Applying this measure directly to our runs, yields a still significant H0 tension at the 3σ

level. This might appear surprising given the much smaller tension when considering the DMAP

measure. However, we can attribute it to well-known sampling volume effects [21]. In short, in

the limit where fNEDE → 0, the parameters log10(z∗) and wNEDE become unconstrained. This

enhances the sampling volume and leads to non-Gaussian artifacts in the posterior for fNEDE and

H0. In particular, it favors smaller values of H0. This can be addressed by fixing the trigger mass

m (or z∗ alternatively) alongside wNEDE, which has been demonstrated to give compatible results

with both the DMAP tension and an independent profile likelihood approach [26] (for the case of

EDE see [89]). To demonstrate this further, we provide a full triangle plot of an example run with
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fixed z∗ and wNEDE in Appendix B. While the Ωφ = 0 model thus provides a solution to the Hubble

tension, it cannot address the S8 tension. In fact, we observe that the latter remains between

2 − 3σ and is even increased when the fraction of the NEDE fluid increases (by including an H0

prior).

NEDE (Ωφ = 0) Baseline + LSS + H0 + H0 + LSS

Pl.2018 low ` TT -1.4 -0.2 -1.5 -1.7

Pl.2018 low ` EE 0.4 -1.5 -0.9 0.6

Pl.2018 high ` TTTEEE -1.3 -0.2 -5.2 -2.7

Pl.2018 Lensing 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.5

BAO SDSS DR7 mgs 0.6 -0.3 -0.5 0.1

BAO 6dF 2011 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

BAO SDSS DR12 -1.5 0.3 0.0 0.2

SN Pantheon -0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1

SH0ES 2021 – – -16.4 -16.8

LSS – 0.3 – 4.6

∆χ2 -3.4 -1.1 -23.9 -15.1

H0 −Qdmap Tension – – 1.32 1.97

S8 −Qdmap Tension – 2.74 – 3.11

H0 Gauss.Tension 3.53σ 3.79σ – –

S8 Gauss.Tension 2.45σ – 2.77σ –

TABLE I: Table of ∆χ2 = χ2
NEDE(Ωφ=0)

− χ2
ΛCDM differences between the NEDE (Ωφ = 0) and

ΛCDM aggregated by datasets.

Next, Table II shows the χ2 differences of the NEDE (Ωφ 6= 0) model when sampling its four

parameters (fNEDE , log10(z∗), wNEDE ,Ωφ). The columns, including the LSS likelihood, show gains

(i.e. χ2 decrements) in almost all individual likelihoods. Moreover, the total χ2 improves over the

NEDE (Ωφ = 0) version described before for all dataset combinations (compare Table VII and

VIII). Crucially, when combining all data sets, the Qdmap tension for H0 and S8, are 0.4σ and

2.2σ respectively, showing NEDE’s ability to resolve both tensions. At the same time, the S8

Gaussian tension remains at 1.9σ independently of whether the H0 prior is added. This reflects

one of the main points of the present article: as opposed to other EDE-like models, the presence

of the NEDE fluid (fNEDE > 0) does not exacerbate the S8 tension for Ωφ > 0. Moreover, looking

at individual χ2 improvements in the analysis with all data sets considered, NEDE is compatible
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with all observations.

When comparing the goodness of fit via χ2 values, NEDE gives a better fit when compared

to LCDM by a few χ2 units whenever there is no H0 prior included in the analysis and by 20

or more units for simulations including the SH0ES prior. The latter simulations are also better

fits even when compared to the restricted NEDE model with Ωφ = 0, showing that the trigger

perturbations’ evolution does not only alleviate the S8 tension but also allows the overall model to

give a better fit.

NEDE (Ωφ > 0) Baseline + LSS + H0 + H0 + LSS

Pl.2018 low ` TT -2.1 -1.7 -1.5 -1.0

Pl.2018 low ` EE 0.4 -1.4 -0.9 0.2

Pl.2018 high ` TTTEEE -1.3 2.0 -5.2 -1.6

Pl.2018 Lensing 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.3

BAO SDSS DR7 mgs 0.8 -0.2 -0.5 -0.7

BAO 6dF 2011 -0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

BAO SDSS DR12 -1.7 0.3 0.0 0.2

SN Pantheon -0.4 0.0 0.1 0.1

SH0ES 2021 – – -16.4 -16.5

LSS – -1.8 – -1.2

∆χ2 -3.7 -2.4 -23.9 -20.1

H0 −Qdmap Tension – – 1.41 0.38

S8 −Qdmap Tension – 2.55 ♦ – 2.15

H0 Gauss.Tension� (1.79σ) 3.05σ 3.11σ – –

S8 Gauss.Tension� (1.96σ) 1.88σ – 1.85σ –

♦ This value corresponds to the best-fit of an MCMC chain performed while keeping wNEDE and z∗ fixed, it is the

best result obtained via Cobaya’s minimization procedure, however we expect the real best-fit might differ.

� In parenthesis, we report the Gaussian tension computed with the posteriors of the simulation with fixed z∗ and

wNEDE , to account for sampling volume effects (see Table IV and Table V in Appendix C).

TABLE II: Table of ∆χ2 = χ2
NEDE

− χ2
ΛCDM differences between the NEDE model and ΛCDM

aggregated by datasets.

The different 68% and 95% C.L. contours for the NEDE model, pertaining to the parameters

fNEDE and Ωφ can be appreciated in Fig. 4. Here, it is worth noticing how fNEDE correlates positively

with H0 while Ωφ is anti-correlated with S8. It is also interesting to witness how the inclusion of a

prior for H0 and S8 leads to more than 5σ evidence for fNEDE. Additionally, we observe that while
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FIG. 4: Contour comparison of the parameters fNEDE and Ωφ for the MCMC chains for the

NEDE model with different data sets. The vertical bands correspond to the 1σ and 2σ standard

deviations of the constraint on H0 from the SH0ES collaboration [2] and the one on S8 from the

combined analysis of KiDS+Viking+DES [7].

fNEDE correlates positively with all parameters shown in this figure, except for S8 as is known, Ωφ

has close to no effect on the parameters that correlate with fNEDE , anti-correlates with S8 and has

a mild positive correlation with H0. In other words, the trigger acts mostly independent of the

NEDE mechanism while slightly assisting it.

We now discuss the best-fit, posterior means, and errors for all MCMC samples, which are

collected and presented in Table III. The first seven rows of values belong to the ΛCDM model. Of

particular relevance for the present discussion are H0 and S8, which, independent of the data set

combination used, remain in tension. To be specific, we obtain a mean for H0 that ranges between

67.7 − 68.6 km s−1 Mpc−1 with standard deviations below 0.4 km s−1 Mpc−1. This is compatible

with the standard literature and corresponds to a Hubble tension of order 5σ when compared with

SH0ES. A secondary but similar behavior is seen when looking at the S8 parameter. The model

predicts S8 = 0.824 ± 0.01 for the baseline analysis, which amounts to a 2.3σ S8 tension when

compared with our LSS prior.

The best-fit, posterior means, and errors for the restricted NEDE model with (Ωφ = 0) are

presented immediately below those for ΛCDM in Table III. Highlighted in gray are the rows

belonging to the unique model parameters, below which we present the derived parameters m and

S8. This is an update on values already reported in previous studies [21, 26, 27]. All simulations
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Baseline + LSS + SH0ES + SH0ES + LSS

ΛCDM (Bestfit) MeanUpper
Lower (Bestfit) MeanUpper

Lower (Bestfit) MeanUpper
Lower (Bestfit) MeanUpper

Lower

Ωbh
2 (0.022) 0.02242± 0.00013 (0.022) 0.02260± 0.00013 (0.023) 0.02257± 0.00013 (0.023) 0.02260± 0.00013

Ωch2 (0.120) 0.11921± 0.00091 (0.118) 0.11730± 0.00083 (0.117) 0.11773± 0.00087 (0.117) 0.11730± 0.00082

H0 [km/s/Mpc] (67.446) 67.72± 0.41 (68.181) 68.64± 0.38 (68.636) 68.45± 0.39 (68.647) 68.64± 0.37

log(1010As) (3.046) 3.048± 0.014 (3.059) 3.050+0.014
−0.016 (3.057) 3.054+0.014

−0.016 (3.060) 3.051± 0.015

ns (0.965) 0.9667± 0.0036 (0.967) 0.9712± 0.0036 (0.971) 0.9704± 0.0037 (0.970) 0.9712± 0.0036

τreio (0.053) 0.0566± 0.0072 (0.060) 0.0597+0.0069
−0.0080 (0.060) 0.0611+0.0071

−0.0081 (0.055) 0.0600+0.0068
−0.0078

S8 (0.830) 0.824± 0.010 (0.816) 0.8030± 0.0092 (0.806) 0.809± 0.010 (0.806) 0.8032± 0.0092

NEDE (Ωφ = 0)

Ωbh
2 (0.0230) 0.0226+0.0002

−0.0003 (0.0220) 0.0226+0.0002
−0.0002 (0.0230) 0.0230+0.0002

−0.0002 (0.0230) 0.0229+0.0002
−0.0002

Ωch2 (0.1240) 0.1228+0.0017
−0.0040 (0.1190) 0.1207+0.0011

−0.0027 (0.1320) 0.1298+0.0033
−0.0033 (0.1300) 0.1267+0.0030

−0.0030

H0 [km/s/Mpc] (69.53) 68.82+0.65
−1.30 (68.09) 68.68+0.50

−0.96 (71.76) 71.51+0.89
−0.89 (72.02) 71.25+0.88

−0.88

log(1010As) (3.065) 3.054+0.015
−0.015 (3.047) 3.046+0.015

−0.015 (3.068) 3.069+0.015
−0.015 (3.067) 3.060+0.015

−0.015

ns (0.9770) 0.9733+0.0055
−0.0086 (0.9670) 0.9717+0.0046

−0.0068 (0.9910) 0.9897+0.0064
−0.0064 (0.9930) 0.9870+0.0064

−0.0064

τreio (0.0560) 0.0564+0.0073
−0.0073 (0.0540) 0.0550+0.0072

−0.0072 (0.0560) 0.0579+0.0069
−0.0078 (0.0580) 0.0566+0.0074

−0.0074

fNEDE (0.0660) < 0.114 (0.0050) < 0.0818 (0.1440) 0.1280+0.0290
−0.0290 (0.1330) 0.1050+0.0320

−0.0270

3ωNEDE (2.03) > 1.40 (1.48) Unconstrained (2.08) 2.12+0.12
−0.20 (2.07) 2.14+0.15

−0.26

zdecay (5016) 4534+2000
−2000 (6854) 4257+2000

−4000 (4879) 4615+800
−800 (4561) 4467+900

−900

m [Mpc−1]� (366) < 914 (621) < 956 (368) 336+80
−100 (323) 315+80

−100

S8 (0.8350) 0.8310+0.0120
−0.0120 (0.8170) 0.8180+0.0100

−0.0100 (0.8460) 0.8400+0.0130
−0.0130 (0.8320) 0.8240+0.0110

−0.0110

NEDE (Ωφ > 0)

Ωbh
2 (0.0230) 0.0227+0.0002

−0.0003 (0.0230) 0.0227+0.0002
−0.0003 (0.0230) 0.0230+0.0002

−0.0002 (0.0230) 0.0230+0.0002
−0.0002

Ωch2 (0.1290) 0.1232+0.0023
−0.0044 (0.1250) 0.1219+0.0021

−0.0040 (0.1320) 0.1299+0.0032
−0.0032 (0.1300) 0.1284+0.0030

−0.0030

H0 [km/s/Mpc] (70.84) 69.06+0.78
−1.40 (70.26) 69.10+0.72

−1.40 (71.76) 71.69+0.89
−0.89 (71.74) 71.71+0.88

−0.88

log(1010As) (3.0670) 3.0570+0.0160
−0.0160 (3.0630) 3.0540+0.0160

−0.0160 (3.0680) 3.0720+0.0150
−0.0150 (3.0690) 3.0700+0.0160

−0.0160

ns (0.9840) 0.9739+0.0060
−0.0090 (0.9810) 0.9729+0.0057

−0.0082 (0.9910) 0.9889+0.0062
−0.0062 (0.9880) 0.9868+0.0058

−0.0058

τreio (0.0550) 0.0572+0.0074
−0.0074 (0.0550) 0.0569+0.0074

−0.0074 (0.0560) 0.0591+0.0070
−0.0080 (0.0560) 0.0594+0.0070

−0.0080

fNEDE (0.1140) < 0.130 (0.0900) < 0.125 (0.1440) 0.1370+0.0300
−0.0260 (0.1460) 0.1340+0.0320

−0.0250

zdecay (4441) 4911+1000
−2000 (4499) 5084+1000

−3000 (4879) 4535+600
−700 (4626) 4414+500

−800

3ωNEDE (2.09) > 1.41 (2.06) 2.08+0.36
−0.53 (2.08) 2.09+0.11

−0.19 (2.03) 2.05+0.12
−0.18

Ω0,φ (0.0010) < 0.0068 (0.0040) < 0.00988 (0.0000) < 0.00776 (0.0060) 0.0057+0.0025
−0.0029

m [Mpc−1]� (304.88) < 1010 (306.88) 418.00+60.00
−300.00 (368.36) 329.00+70.00

−100.00 (336.11) 314.00+50.00
−100.00

φini [MPl] (0.0530) 0.0670+0.0280
−0.0350 (0.0920) 0.0920+0.0350

−0.0280 (0.0000) 0.0800+0.0340
−0.0340 (0.1170) 0.1130+0.0330

−0.0230

S8 (0.8330) 0.8160+0.0180
−0.0150 (0.8040) 0.7970+0.0180

−0.0150 (0.8460) 0.8180+0.0230
−0.0170 (0.7990) 0.7930+0.0180

−0.0180

� For reference 313 Mpc−1 ≈ 2.0 × 10−27 eV .

TABLE III: All cosmological parameters for different models and combinations of datasets. The NEDE

parameters are shaded and additional derived parameters are appended below them. The 1σ standard

deviation is shown except for one-sided constraints, which correspond to the 2σ range.
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sampled the three parameters (fNEDE , wNEDE , log10(z∗)). The equation of state for the NEDE fluid is

seen to be relatively unaffected by the data set combination, giving a 1σ range of 3wNEDE = 1.9−2.3,

provided the simulations included the H0 prior. The standard deviation is significantly larger

for the baseline and baseline + LSS analysis, which appear less constraining due to the volume

effects discussed before. Very similarly, the decay redshift, z∗, is consistently around 4500 with a

large standard deviation in the first two columns, which again is affected by the sampling volume

enlargement, and with halved errors when the H0 prior is included. Regarding the fraction of

NEDE, we observe results consistent with previous analyses, where we obtain a strict one-sided

bound when including LSS or a relaxed bound for the baseline case, provided neither z∗ nor wNEDE

was fixed (see Table IV and Fig. 7 for an analysis that avoids the sampling volume issues). The

simulation, including all data sets (last column), had not been considered previously and shows a

fraction of NEDE at decay z∗ of fNEDE = 0.105+0.032
−0.027. We attribute the decrease in average fraction,

when compared to the run without LSS, to the pull exerted by the LSS likelihood. This last point

is connected to the S8 row, which shows an increase across the table when compared to the ΛCDM

counterparts, making the S8 tension slightly worse. The S8 parameter, for this model, gives a

posterior of S8 = 0.831± 0.012, for the run that uses only the baseline and is positively correlated

with the amount of NEDE in the given run. In particular, the S8 tension is still significant with

more than 2.4σ.

The results for the NEDE (Ωφ > 0) model are tabulated in the bottom rows of Table III.

As before, rows highlighted in gray belong specifically to the unique NEDE parameters. These

rows illustrate the main message of this paper, which, put shortly, is that the average value for

the S8 parameter is generally reduced when compared to both ΛCDM or the restricted NEDE.

Using all compatible data sets, i.e. baseline+H0+LSS, the posterior obtained is S8 = 0.793±0.018,

which reduces the tension with the weak lensing data prior to 2.15σ, in the Qdmap sense. It is

important to notice, this is done without affecting NEDE’s ability to resolve the Hubble tension,

giving H0 = 71.71 ± 0.88 km s−1 Mpc−1. The baseline+H0, as well as the baseline + H0 + LSS

results, show a preference for fNEDE > 0 of more than 5σ. Moreover, sampling over Ωφ has not

enlarged their standard deviations, to the contrary, the lower tail is made narrower increasing the

evidence for NEDE. As a final remark, we note that the conclusion that NEDE leads to a bluer

primordial scalar spectrum, larger ns, remains true, and we confirm that the simplest curvaton

model [90–92] is preferred over Starobinsky inflation [93] in the NEDE framework [27].
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IV. Conclusions

In this work, we have demonstrated that a triggered dark energy phase transition, as proposed

by the Cold NEDE model, has the potential to simultaneously address two major tensions in cos-

mology. The H0 tension is resolved through an energy injection around matter-radiation equality,

which is characteristic of EDE-type models. The S8 tension, on the other hand, is relieved due to

the presence of coherent oscillations of the ultralight trigger field already present in Cold NEDE.

To be specific, after the phase transition, the trigger field acts as a small non-thermal contribution

to dark matter, which dampens the power spectrum on small scales. It is a vital ingredient in

the Cold NEDE model because it synchronizes the phase transition, sources dark sector fluid per-

turbations, and prevents the occurrence of early vacuum bubbles that could introduce additional,

unobserved anisotropies in the CMB. The only difference with our previous work in [21] is that we

drop the assumption that the trigger field makes a negligible contribution to the energy budget. In

other words, no new features are introduced at the fundamental level. Instead, we scan the trigger

dark matter abundance Ωφ as an additional parameter in our phenomenological description (rather

than assuming Ωφ � 1). The phenomenological potential of an ultralight field in combination with

NEDE has been pointed out before by Allali, Hertzberg, and Rompineve [29]. There, however,

the ultralight scalar was an added component to the NEDE fields , and its mass could be chosen

freely. Interestingly, despite being more constrained, our minimal scenario achieves a similar level

of improvement with regard to both tensions.

As our main result, we find that both DMAP tensions are reduced to almost below 2σ when

allowing for a sizable amount of Ωφ. At the same time, we maintain an excellent fit to CMB,

supernovae, and BAO data. A second crucial observation is that allowing Ωφ to vary reduces

the error bars on fNEDE, explicitly fNEDE = 13.4+3.2
−2.5 %, and thus increases the Gaussian evidence

above 5σ when including a SH0ES prior on H0. This has to be contrasted with Ωφ = 0, where we

find a weaker 3.9σ and 4.4σ evidence with and without additional LSS data, respectively. It is also

remarkable because normally, error bars increase as the number of free parameters is increased.

Finally, additional LSS data assists the mechanism that solves the H0 tension. This means that

one tension is not solved at the price of making the other tension worse; instead, both mechanisms

“pull” in the same direction. For example, when including additional LSS data, the H0 DMAP

tension is reduced from 1.3σ to 0.4σ, completely eradicating the H0 tension. Again, this should be

contrasted with previous studies of NEDE with Ωφ = 0 (and other EDE type models), where the

converse was true, and LSS data hampered the model’s potential to resolve the H0 tension (albeit
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weakly [22]).

While this work had its focus on investigating the phenomenological potential of Cold NEDE

as a simultaneous solution to both the H0 and S8 tension, it also exemplifies the importance of

having a microscopic theory that guides any effort to modify the ΛCDM model in a physically

motivated way. After all, the trigger field was not introduced to address the S8 tension but to

make a first-order phase transition a viable scenario for a new phase of dark energy. We stress,

however, that different model-building aspects require further investigation. For example, the fluid

is currently treated phenomenologically, despite the fact that, ultimately, it will be constrained by

the microscopic parameters characterizing the tunneling potential. In addition, our findings also

reinforce the idea that, within Cold NEDE, ultralight physics needs to be invoked to trigger the

phase transition and restore cosmological concordance. This, in turn, raises the question of how

to explain the origin of these tiny mass scales. As a preliminary step, we have outlined a possible

embedding of Cold NEDE in a two-axion framework. Here the small masses of both, the trigger

and tunneling field, are protected by approximate shift symmetries, and the small coupling between

both fields can be understood as a consequence of the hierarchy between the axion decay constant

and the breaking scale of a global shift symmetry. In the next step, it will therefore be important

to embed Cold NEDE in a complete axion framework. In such a framework, it will be interesting

to revisit phenomenological constraints on axion physics, such as cosmic birefringence [94, 95].

To summarize, our findings establish the NEDE framework as a theoretically well-motivated,

minimal, and phenomenologically promising framework for solving the present tensions in cosmol-

ogy.
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A. Fluid matching

Here, we describe how we match the trigger field φ(x) in the Cold NEDE model to an effective

fluid description at time tm > t∗. This is necessary if we want to keep track of the trigger

component after the phase transition and infer the amount of dark matter today. To that end, we
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use exactly the scheme proposed in [76], which has also been implemented in the newest release,

TriggerCLASSv6.1.

The strategy consists of parameterize the field and its perturbations in such a way that oscilla-

tions are factored out. From Eq. (II.12) it is clear that the asymptotic period of the background

trigger oscillations is of the order of 1/m. This makes it natural to introduce t̄ ≡ mt with t the

cosmological time. We denote derivatives with respect to t̄ as a dot. Introducing the fields φs and

φc, as well as δφs and δφc, such that

φ(t̄) = φc(t̄) cos[t̄− t̄m] + φs(t̄) sin[t̄− t̄m], (A.1a)

δφ(t̄) = δφc(t̄) cos[t̄− t̄m] + δφs(t̄) sin[t̄− t̄m], (A.1b)

it is possible to construct an effective fluid description that can be evolved efficiently with controlled

numerical error. The fluid quantities are then obtained after inserting Eqs. (A.1) into the energy-

momentum tensor for a scalar field and integrating over a period, amounting to the replacement

sin2(·)→ 1/2, cos2(·)→ 1/2 and cos(·) sin(·)→ 0,

ρefa
φ

∣∣
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2
m2

(
φ2
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2
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Similarly, for the energy, pressure and velocity perturbations,
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The new variables on the right hand side of (A.2) and (A.3) are determined by using (A.1) to

match the field value and its time derivative at time t̄m. As this description doubles the number

of fields, two constraints can be imposed on φ̇s and φ̇c, and two more on their perturbations δφ̇s

and δφ̇c. A suitable choice that suppresses fast oscillatory modes, and hence reduces the matching

error, has been derived in [76]; explicitly,
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where φ̈c,s are given by

φ̈c = −2φ̇s − 3
H

m

(
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)
, (A.5a)
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H

m

(
−φc + φ̇s

)
, (A.5b)

and δφ̈c,s by
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(
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ḣ

2

(
δφs + δφ̇c

)
, (A.6a)
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(
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ḣ

2

(
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. (A.6b)

The above constraints achieve an error suppression at background level of O(H∗/m)3 (and

slightly milder suppression on perturbation level), which is sufficient for our current application.

B. Triangle plots for NEDE

In this section we include additional triangle plots, for all the MCMC chains computed for

the different NEDE runs and data sets mentioned in the main text. We include the cosmological

parameters that are relevant for the present discussion including the NEDE specific parameters.

Figure 5 shows an overlay of the parameter contours for the restricted NEDE model with Ωφ = 0,

along with the 1σ and 2σ bands of the likelihoods in tension, i.e. S8 and H0. Besides the comments

already given in the main body of the text, we can observe the effects on ns and the regime for φini,

where ns reaches values as high as 0.99 (at 68% C.L.), favoring a near scale-invariant spectrum of

perturbations, as most EDE-like models. This shows how adding the LSS data, does not have an

impact on this parameter. In this figure, it is also possible to see how this model is unable to reach

lower S8 values than 0.81 at 68% C.L., no matter what combination of data sets is used.

The corresponding triangle plot for the NEDE MCMC chains is shown in Fig. 6. The S8 plots

differ from the ones in Fig. 5, because here contours at 68% C.L. overlap the 1σ band from the

LSS measurements. Posteriors in this plot are Gaussian in a good approximation, and deviate only

whenever the parameter space volume is enlarged (which happens in the limit where fNEDE → 0).

Another, secondary, observation, is that considering the trigger’s full evolution seems to also lift

some of the degeneracy in the 3wNEDE − z∗ plane, in such a way that the z∗ posterior for runs

without an H0 prior, although not fully Gaussian, suffer from the volume effects of Fig. 5 to a

lesser extent. The values for φini are also presented in this figure, where it is possible to appreciate

that no trans-Planckian field values are required.
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FIG. 5: Triangle plot showing the 68% and 95% C.L. contours for some of the relevant

parameters of the NEDE model with Ωφ = 0.

The triangle plot in Fig. 7 depicts the contours produced by the NEDE model with Ωphi > 0

when the parameters z∗ and wNEDE are fixed to their best-fit values obtained from a baseline run.

As shown in [21] and studied further in [26], this procedure avoids the volume effects that otherwise

occur in the limit fNEDE → 0, allowing for an improved reading of the standard deviations. For

example, this can be seen by the change in the fNEDE posterior towards its left edge. We use these

runs mainly to infer the Gaussian tension measure reported in Table II.
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parameters of the model with Ωφ > 0.
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Abstract

Electroweak effects in the e
+
e
− → tt̄ annihilation process are described with taking

into account polarization of the initial and final particles. We investigate the effects
of complete one-loop electroweak radiative corrections (RCs) and higher-order radiative
effects to the total cross section and analyze different types of asymmetries for polarized
initial and final states for typical energies and degrees of polarization of the ILC and
CLIC projects. Numerical results are obtained with the help of Monte Carlo tools: the
ReneSANCe event generator and the MCSANC integrator.

1 Introduction

At a future high-energy e+e− collider, top quarks will be primarily produced via the elec-
troweak annihilation process e+e− → γ, Z → tt̄. The mass of the top quark can then be
directly measured with a high precision unreachable at hadron colliders. Looking for effects
of new physics in interactions of top quarks is also a very attractive and valuable objective
for future experiments. So, having accurate predictions for various observables for processes
involving top quarks is crucial both for tests of the Standard Model and for new physics
searches.

The physical programs for experiments with polarized e+ and e− beams at ILC [1, 2, 3]
and CLIC [4] suggest measurement of not only the total cross section for tt̄ production but
also different types of asymmetries. Both the photon and Z boson couplings of the top quark
can be unambiguously measured using these observables [5].

In addition to ILC and CLIC, a scenario of longitudinally polarized colliding beams for
the CEPC is considered [6]. In particular, these arguments suggest that polarization should
be taken into account in the corresponding theoretical support and Monte Carlo codes.

Recently the study for the expected precision of the top quark mass and width in tt̄
production using an energy scan around the threshold based on the CEPC scenario, assuming

1
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a total integrated luminosity of 100 fb−1, shows that CEPC is capable of measuring the top
quark mass with a precision below 34 MeV [7]. This study is performed with the help of
QQbar threshold package [8].

The theoretical uncertainty for observables of top quark pair production at the one-loop
level O(α) were estimated for the first time in [9] for the unpolarized case and in [10, 11] for
different beam polarizations. Those studies were carried out using the GRACE-Loop system [12,
13].

Within the SANC project we have a library for electroweak (EW) building blocks (self-
energies, vertices, boxes) in the unitary and Rξ gauges for the process e+e− → tt̄ at the one-
loop level [14, 15]. We use spin and helicity analysis in combination with the spinor-helicity
formalism to calculate the helicity amplitudes of the one-loop cross section components [16].

In this paper we consider theoretical uncertainties associated with electroweak and higher-
order effects taking into account polarization of the initial and final particles for the processes
of electron-positron annihilation into a top quark pair

e+(p1, χ1) + e−(p2, χ2) → t(p3, χ3) + t̄(p4, χ4)(+γ(p5, χ5)), (1)

with arbitrary particle helicities χi. The main goal of this work is to calculate and study three
main types of observables in this process: the total and differential cross section σt, several
top quark asymmetries, and polarization Pt of the final top quark. We take a close look at
the size of various sources of EW radiation corrections and carefully examine the QED initial
state radiation (ISR) effects.

We consider the beam energies that correspond to the experimental programs of the top
quark property studies. First, at the production threshold, e.g., at 350-GeV center-of-mass
(c.m.s.) energy, the top quark mass can be measured with a high precision hopefully below
0.1%. Second, at 500-GeV c.m.s. energy it is convenient to measure weak and electromagnetic
couplings of the top quark. This energy region also provides an excellent sensitivity to the
effect of physics beyond the Standard Model [17, 18, 19].

QCD radiative corrections to the process of top quark pair production have been ex-
tensively studied both at the threshold energy where resummation of higher-order effects is
important [20, 21, 22] and above it within pertubative QCD [23, 24]. The NNLO QCD cor-
rections were also calculated for unpolarized and polarized forward-backward asymmetries in
this process [25, 26]. In [27] NNLO electroweak corrections were considered together with
QCD effects at the threshold. Recently, NLO QCD corrections have also been presented for
the process with subsequent decays of the produced (off-shell) top quarks into bottom quarks
and W bosons [28]. We will no more discuss QCD effects in this paper, leaving the question
about their interplay with EW effects for further studies.

The article is organized as follows. The next section contains preliminary remarks and
the general notations. In Sect. III, we present the numerical results and a comprehensive
comparison of independent MC codes for cross-checking and the evaluation of theoretical
uncertainties for observables for polarized and unpolarized cases. The last section contains a
discussion and conclusions.
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2 Radiative corrections to top quark pair production in

SANC

We have presented a detailed review of the techniques and results of analytic calculations of
the NLO EW scalar form factors and helicity amplitudes of the general e+e− → f f̄ in our
paper on the s-channel lepton-pair production [16] (note the additional color factor in the final
state).

We evaluate the Born level (leading order, LO) cross section σBorn contribution with both
photon and Z boson exchange.

Gauge invariant subsets of one-loop QED corrections are evaluated separately, i.e., the
initial state radiation, the final state radiation (FSR), and the initial-final interference (IFI).

We define the pure weak contribution as the difference between the complete one-loop
electroweak correction and the pure QED part of it. The corresponding relative contributions
of the weak and leading higher-order (ho) corrections will be further denoted as δweak and δho.
The complete one-loop δweak consists of pure weak interaction and vacuum polarization (VP)
contributions.

We evaluate the leading higher-order EW corrections δho to four-fermion processes through
the ∆α and ∆ρ parameters. A detailed description of our implementation of this contribution
was presented in [29]. At two-loop level the above corrections consist of the EW at O(G2

µ)
and the mixed EW⊗QCD at O(Gµαs) parts.

Thus the total EW cross section can be presented as

σ = σBorn + σQED + σweak + σho. (2)

Additionally we estimate the multiple photon initial state radiation corrections. The im-
plementation in SANC of these type of corrections in the leading logarithmic approximation
(LLA) through the approach of QED structure functions [30, 31] was described in detail in [32].
The results are shown up to O(α3L3) finite terms for the exponentiated representation and
up to O(α4L4) for the order-by-order calculations. The corresponding relative corrections are
denoted below as δLLA,ISR. The master formula for a general e+e− annihilation cross section
with ISR QED corrections in the leading logarithmic approximation has the same structure as
the one for the Drell-Yan process. For ISR corrections in the annihilation channel, the large
logarithm is L = ln(s/m2

e), where the total c.m.s. energy
√
s is chosen as a factorization scale.

In the LLA approximation, we separate the pure photonic corrections (marked “γ”) and the
remaining ones, which include the pure pair and mixed photon-pair effects (marked “e+e−”
or “µ+µ−”).

The complete two-loop corrections due to initial state radiation for the unpolarized process
e+e− → γ∗, Z were first calculated in [33]. Those results were verified and partially corrected
in [34]. Leading and next-to-leading multiple photon initial state radiation corrections were
computed within the QED structure function formalism in [35] up to the O(α6L5) order, where
L = ln s/m2

e is the so-called large logarithm.
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3 Numerical results and comparisons

Numerical results for the polarized top quark pair production contain estimates of the total
cross sections, as well as energy/angular distributions, various polarization effects and the
study of different types of asymmetries for polarized initial and final states.

Here we used the following set of input parameters:

α−1(0) = 137.035999084, (3)

MW = 80.379 GeV, MZ = 91.1876 GeV, MH = 125 GeV,

ΓZ = 2.4952 GeV, me = 0.51099895 MeV,

mµ = 0.1056583745 GeV, mτ = 1.77686 GeV,

md = 0.083 GeV, ms = 0.215 GeV,

mb = 4.7 GeV, mu = 0.062 GeV,

mc = 1.5 GeV, mt = 172.76 GeV.

The following angular cuts are applied:

| cosϑt| < 0.9, | cosϑt̄| < 0.9, (4)

where ϑt and ϑt̄ are the angles with respect to the electron beam axis.
The results are obtained for the c.m.s. energies

√
s = 350 and 500 GeV and for unpo-

larized (Pe+ , Pe−) = (0, 0), fully (Pe+, Pe−) = (+1,−1), (−1,+1) and partially (Pe+ , Pe−) =
(−0.3, 0.8), (0.3,−0.8), (0, 0.8), (0,−0.8) polarized positron/electron beams.

Most calculations are done in the α(0) EW scheme in order to have direct access to the
effect of vacuum polarization. In this scheme, the fine structure constant α(0) and all particle
masses are input parameters. Additional investigations are performed for scheme dependencies
between α(0) and Gµ EW schemes.

3.1 Comparison with other codes

We calculated polarized cross sections at the tree level for the Born and hard photon bremsstrahlung
and compared them with the results of the CalcHEP [36] and WHIZARD [37, 38, 39] codes. The
Born results agree in all digits for all three codes, and therefore the corresponding table is
omitted.

The comparison of the hard bremsstrahlung results is shown in Table 1. The calculations
are done in the α(0) EW scheme with fixed 100% polarized initial states for

√
s = 350 and

500 GeV, angular cuts (4) and an additional cut on the photon energy Eγ ≥ ω = 10−4
√
s/2.

The table shows results for the unpolarized and fully polarized components (+1,−1), (−1,+1),
while results for the components (+1,+1), (−1,−1) are of a different (smaller) order of mag-
nitude, i.e., 1.8(1)× 10−7 pb for

√
s = 350 GeV and 0.238(1)× 10−3 pb for

√
s = 500 GeV for

all codes. A very good agreement within statistical errors with the above-mentioned codes is
found.

A comprehensive comparison has been made for complete one-loop electroweak radiative
corrections obtained with our codes (ZFITTER and SANC) [40, 14] as well as with the results of

4



Table 1: The tuned triple comparison of the hard photon bremsstrahlung cross section σhard

(pb) between SANC (S), CalcHEP (C) and WHIZARD (W).

Pe+, Pe− 0,0 +1,−1 −1,+1√
s = 350 GeV

S 0.13284(1) 0.38126(1) 0.15013(1)
W 0.13282(2) 0.38120(1) 0.15021(5)
C 0.13285(1) 0.38124(4) 0.15014(1)√

s = 500 GeV
S 0.46733(1) 1.3090(1) 0.55987(2)
W 0.46730(2) 1.3093(4) 0.55989(4)
C 0.46728(3) 1.3088(1) 0.55983(5)

the topfit code [41, 42]. We also compared the results of the NLO EW relative corrections
calculations of the Grace-Loop code as a function of the energy for the unpolarized and
polarized cases presented in [12, 13]. The qualitative analysis shows a good agreement.

3.2 Total cross section

The corresponding results for the total cross section (2) are presented in Tables 2-3 where
the relative corrections δi are computed as the ratios (in percent) of the corresponding RC
contributions to the Born level cross section.

One-loop and ho weak-interaction corrections strongly depend on the choice of the EW
scheme, and the total weak corrections in the Gµ scheme are smaller by about 5-6% than in
the α(0) one.

The integrated cross sections for the weak and leading higher-order corrections in the α(0)
and Gµ schemes and their relative difference

δGµ/α(0) =
σGµ

σα(0)
− 1, % (5)

are presented in Table 4. Ratio (5) shows the stabilization of the results and can be considered
as an estimation of the theoretical uncertainty of the weak and h.o. contributions. As is well
known, the difference between two EW schemes in the LO is just the ratio of the EW couplings
and gives δLOGµ/α(0)

= 7.5%. As is seen from the Tables, the weak contribution reduces the

difference to about 2% at the energy of 350 GeV and 1.5% at 500 GeV. Moreover, the sum of
the weak and ho contributions reduces the difference to about 0.33% at 350 GeV and −0.4%
at 500 GeV.

3.2.1 Multiple photon ISR corrections in the LLA approximation

Here we discuss the estimation of the initial-state photon radiations in detail. In Table 5 we
show the corresponding results for the multiple photon ISR corrections of different order of
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Table 2: Integrated Born and one-loop cross sections and relative corrections for unpolarized
and fully polarized initial beams at the c.m.s. energies

√
s = 350 and 500 GeV.

Pe+ , Pe− 0,0 −1,+1 +1,−1√
s = 350 GeV

σBorn, pb 0.22431(1) 0.25357(1) 0.64367(1)
σNLO, pb 0.16623(1) 0.20520(1) 0.45972(1)
δNLO, % −25.90(1) −19.07(1) −28.58(1)
δQED, % −39.87(1) −40.03(1) −39.79(1)
δVP, % 12.84(1) 17.51(1) 11.00(1)
δweak−VP, % 1.11(1) 3.43(1) 0.20(1)
δho, % 1.50(1) 1.55(1) 1.47(1)√

s = 500 GeV
σBorn, pb 0.45030(1) 0.54028(1) 1.2609(1)
σNLO, pb 0.45865(1) 0.60072(1) 1.2334(1)
δNLO, % 1.86(1) 11.12(1) −2.18(1)
δQED, % −4.08(1) −4.56(1) −3.91(1)
δVP, % 12.58(1) 16.33(1) 10.97(1)
δweak−VP, % −6.63(1) −5.63(1) −9.24(1)
δho, % 1.73(1) 1.82(1) 1.69(1)

O(αnLn), n = 2 − 4 in the LLA approximation for the c.m.s. energies
√
s = 350 GeV and

500 GeV in the α(0) EW scheme. The relative corrections δi are computed as the ratios (in
percent) of the corresponding RC contributions to the Born level cross section. The most
significant contribution is of course the photonic one of the order O(αL)2. For the c.m.s.
energy

√
s = 350 GeV, the dominant contributions of the second order are about +8.397% for

γ and −0.460% for e+e−-pairs (−0.277% for µ+µ−-pairs). Similar behaviour occurs for the
energy

√
s = 500 GeV, but orders of magnitudes of the multiple photon corrections are much

smaller.
When considering multiple photon corrections, we see that it is certainly sufficient to take

into account corrections up to the fourth order.

3.3 Differential distributions

3.3.1 Angular distributions

In Figs. 1-2 the LO (dashed line) and NLO EW (solid line) cross sections (upper panel) as
well as the relative corrections (lower panel) are shown. The left part of Fig. 1 corresponds to
the unpolarized (black), and fully polarized, with (Pe+, Pe−) = (+1,−1) (red) and (−1,+1)
(blue), initial beams, while the right one shows the partially polarized initial beams with
(Pe+ , Pe−) = (+0.3,−0.8) (red) and (−0.3,+0.8) (blue) for the energy

√
s = 350 GeV. Figure
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Table 3: Integrated Born and one-loop cross sections and relative corrections for partially
polarized initial beams at the c.m.s. energies

√
s = 350 and 500 GeV.

Pe+ , Pe− 0.3,−0.8 −0.3, 0.8 0,−0.8 0, 0.8√
s = 350 GeV

σBorn, pb 0.38542(1) 0.17086(1) 0.30232(1) 0.14629(1)
σNLO, pb 0.27612(1) 0.13612(1) 0.21713(1) 0.11532(1)
δNLO, % −28.36(1) −20.33(1) −28.18(1) −21.17(1)
δQED, % −39.80(1) −40.01(1) −39.81(1) −39.99(1)
δVP, % 11.15(1) 16.65(1) 11.28(1) 16.08(1)
δweak−VP, % 0.27(1) 3.01(1) 0.33(1) 2.72(1)
δho, % 1.48(1) 1.54(1) 1.48(1) 1.53(1)√

s = 500 GeV
σBorn, pb 0.75654(1) 0.36020(1) 0.59444(1) 0.30617(1)
σNLO, pb 0.74267(1) 0.39468(4) 0.58522(1) 0.33212(1)
δNLO, % −1.83(1) 9.58(1) −1.55(1) 8.48(1)
δQED, % −3.92(1) −4.46(1) −3.91(1) −4.40(1)
δVP, % 11.11(1) 15.67(1) 11.22(1) 15.22(1)
δweak−VP, % −9.02(1) −1.63(1) −8.84(1) −2.35(1)
δho, % 1.69(1) 1.80(1) 1.69(1) 1.79(1)

2 shows the same but for
√
s = 500 GeV.

The radiative corrections significantly reduce cross sections at the energy
√
s = 350 GeV

in the whole range of the scattering angles. The corresponding relative corrections are large,
negative and varied from −32% to −12% for unpolarized/fully polarized states. The real
planned polarized states in the ILC experiment (right panel) show significant dependence
on the polarization of the initial beams, namely, for (Pe+, Pe−) = (+0.3,−0.8) the relative
corrections are −(25− 32)% while for (−0.3,+0.8) they are −(18− 20)%.

At the c.m.s energy
√
s = 500 GeV the LO and NLO EW differential cross sections can

cross each other and therefore the relative corrections can change the sign. The dependence
on polarization is also strong, and δ are from 15 % to −10 % for (+0.3,−0.8) and from 20 %
to 0 % for (−0.3,+0.8).

It should also be noted that the nonphysical dips in the first and last bins of the relative
correction histograms are due to the angular limits 4 and can be removed by applying wider
cuts.

3.3.2 Energy dependence

In Fig. 3 the unpolarized cross sections for the LO and for NLO EW in parts are presented.
The upper panel shows the cross sections for the QED and weak gauge invariant contributions
to NLO EW while the lower panel demonstrates the corresponding relative corrections to the
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Figure 1: LO and EW NLO cross sections and relative corrections at
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s = 350 GeV with

(un)polarized initial beams.
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Figure 2: The same as in Fig. 1 but for
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s = 500 GeV.
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Table 4: Integrated Born and weak contributions to the cross section and higher-order leading
corrections in two EW schemes: α(0) and Gµ at the c.m.s. energies

√
s = 350 and 500 GeV.

√
s, GeV 350 500

σBorn
α(0) , pb 0.22431(1) 0.45030(1)

σBorn
Gµ

, pb 0.24108(1) 0.48398(1)

δBorn
Gµ/α(0)

, % 7.48(1) 7.48(1)

σweak
α(0) , pb 0.25564(1) 0.47705(1)

σweak
Gµ

, pb 0.26055(1) 0.48420(1)

δweakGµ/α(0)
, % 1.92(1) 1.50(1)

σweak+ho
α(0) , pb 0.25900(1) 0.48483(1)

σweak+ho
Gµ

, pb 0.25986(1) 0.48289(1)

δweak+ho
Gµ/α(0)

, % 0.33(1) −0.40(1)

Table 5: Multiple photon ISR relative corrections δ (%) in the LLA approximation at
√
s = 350

and 500 GeV with cuts (4).√
s, GeV 350 500

O(αL), γ −42.546(1) −3.927(1)
O(α2L2), γ +8.397(1) −0.429(1)
O(α2L2), e+e− −0.460(1) −0.030(1)
O(α2L2), µ+µ− −0.277(1) −0.018(1)
O(α3L3), γ −0.984(1) +0.021(1)
O(α3L3), e+e− +0.182(1) −0.012(1)
O(α3L3), µ+µ− +0.110(1) −0.008(1)
O(α4L4), γ +0.070(1) +0.002(1)

Born cross section subdivided inside the QED (ISR, IFI, FSR) and weak (VP and weak-VP)
sectors. The contributions of the leading higher-order corrections are present as well.

It is seen from the figure that the total NLO EW contribution near the threshold at the
c.m.s energy

√
s = 350 GeV is defined by large negative QED (about −35 %) and positive

weak (15 %) contributions, then at approximately
√
s = 450 GeV they compensate each other,

and above that energy QED part dominates. It should be noted that in the QED contribution
the ISR part dominates while in the weak contribution the VP part dominates. The leading
higher-order two-loop contributions are rather low, about 1.5-2%, but play an important role
in the EW scheme dependency stabilization.
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Figure 3: The LO and NLO EW corrected unpolarized cross sections and the relative cor-
rections in parts as a function of the c.m.s. energy.

3.4 Asymmetries

In this section we analyze the effect of radiative corrections for different types of asymmetries:
the left-right ALR and forward-backward AFB asymmetries, as well as the final state quark
polarization Pt.

3.4.1 Left-right asymmetry ALR

The asymmetry ALR is defined in the following form:

ALR =
σLR − σRL

σLR + σRL
,

where σLR and σRL are the cross sections for the fully polarized electron-positron e−L e
+
R and

e−Re
+
L initial states, respectively. For the given definition, ALR does not depend on the degrees of

the initial beam polarization, but this type of asymmetry is sensitive to electroweak interaction
effects.

In Fig. 4, the left-right asymmetry distributions for the Born and one-loop contributions
are shown as a function of the cosine of the top quark scattering angle. The corresponding
shift of the asymmetry

∆ALR = ALR(NLO EW)−ALR(LO)
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is shown in the lower panel.
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Figure 4: The asymmetry ALR in the Born and one-loop approximations at
√
s = 350 GeV

(left) and
√
s = 500 GeV (right) vs. the cosine of the scattering angle.

At the c.m.s. energy
√
s = 350 GeV ∆ALR changes from about −0.04 to −0.06 while at√

s = 500 GeV it changes from about −0.01 to −0.09 over the whole range of the top quark
scattering angles.

3.4.2 Forward-backward asymmetry AFB

The forward-backward asymmetry is defined as

AFB =
σF − σB

σF + σB
,

where

σF =

1∫

0

dσ

d cosϑt
d cosϑt, σB =

0∫

−1

dσ

d cosϑt
d cosϑf .

In Fig. 5, the asymmetry AFB in the Born (dashed) and one-loop (solid) approximations
(upper panel) and the corresponding shift

∆AFB = AFB(NLO EW)−AFB(LO)

(lower panel) as a function of
√
s are presented. On the left, the black lines are for the unpo-

larized initial beams while the red and blue ones are for the fully polarized cases (Pe+ , Pe−) =
(+1,−1) and (−1,+1), respectively. On the right, the red and blue lines are for the partially
polarized beams with (Pe+, Pe−) = (+0.3,−0.8) and (−0.3,+0.8), respectively.

One can see that a combination of degrees of initial particles polarization can either in-
crease (Pe+ , Pe−) = (0.3,−0.8) or decrease (Pe+ , Pe−) = (−0.3,−0.8) AFB with respect to the
unpolarized case.
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Figure 5: The asymmetry AFB in the Born and one-loop approximations and the correspond-
ing shift as a function of the c.m.s. energy. Details are in the text.

The asymmetry AFB is zero both for LO and NLO EW at the threshold and increase with
increasing energy. The NLO EW corrections decrease the LO results, and ∆AFB is always
negative in the c.m.s energy range

√
s = 350− 1000 GeV.

3.4.3 Final-state fermion polarization Pt

The polarization of a final-state top quark Pt can be expressed as the ratio between the
difference of the cross sections for the right- and left-handed final state helicities and their
sum

Pt =
σRt

− σLt

σRt
+ σLt

.

In Fig. 6(7), the top quark polarization in the Born (dashed) and one-loop (solid) approx-
imations (upper panel) and the corresponding shift (lower panel)

∆Pt = Pt(NLO EW)− Pt(LO)

at the c.m.s. energy
√
s = 350 (500) GeV. On the left, the black lines are for the unpolarized

initial beams while the red and blue ones are for the fully polarized cases of (Pe+, Pe−) =
(+1,−1) and (−1,+1), respectively. On the right, the red and blue lines are for partially
polarized beams with (Pe+, Pe−) = (+0.3,−0.8) and (−0.3,+0.8), respectively.

This asymmetry is important for studying possible manifestations of CP violation beyond
the Standard Model [43].

The results for Pt are very much affected by initial beam polarizations. The difference ∆Pt

also depends on the c.m.s. energy and initial beam polarizations. The largest values of ∆Pt

for unpolarized initial beams are −0.04 to 0.05 at
√
s = 350 GeV and −0.01 to 0.08 at 500

GeV. Polarization of the initial states significantly reduces ∆Pt both at 350 and 500 GeV.
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Figure 6: Top quark polarization Pt in the Born and one-loop approximations and the
corresponding shifts ∆Pt vs. the scattering angle at the c.m.s. energy

√
s = 350 GeV. Details

are in the text.
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Figure 7: The same as in Fig. 6 but for
√
s = 500 GeV.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we investigated electroweak corrections to the process of electron-positron anni-
hilation into a top quark pair with allowance for polarizations of the initial and final particles.
Numerical results are presented for energies and polarizations which are typical of the future
CLIC and ILC linear e+e− collider projects.

The calculated polarized cross sections at the tree level for the Born and hard photon
bremsstrahlung were thoroughly compared with the CalcHEP and WHIZARD results. A very
good agreement was observed.

Then virtual (loop) EW corrections were calculated within the SANC system. Numerical
studies were carried out for several observables in the tt̄ production process for unpolarized
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and polarized beams with taking into account the NLO EW level, higher-order corrections,
and multiple photon ISR corrections.

We considered a set of benchmark polarizations and found that the relative effects of e±

polarizations on the EW radiative correction are quite sizeable. In other words, one can not
use the same correction factors for the cases of different degrees of beam polarization. The
NLO EW corrections qualitatively agreed with the Grace-Loop results.

Various asymmetries which can be measured in the given process were analyzed. For all
the asymmetries, the NLO EW effects are found to be quite sizable. The magnitude of EW
radiative corrections to asymmetries at 500 GeV c.m.s. energy is higher than at 350 GeV in
most cases.

It was demonstrated that a considerable EW scheme dependence still remains when the
complete one-loop corrections are supplemented by the leading higher-order corrections. To
reduce the corresponding uncertainty, we need complete two-loop EW radiative corrections
for the process under consideration.

The numerical results presented here were obtained using the Monte Carlo generator
ReneSANCe [44] and the MCSANCee integrator which allow one to evaluate of arbitrary dif-
ferential cross sections and to separate particular contributions.
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[35] J. Blümlein and K. Schönwald, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 37 (2022), no. 07 2230004,
2202.08476.

[36] A. Belyaev, N. D. Christensen, and A. Pukhov, Comput. Phys. Commun. 184 (2013)
1729–1769, 1207.6082.

[37] T. Ohl in LoopFest V: Radiative Corrections for the International Linear Collider: Multi-
loops and Multi-legs, 6, 2006.

[38] W. Kilian, T. Ohl, and J. Reuter, Eur. Phys. J. C 71 (2011) 1742, 0708.4233.

[39] W. Kilian, S. Brass, T. Ohl, J. Reuter, V. Rothe, P. Stienemeier, and M. Utsch in
International Workshop on Future Linear Collider, 1, 2018, 1801.08034.

[40] D. Y. Bardin, L. Kalinovskaya, and G. Nanava, hep-ph/0012080.

[41] J. Fleischer, J. Fujimoto, T. Ishikawa, A. Leike, T. Riemann, Y. Shimizu, and A. Werthen-
bach in Workshop on Computer Particle Physics: (CPP 2001): Automatic Calculation
for Future Colliders, pp. 153–162, 3, 2002, hep-ph/0203220.

[42] J. Fleischer, A. Leike, T. Riemann, and A. Werthenbach, Eur. Phys. J. C 31 (2003)
37–56, hep-ph/0302259.

[43] G. A. Ladinsky and C. P. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 49 (1994) 4415–4426, hep-ph/9211272.

[44] R. Sadykov, A. Arbuzov, S. Bondarenko, Y. Dydyshka, L. Kalinovskaya, L. Rumyantsev,
and V. Yermolchyk, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2438 (2023), no. 1 012152.

16

http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1107.4638
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/2202.08476
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1207.6082
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/0708.4233
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/1801.08034
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012080
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0012080
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203220
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203220
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302259
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0302259
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9211272
http://www.arXiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9211272


A nearly Dirichlet Higgs for lower-scale warped extra dimensions

Mariana Franka, Nima Pourtolamib, Manuel Tohariac

aDepartment of Physics, Concordia University, 7141 Sherbrooke St. West, Montreal, Quebec H4B 1R6, Canada
bNational Bank of Canada, 1155 Metcalfe St., Montreal, Quebec H3B 4S9, Canada

cDepartment of Physics, Dawson College, 3040 Sherbrooke St W, Montreal, Qc, H3Z 1A4, Canada

Abstract

We consider a minimal extension of the Standard Model in warped extra dimensions, with fields propagating in the bulk
including a bulk SM-like Higgs doublet. We show that the Higgs can acquire a non-trivial oscillatory VEV, strongly
localized towards the TeV brane, but such that its value at that brane could be highly suppressed due to its oscillatory
behaviour. Within the minimal Randall-Sundrum metric background, this oscillatory VEV can alleviate the bounds
coming from oblique precision electroweak parameters, such that the KK gluon mass can be around 3 TeV (instead
of ∼ 8 TeV for the usual non-oscillatory bulk Higgs). We also discuss the stability of the configuration as well as the
naturalness of the model parameters.

1. Introduction

The original motivation for warped extra dimensional
models was to solve the weak-Planck scale hierarchy by
allowing gravity to propagate in the bulk of the extra di-
mension [1, 2], stabilized by a Goldberger-Wise type mech-
anism [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Furthermore, by allowing the SM
fermion fields to propagate into the bulk, it was found that
the localization of fields along the extra dimension could
provide an explanation for the observed masses and flavor
mixing among quarks and leptons [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. In
these scenarios, while the electroweak symmetry breaking
can still proceed through the standard Higgs mechanism,
the AdS/CFT correspondence can also be used so that the
Higgs appears as a composite pseudo-Goldstone boson of
the strongly coupled theory [15, 16]. In these models the
Higgs boson field must be localized near the TeV bound-
ary of the extra dimension in order to solve the hierarchy
problem. However, it is also possible for the Higgs to leak
into the bulk (bulk Higgs scenario). The benefit of this
scenario is to alleviate some of the flavour bounds and pre-
cision electroweak tests plaguing the brane Higgs models
[17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. Generally, in these models, the bounds
from the precision flavour and electroweak processes push
the mass scale of new particles to relatively large scales, no
lower than ∼ 8 TeV, which is not accessible to experiments
yet. Two different solutions have been proposed to satisfy
these bounds, while allowing for light enough new physics
within the reach of the LHC: one is to extend the gauge
group to include custodial symmetry [22, 20], the other is
to modify the warping of the space-time metric away from
the pure AdS spacetime [23, 24, 25, 26, 27].

Email addresses: mariana.frank@concordia.ca (Mariana
Frank), nima.pourtolami@gmail.com (Nima Pourtolami),
mtoharia@dawsoncollege.qc.ca (Manuel Toharia)

In this letter, we point out that the parameter space of
the usual bulk Higgs, with no gauge group extensions or
modified metric backgrounds, has not been fully explored.
We study here a remaining region of parameter space and
show that the bounds from precision electroweak tests are
much less constraining in that region. The metric back-
ground is unchanged and the gauge groups are the usual
SM groups, however the nontrivial Higgs VEV that we
consider can have a substantial suppression on the TeV
boundary.

2. The odd Higgs

We consider a scenario with one extra space dimension
and assume a (properly stabilized) static spacetime back-
ground as

ds2 = e−2σ(y)ηµνdx
µdxν − dy2 , (1)

where σ(y) is a warp factor responsible for the exponential
suppression of the mass scales from the UV brane, down to
the IR brane, located at the two boundaries of the extra
coordinate, y = 0 and y = y1, respectively [1, 2]. We
assume that the dynamics responsible for stabilizing the
setup (i.e. giving mass to the radion) do not back-react
strongly on the background metric so that we can use the
simple Randall-Sundrum (RS) metric with the warp factor
given by σ(y) = ky. The parameter k is assumed to be of
the order of the fundamental scale MPlanck, so that ky1 '
34 and the hierarchy between the Planck and the electro-
weak scale is achieved naturally, and we will refer to the
warped-down scale ΛKK = ke−ky1 as the Kaluza Klein
(KK) scale.

The matter content of this scenario corresponds to a
minimal 5D extension of the SM gauge group and with all
fields propagating in the bulk [9, 11, 10], such that fermion
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field localizations along the extra dimension can address
the flavor puzzle of the SM [19].

Electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) is induced by
a single 5D bulk Higgs doublet (H) appearing in the La-
grangian density as

L5 ⊃
√
g

(
− 1

4g2
5

W 2
MN −

1

g′5
2B

2
MN − |DMH|2 − V (H)

)
−√g

(
δ(y)λ0(H) + δ(y − y1)λ1(H)

)
, (2)

where the capital indices run through the 5 spacetime di-
rections, M = (µ, 5), while the Greek indices, µ, ν, ..., de-
note the usual 4D dimensions [28]. We first consider the
simple case of a quadratic bulk Higgs potential with the
addition of two brane localized potentials, such that the
one located at y = y1 triggers EWSB. We define the pa-
rameters in Eq. (2) as

V (H) =
1

2
µ2
BH

2 , (3)

λ0(H) =
1

2
M0H

2 , (4)

λ1(H) =
1

2
M1H

2 +
1

2
γ1H

4 . (5)

The 5D Higgs doublet can be expanded around a non-
trivial VEV profile vodd(y) in a similar way as in the SM

H =
1√
2
eig5Π

(
0

v(y) + h(x, y)

)
. (6)

Within the simple RS metric, the static non-trivial Higgs
VEV profile, vodd(y), has to satisfy the bulk equation

v′′ − 4kv′ − µ2
Bv = 0, (7)

and to obey the boundary conditions

v′(0) = M0 v(0) , (8)

v′(y1) = −M1v(y1)− 2γ1v(y1)3 . (9)

There are two different types of nontrivial solutions1 to Eq.
(7), depending on the size of the bulk mass parameter.2

We distinguish two cases:

• If (µ2
B ≥ −4k2) then the nontrivial solution is

vusual(y) = v0

(
eaky − M0/k − a

M0/k − 4 + a
e(4−a)ky

)
(10)

where we have introduced the real parameter a as
ak = 2k +

√
µ2
B + 4k2 and we have imposed the

boundary condition at y = 0. The boundary con-
dition at y = y1 yields and equation for the ampli-
tude v0 in terms of the parameters k, M0, M1, γ1 and
µ2
B . This solution is the usual nontrivial VEV solu-

tion used in the literature when considering a bulk
Higgs mechanism.

1The trivial solution v = 0 is always possible. This corresponds
to the electroweak symmetric background and, if it is unstable, it
will trigger EWSB.

2Note that the sign of the real parameter µ2B can in principle be
either positive or negative.

• If (µ2
B ≤ −4k2) then the nontrivial solution is

vodd(y) = v0e
2ky

(
sin (bky) +

b

(M0/k − 2)
cos (bky)

)
(11)

where the real parameter b is defined as bk =√
−µ2

B − 4k2 and we have imposed the boundary con-
dition at y = 0. The second boundary condition at
y = y1 will constrain the amplitude v0 in terms of the
parameters k, M0, M1, γ1 and µ2

B . This solution can
yield a Dirichlet-like and more delocalized (but still
solving the hierarchy problem) bulk Higgs, which we
refer to subsequently as the “odd” Higgs.

Even though the last solution does not necessarily have
odd parity under orbifold reflection (i.e. exact Dirichlet
boundary conditions), it contains that possibility. The
most interesting region in the parameter space of this
novel VEV profile is where the first term dominates and
hence, the solution is almost odd (or Dirichlet-like). As
we will see shortly, stability related bounds on the free
parameter b (fixed by the bulk Higgs mass, µ2

B), are such
that b ≤ π/(ky1). It is therefore generally expected that
b� (M0/k− 2), and hence, Eq. (11) reduces to vodd(y) '
v

(−−)
odd (y), where we refer to the pure sine solution as the

(−−) odd Higgs profile v
(−−)
odd (y) = v0e

2ky sin (bky). In the
case where b � (M0/k − 2) (possible whenever M0/k is

really close to 2), the profile becomes vodd(y) ' v
(+−)
odd (y),

where now we refer to the pure cosine solution as the (+−)

odd Higgs solution, v
(+−)
odd (y) = ṽ0e

2ky cos (bky), where ṽ0

is the proportionality constant of this solution.
We must mention here that µ2

B < −4k2 violates the
Breitenlohner-Freedman bound for the full AdS space [29].
However, for a slice of AdS, the boundary effects slightly
modify the stability threshold [30], and therefore, it is pos-
sible for µ2

B to be slightly below −4k2. Stability consider-
ations still impose strict constraints on µ2

B and in partic-
ular, on the VEV which should not have any nodes within
the interval [31, 32, 33, 34]. This implies that in order to
obtain stable, oscillatory VEV solutions we must have3:
−4k2 − π2/y2

1 ≤ µ2
B ≤ −4k2. This condition is the origin

of the bound, b ≤ π/(ky1) mentioned earlier, and since
(ky1) ' 34, we require: 0 ≤ b . 0.1. We will return to
stability issues in Section 5.

Next, we consider the physical Higgs perturbations
h(x, y) =

∑
n h

n
x(x)hn(y) around the nontrivial VEV. The

profiles hn(y) of the Higgs (KK) modes satisfy the equa-
tion

h′′n − 4kh′n − µ2
Bhn +m2

ne
2kyhn = 0, (12)

with boundary conditions

h′n(0) = M0 hn(0) , (13)

h′n(y1) = −(M1 − 6γ1v(y1)2)hn(y1). (14)

3Strictly speaking, this is the condition for the existence of sta-
ble, nontrivial solutions with Dirichlet boundary conditions on both
branes.
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It is apparent that with mn = 0, the bulk Higgs profile and
the background VEV satisfy identical equations of motion
but with different boundary conditions. (Although for our
choice of brane potentials, the boundary conditions at y =
0 are the same).

Assume that the mass m2
0 of the lowest mode (which will

be identified as the SM Higgs) is small compared to the KK
scale, so that the problem can be treated perturbatively.
We have

h0(y) = α v(y) (1 +O(m2
0/Λ

2
KK)) , (15)

where the KK scale is as before ΛKK = ke−ky1 ∼ O(TeV),
and with α a proportionality factor to be fixed by the
canonical normalization of the Higgs mode. Then, the
Higgs mass can be written as (see for example [25])

m2
0 = −

2v2(y1)e−4ky1
(
M1 + v′(y1)

v(y1)

)
∫ y1

0
dye−2kyv2(y)

(
1 +O

(
m2

0

Λ2
KK

))
, (16)

which is valid for perturbations around any nontrivial
VEV. In particular, perturbing around vusual(y) one finds

(m2
0)usual ' −8(a− 1)

(
M1

2k
+
a

2

)
Λ2
KK , (17)

with a ≥ 2. This result shows the amount of tuning needed
in the usual bulk Higgs setup, since, in order to satisfy
Eq. (17) we must first require M1 to be negative (for
the Higgs mass to be positive) and second, an O(1% −
0.1%) cancellation between M1/(2k) and a/2, which are,
in principle, independent parameters, originating from the
brane and bulk Higgs potentials respectively.

Moving on to the case of the “odd” Higgs, we take4

v
(−−)
odd and obtain

(m2
0)odd ' −8(1 + b2)F (b) Λ2

KK , (18)

where we have defined

F (b) =
sin2 (bky1)(2 + M1

k + b cot (bky1))

1 + b2 − cos (2bky1)− b sin (2bky1)
. (19)

This expression is only valid for small m2
0, and in general

it is possible to fix M1 such that F (b) is suppressed.
We can also see that suppression of sin (bky1) at the

boundary (i.e, bky1 ∼ π), will lead to a suppression of the
Higgs mass and we find

(m2
0)odd ' 8

sin (bky1)

b
Λ2
KK . (20)

Moreover, the sign of sin (bky1) indicates whether the
Higgs mass is tachyonic or not. In particular, for bky1 =
(π + ε), with ε small, the Higgs mass becomes tachyonic.
When bky1 = π, the Higgs will be exactly massless. This
result agrees with the stability criterion introduced earlier,
since bky1 = π + ε means that the corresponding VEV
would have a node within the interval.

Next, we analyse how this odd VEV improves the pre-
cision electroweak bounds on the model parameters.

4Here, for simplicity, we assumed b� (M0/k − 2). This will not
change any qualitative features as we will see later.

3. Precision Electroweak tests

We now consider the effects of integrating out the gauge
KK modes on the precision electroweak parameters by cal-
culating the corrections to the T and S parameters [17].
These can be easily computed with a set of surprisingly
compact and simple integrals (see [25] for details), given
by

αT = s2
Wm

2
Zy1

∫ y1

0

dye2ky(1− Ωh(y))2 (21)

αS = 8s2
W c

2
Wm

2
Zy1

∫ y1

0

dye2ky

(
1− y

y1

)
(1− Ωh(y))(22)

with s(c)W being sin θW (cos θW ), and the function Ωh(y)
defined in terms of the light SM-like Higgs profile, h0(y),
as:

Ωh(y) =

∫ y
0
dy′e−2ky′h2

0(y′)∫ y1
0
dy′e−2ky′h2

0(y′)
. (23)

Note that because the mass of h0 is small compared to the
KK scale, its wave function is proportional to the nontriv-
ial VEV vodd(y), i.e. h0(y) ∝ vodd(y). We consider the two
different VEVs discussed in the previous section, namely
the usual bulk Higgs VEV and the odd Higgs VEV,

vusual(y) ' v0e
aky (24)

vodd(y) ' v0e
2ky sin (bky) (25)

where, for simplicity, we have only kept the leading term
in each case. Full formulations are easily obtained, and
used only for later numerical computations, since they do
not affect our discussion here.

One can find expressions for the T and S parameters
in each case, by evaluating the integrals analytically. We
ignore warped down terms, and also assume that vodd(y)
is highly suppressed near the TeV brane. We find

αTusual = s2
W

m2
Z

Λ2
KK

(ky1)
(a− 1)2

a(2a− 1)
, (26)

αSusual = 8s2
W c

2
W

m2
Z

Λ2
KK

a2 − 1

4a2
, (27)

and

αTodd = s2
W

m2
Z

Λ2
KK

(ky1)
17

648

(
1 +O(b2, εb)

)
, (28)

αSodd = 8s2
W c

2
W

m2
Z

Λ2
KK

5

64

(
1 +O(b2, εb)

)
, (29)

where εb is defined as b = π/(ky1)− εb, and assumed to be
small, so that the Higgs profile is almost Dirichlet on the
y = y1 boundary. Because µ2

B/k
2 = −4− b2, a very small

value for εb means that the bulk Higgs mass parameter µ2
B

is very close to the stability limit of −4k2 − π2/(y1)2.
We focus first on the T parameter as, due to the volume

factor enhancement of (ky1) ∼ 34, it is the most constrain-
ing of the oblique parameters. The usual bulk Higgs result

3
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Figure 1: Allowed region in the S − T parameter plane at the 95%
and 68% CL [35], as well as the S and T predictions (from tree-level
KK gauge boson exchange) for a bulk Higgs scenario in the three
regimes of brane Higgs, bulk Higgs and odd Higgs. Each curve is
obtained by varying the KK scale which we parametrize using the
physical mass of the lightest KK gauge boson (MKK)1.

depends on the parameter a, and is such that the least con-
strained result is obtained for a = 2 (i.e. a relatively delo-
calized Higgs VEV), where the numerical factor from the
integral becomes 1/6. When a is very large (correspond-
ing to a brane localized Higgs VEV), the factor becomes
1/2. Therefore the bound on the KK scale coming from
the T parameter is

√
3 times smaller for a delocalized bulk

Higgs as compared to a brane Higgs. The same integral
factor in the odd Higgs case is 17/648, meaning that the
bound on the KK scale is

√
648/17× 6 ∼ 2.5 times better

(i.e weaker) for the odd Higgs case compared to the most
delocalized usual Higgs case (a = 2).

For the less constraining S parameter, again, the odd
Higgs corrections are more suppressed. However, here the
S parameter correction is larger relative to the T param-
eter correction. Indeed comparing the two cases again

Tusual
Susual

=
ky1

8c2W

4a2(a− 1)2

(a2 − 1)a(2a− 1)
∼ 0.89

ky1

8c2W
(a = 2) , (30)

and

Todd
Sodd

=
ky1

8c2W

136

405
∼ 0.34

ky1

8c2W
. (31)

Thus for the odd Higgs case the S parameter is relatively
more important. The effect is to push the overall elec-
troweak corrections towards a more favourable direction
in the S − T plane, allowing for lower KK scales than
those allowed by only considering the T parameter.5 This

5Note that this effect is already present for the usual bulk Higgs,
since the ratio T/S is about two times larger for a brane Higgs (a
large) compared to a delocalized Higgs (a = 2). Therefore the bounds
for a = 0 shift towards a more favorable direction in the S−T plane
and are thus improved further compared to the most constraining
brane Higgs.

is shown in Figure 1, where the predicted values for S and
T arising from integrating out the KK electroweak bosons
are traced for different values of the bulk Higgs parameter,
µ2
B , by varying the KK scale of the model, parametrized

as the lightest KK gauge boson mass. As shown earlier, it
is useful to parametrize this scale using the a and b param-
eters. When a is large (µ2

B large and positive) the Higgs
sector corresponds to the brane Higgs limit and the bounds
from the oblique parameters are the strongest. In this case
the lightest KK gluon cannot be lighter than ∼ 14 TeV at
95% CL. As the Higgs leaks out of the brane, by reducing
a (or µ2

B), the bounds improve. At a = 2 (µ2
B = −4k2)

the usual limit of bulk Higgs delocalization is obtained and
the bounds are such that the KK gluon mass should not be
lower than ∼ 8 TeV. As discussed earlier, the bulk Higgs
mass can be lowered beyond −4k2 as long it respects the
stability bound−4k2−π2/y2

1 ≤ µ2
B . The parameters S and

T are evaluated numerically and show a striking improve-
ment in their bounds, as the parameter εb is reduced, (i.e.,
as the Higgs is more and more Dirichlet-like). There are,
however, limiting values for each (cf. Eqs. (28) and (29),
so that once εb is small enough, no further improvement
can be obtained. Within the odd Higgs regime, the lowest
mass of the KK gluon, consistent with the S−T bounds is
about 2.8 TeV. This represents the least constraining (cal-
culable) limit on RS models without custodial symmetry
or large metric back-reaction [25, 36, 37, 38, 26, 39].

x

x
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x
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Figure 2: 95% CL lower bound from S and T parameters constraints
on the mass of the first KK gauge boson as a function of the (nega-
tive) bulk Higgs mass coefficient, µ2B . The grey region at the left side
represents the region (in µ2B/k

2) where the bulk Higgs mass parame-
ter is smaller than the lower bound set by stability requirements and
is thus ruled out. The parameter εb denotes the mass difference (in
units of k2) between µ2B and the stability limit. When µ2B ≥ −4k2,
the scenario enters the usual bulk Higgs regime and is commonly
parametrized by the Higgs wave function coefficient a ≥ 2.

In Figure 2, we consider again the tree level corrections
to S and T from KK gauge bosons, but in this case we
show the lowest possible KK gluon mass as a function of
the bulk Higgs mass, µ2

B , near the µ2
B = −4k2 region. As

expected, the bounds improve slightly as the Higgs mass
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approaches −4k2 from above. Once the mass decreases
beyond that point, the bounds improve dramatically until
reaching the stability limit. Note that, as mentioned ear-
lier, the stability limit differs depending on the UV bound-
ary conditions on the odd Higgs VEV. When the UV brane
mass parameter, M0, is large enough, the Higgs acquires
the (−−) nontrivial VEV, while if there is a strong cance-
lation (M0/k − 2)� 1 the VEV becomes the (+−) VEV.
In this case, the condition for the VEV to have no nodes
within the interval is b ≤ π/(2ky1), which yields a slightly
different bound for µ2

B . This appears in the figure as a ver-
tical line for the (+−) case, appearing at a different value
of µ2

B than the vertical asymptote for the (−−) case. Note
that the best bound on the KK scale is the same in both
situations, and when the odd Higgs VEV has an expres-
sion containing both sin (bky) and cos (bky), the stability
limit of µ2

B will lie between the limits of the (−−) and the
(+−) case. In the figure we show the region set by the
(−−) solution as the grey region marked as unstable.

KK1 Gauge

bulk Higgs(a=2)

'--' odd Higgs(ϵb=10-4 )

'--' odd Higgs(ϵb=10-3 )

'--' odd Higgs(ϵb=10-2 )

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.

0

2

4

6

8

y/y1

f(y)

Figure 3: Profiles of the “physical” wave-functions, f̂(y) =
e−kyvodd(y), of the lightest Higgs mode in the bulk Higgs regime
with a = 2 (solid, dark brown) and in the odd Higgs regime with
εb = 10−4 (dashed, blue), εb = 10−3 (dotted, light green) and
εb = 10−2 (light orange). Also shown is the wave-function of the
first heavy KK gauge mode (grey, thick dashed). The overlap be-
tween Higgs and KK gauge bosons is clearly suppressed as the Higgs
wave function becomes diminished near the brane. This leads to a
suppressed contribution to the T parameter.

Finally, in Figure 3, we show the Higgs profiles (and
therefore VEVs) for different values of the bulk Higgs
mass, µ2

B . The profile of the lightest KK gauge mode
(same in all regimes) is also plotted for comparison. We
observe that, as the Higgs mode becomes more and more
Dirichlet-like, it leaks out of the boundary (cf. [38, 26]),
which will lead to weaker couplings with the KK gauge
bosons and thus suppressed contributions to the S and T
parameters.

4. Fermion masses and Yukawa couplings

Consider the following 5D up-quark sector Yukawa La-
grangian density

LY =
√
g

(
Y bulku√

k
HQU

)
+ h.c. , (32)

where the 3×3 Yukawa coupling matrix Y bulku is composed
of O(1) dimensionless coefficients. From these 5D interac-
tions one can extract the 4D Yukawa couplings (and the
4D mass terms) of the up-type quark zero modes (sim-
ilarly for the down-type quark and the lepton sector of
the theory). The 4D effective Yukawa couplings between
the zero mode Higgs and quarks are obtained from the
overlap integrals of the quarks and Higgs wave functions
along the extra dimension. The normalized wave func-
tions for the left-handed doublet and the right-handed
singlet quarks are q(y) =

√
kNqe

(2−cq)ky and u(y) =
√
kNue

(2+cu)ky, respectively, where Nq =
√

(2cq−1)

1−e(1−2cq)ky1)

and Nu =
√

(2cu+1)

−1+e(1+2cu)ky1) are canonical normalization

factors6. The Yukawa couplings then are

L4D
Y = Y bulku

√
kNqNu

∫ y1

0

dyh0(y)e−∆cky + h.c., (33)

where ∆c = cq − cu. The canonically normalized Higgs
profiles are given by:

h0usual(y) =

√
2(a− 1)k

(e2(a−1)ky1 − 1)
eaky , (34)

and

h0odd(y) =
√
k

2ky1

π
e−ky1e2ky sin (bky) (1 +O(b2)) , (35)

where in the case of the odd Higgs we have neglected terms
terms of order b2 . 10−2 (but we keep all terms for numer-
ical calculations). We can now calculate the 4D Yukawa
couplings in each Higgs regime:

yusualu =

√
2

(2−∆c)
Y bulku NqNue

(1−∆c)ky1 (36)

and

yoddu =
2

(2−∆c)2
Y bulku NqNue

(1−∆c)ky1 . (37)

The two results are surprisingly similar, that is, both have
the same exponential dependence on ∆c = cq − cu. The

ratio of these expressions is given by
√

2
2−∆c , which is essen-

tially O(1), within the usual range of the c-values7, and
thus the odd Higgs regime addresses the flavour puzzle of
the SM in the same way as the usual bulk Higgs does,
i.e., through small masses and hierarchical mixing angles
which are a reflection of the geographical location of the
fermion wave functions along the fifth dimension.

6Note that, to simplify the notation, we omitted the flavour in-
dices.

7This usual range is such that if the quark flavour structure is
explained by the exponential factors in ∆c, typical values are roughly
found between ∆c ∼ 1.2 (lightest quarks) and ∆c ∼ 0 (top quark).
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5. Existence, stability and naturalness

We first consider the stability conditions for the trivial
Higgs VEV, i.e. v = 0. In this case there is no EWSB,
but we can still study the spectrum of Higgs perturbations
around the v = 0 vacuum. The Higgs KK modes in the
unbroken phase still satisfy the same equation as Eq. (12)
but now the boundary condition, Eq. (14), is modified:

h′n(y1) = −M1hn(y1) . (38)

We would like to know what is the most negative value for
µ2
B , before the lightest Higgs mode, h0, becomes tachy-

onic. The threshold condition will be reached when the
lowest mode h0 is massless, i.e. m2

0 = 0. Moreover, it is
known that the largest eigenvalue of the Sturm-Liouville
boundary value problem is the eigenvalue associated to
the Dirichlet problem, which in this case is obtained in
the limit of very large M0 and M1. Therefore, the ab-
solute stability bound will be obtained for the value of
µ2
B that generates a massless zero-mode (m2

0 = 0) in
the Dirichlet boundary value problem associated with Eq.
(12). The massless mode profile solution with Dirich-
let boundary conditions is h0trivial(y) = Nhe

2ky sin bky,
with the parameter b fixed by the Dirichlet boundary
condition as b = π/(ky1). But the parameter b de-
pends on the bulk Higgs mass, b2k2 = −µ2

B − 4k2, and
therefore the threshold value of the bulk mass parameter
is (µ2

B)min = −4k2(1 + π2/(2ky1)2). Below this value,
the Dirichlet Higgs perturbations around the trivial back-
ground are unstable. This value represents the generalized
Breitenlohner-Freedman bound [29] for a scalar field the-
ory defined on a slice of AdS5 [30] and is exactly the same
as the stability bound for Higgs perturbations around the
non-trivial odd Higgs VEV, mentioned earlier. Before re-
turning to the EWSB phase, we discuss the more general
case in which the boundary conditions are not Dirichlet.
The (perturbative) expression for the mass of the lowest
Higgs KK perturbation around the trivial vacuum, v = 0,
has the same form as the mass of the lightest Higgs mode
with the non-trivial VEV. The only difference is that it
has opposite sign and is divided by a factor of 2, i.e.

m2
0trivial = −1

2
m2

0non−trivial , (39)

where the expressions for m2
0non−trivial were given in Eqs.

(17) and (18), depending on the regime of the nontrivial
VEV. This means that whenever the unbroken phase is
unstable, the broken phase will be stable and vice versa.

We now return to the case where the Higgs acquires a
nontrivial VEV. In [34] it was shown that for any bulk
scalar potential defined on a slice of AdS5, with the scalar
field respecting Dirichlet boundary conditions, any non-
trivial scalar VEV solution with nodes in the interval
would be unstable. In the case of the simple potential used
in this paper, this result can be obtained easily, since the
equation for the perturbations around a nontrivial VEV
is the same as the one for the trivial vacuum. Indeed,

one finds that the threshold at which a massless mode ap-
pears is precisely the point where the VEV has a node at
the boundaries (it is Dirichlet-like). When the boundary
node moves slightly into the bulk, the eigenvalue becomes
slightly negative. For the case of a more general bulk Higgs
potential, this no-node criterion continues to be useful in
the determination of the absolute stability bound associ-
ated with the Higgs sector.

A related topic is the size of the Higgs potential pa-
rameters, namely the bulk mass coefficient, µ2

B , the brane
quadratic coefficients, M0 and M1, and the brane quartic
coefficient, γ1. As previously discussed, the parameter M0

can remain to be O(1) (in units of k) without changing
any properties of the odd Higgs VEV solution, Eq. (25).
In the case of the bulk mass parameter, it is bound to be
µ2
B > −4k2−π2/(ky1)2k2 and so it can easily remain O(1)

in units of k2.

Moreover, as we have seen earlier, in order to have a
light Higgs the bulk mass parameter must be very close to
the stability limit, i.e. close to −4k2. This implies some
degree of parameter tuning because one needs to require
the function F (b) to be small enough to generate the light
Higgs mass (see Eq. (18)). If we define

εb = µ2
B + 4k2 + π2/y2

1 , (40)

assuming small εb, the approximate expression for F (b)
(including the dependence on M1) becomes

F (b) ' εbky1

b

(
(4 +M1/k)

εbky1

b
− 1

)
, (41)

from which we can easily identify two contributions to the
overall coefficient. Since (ky1) ∼ 34 and b ∼ 10−1, one

needs at least εb ∼ 10−3 so that:
(
εbky1
b

)
∼ 10−1. This

requirement on εb represents roughly a 0.1% tuning on the
parameter µ2

B and we still need a further 10−1 factor from
the term containing M1 in order to obtain the overall 10−2

suppression for F (b). We see that, while in the normal
bulk Higgs case (Eq. (17)), M1 has to be negative, in
this scenario it can be positive or negative. In fact, with
our previous choice, we see that a positive value of M1/k
lying between 4 and 5 can achieve the overall suppression
of F (b) without really much tuning of M1. We conclude
that in this regime, the required tuning to obtain a light
Higgs is around 0.1% and the tuned parameter is (µ2

B).8

The brane quartic coefficient γ1 is fixed by the require-
ment of obtaining a light enough electroweak scale, i.e.
generating the appropriate Z and W boson masses. The

8Note that, as we mentioned before, (cf. Eq. (17) and the discus-
sion below it), in the usual bulk Higgs scenario there is also a tuning,

(M1 + 2k +
√
µ2B + 4k2) ∼ O(1%). This tuning is initially slightly

less ’fine’ than in the odd Higgs case for a given KK scale. However,
since the odd Higgs allows for a lower KK scale, the tuning ends up
becoming of similar order if one considers a bulk Higgs scenario with
heavier KK modes with masses closer to 10 TeV.
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W mass can be approximated as

m2
W =

g2
5

4y1

∫ y1

0

dyv2(y)e−2ky (42)

where v(y) is the nontrivial Higgs VEV, which depending
on the sign of (4k2 +µ2), can take either the usual form of
Eq. (10) or the new oscillatory solution vodd(y) of Eq. (11).

The constant coefficient v0 can be removed in favor of
m2
W , and using the IR boundary condition for the VEV,

Eq. (9), we can solve for the quartic coefficient, γ1, as

γ1 =
g2

4

16

m2
h

m2
W

(∫ y1

0

dy
e−2kyv(y)2

e−2ky1v(y1)2

)2

. (43)

When v(y) = vusual(y), one obtains γ1 =
g24

16k2
m2

h

m2
W

1
(2a−2)2

which is naturally of O(1/k2). However when v(y) =
vodd(y) the coefficient γ1 diverges if vodd vanishes at the IR
brane (i.e. when it becomes exactly Dirichlet-like). This is
not surprising since Dirichlet boundary conditions require
an infinite brane potential. However, vodd(y) does not ex-
actly vanish at the IR brane as the Higgs mass should not
be zero. The parameter εb as defined in Eq. (40) rep-
resents the deviation from the stability threshold (i.e., a
massless Higgs) and γ1 can be easily obtained for differ-
ent values of εb. For example, for a fixed volume factor
ky1 = 34 and εb = 10−3 we obtain γ1 '

(
0.86
k2

)
, while

for εb = 5 × 10−4 we get γ1 '
(

7.1
k2

)
and for εb = 10−4,

γ1 '
(

2.5×103

k2

)
. This behavior reflects again that in order

to suppress scalar field values at the boundary, one requires
a large scalar brane potential. Moreover, we also see that
the value of the quartic potential acquires very large val-
ues close to the region where the oblique parameters are
most strongly suppressed. However if one insists in keep-
ing γ1 at most O(1/k2) one can still have a suppressed T
parameter for εb ∼ 10−3 (see Figs. 1 and 2).

Finally we turn to the interplay between the Higgs back-
ground and the gravitational background of this scenario.
So far we have assumed a static RS background, but it
is known that since the background contains a massless
graviscalar mode, the radion, it must be stabilized. The
natural question is whether the back-reaction of the non-
trivial Higgs VEV (which we neglected, assuming it to be
small) will stabilize the gravitational background, namely
if the radion will acquire a positive mass squared. Un-
fortunately, it was shown in [40] that when one considers
static solutions for both the warp factor and a single scalar
field (here, the Higgs), the radion will be tachyonic when-
ever the derivative of the scalar VEV vanishes inside the
interval. Since this is precisely what happens with the
odd Higgs VEV, the setup as is will not be gravitation-
ally stable. However, RS type scenarios always require a
mechanism to lift the massless radion. The simplest pro-
cedure is to add a new scalar singlet which would acquire a
VEV and will back-react on the metric background gener-
ating a stabilizing potential for the radion [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8].
This is the solution for our scenario as well, except that in

our case the stabilizing scalar should lift the radion tachy-
onic mass generated by the Higgs nontrivial VEV. Since
the Higgs VEV determines the electroweak scale (which is
much smaller than the KK scale), one expects the scale of
the radion tachyonic mass to also be small, and thus rais-
ing the radion mass should proceed in a fashion similar to
that of the usual warped scenarios.

6. Conclusions

We considered the simplest RS warped scenario in which
matter particles and the Higgs field propagate in the bulk
and where the flavour structure of the SM is generated
by the localization of the fermion fields along the extra
space dimension. We found that a small region of param-
eter space within this setup, where the bulk Higgs mass is
pushed beyond the naive −4k2 threshold, has not been ex-
plored yet. Moreover, within that region the bounds from
precision electroweak constraints are much milder than in
the usual bulk Higgs regimes. In this region, we carefully
addressed stability concerns associated to the extension of
the parameter space.

Even though the regime considered here requires slightly
more tuning than the usual bulk Higgs regime, and also
can require a somewhat larger brane scalar potential, this
scenario is very interesting thanks to its simplicity and its
success in reducing the T parameter. Even if a small hier-
archy problem is present with the setup, the oscillatory
Higgs VEV can be exploited within different scenarios,
either with custodial symmetry or with heavily modified
metric backgrounds. Thus, while still addressing the hi-
erarchy and the flavour problem of the Standard Model,
the bounds and mass limits of the model are improved,
making it possible to allow for lighter KK modes, which
would be accessible at the LHC.
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We show the absence of an instability of homogeneous (chiral) condensates against spatially inho-
mogeneous perturbations for various 2+1-dimensional four-fermion and Yukawa models. All models
are studied at non-zero baryon chemical potential, while some of them are also subjected to chiral
and isospin chemical potential. The considered theories contain up to 16 Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar
fermionic interaction channels. We prove the stability of homogeneous condensates by analyzing the
bosonic two-point function, which can be expressed in a purely analytical form at zero temperature.
Our analysis is presented in a general manner for all of the different discussed models. We argue that
the absence of an inhomogeneous chiral phase (where the chiral condensate is spatially non-uniform)
follows from this lack of instability. Furthermore, the existence of a moat regime, where the bosonic
wave function renormalization is negative, in these models is ruled out.

Keywords: four-fermion, Yukawa model, stability analysis, inhomogeneous phases, moat regime, phase
diagram
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theories (QFTs) with four-fermion (FF) interactions, so-called FF models, are relevant for several
branches of physics and, recently, much attention has been paid to their investigation. FF models, such as the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [1, 2], and also Yukawa-type models, such as the quark-meson (QM) model [3], are
considered as low-energy effective models of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) and light meson physics, describing,
e.g., spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking or color superconductivity. The models are applied to study strongly-
interacting, fermionic matter under (extreme) external conditions such as, e.g., temperature, density, chiral or isospin
imbalance or magnetic fields (see, e.g., Refs. [4–21]). In contrast to QCD, the models do not exhibit a sign problem
for finite baryon chemical potential rendering, e.g., lattice investigations possible (see, e.g., Refs. [9, 22, 23]).

Often, FF models are studied in two spatial dimensions, where they are, in contrast to three spatial dimensions,
renormalizable [24, 25]. The motivation of many works [26–41] is the study of physical phenomena in high energy
physics such as chiral symmetry breaking or color-superconductivity in rather simple, low-dimensional QFTs. For
example, the phenomenon of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking induced by an external magnetic field has first
been observed in a 2 + 1-dimensional Gross-Neveu (GN)-type model [42, 43] (see Ref. [44] for the original definition
of the GN model in 1 + 1 dimensions). Also, 2 + 1-dimensional FF and Yukawa models are interesting for the study of
technical aspects and the development of techniques in QFT, see Refs. [24, 25, 27, 45–54]. Another motivation for the
study of these models is the application to condensed matter systems with an effectively planar structure, which can
be described by a relativistic fermionic dispersion relation1. For example, symmetry breaking schemes of graphene
effective field theory [65–68] are also present in FF models. Thus, studies of fermionic models in 2 + 1 dimensions
under the influence of external parameters, as, e.g., Refs. [40, 41, 59, 60, 69–74], are motivated both from the high
energy and the condensed matter perspective.

In many of the above works the (chiral) order parameters are considered to be homogeneous in space. This
is a reasonable choice for first investigations of the phase diagram. In strongly-interacting systems in condensed
matter physics, however, crystalline-like ground states are quite common [75–82] suggesting that the assumption of
homogeneous order parameters has to be reevaluated. More refined investigations of FF and Yukawa-type models
have indeed revealed the presence of a chiral inhomogeneous phase (IP), where the corresponding order parameter is a
function of the spatial coordinates, also in effective theories in nuclear and high energy physics, see Refs. [83–85], where
IPs have first been found in this context. This has stimulated conjectures that inhomogeneous chiral condensates and
related phenomena might also be relevant in the phase diagram of QCD. However, it has to be remarked that many
of the existing model investigations have been carried out within the mean-field approximation, where the bosonic
quantum fluctuations are neglected.

One of the most prominent examples for an IP is the chiral kink in the 1 + 1-dimensional GN model2 [56, 86], but
also various other types of IPs with a more complicated structure have been found in 1+1-dimensional models [87–93].
In recent literature, there is an on-going discussion whether these phases persist when allowing for bosonic quantum
fluctuations [94–98], where a spontaneous breaking of translational invariance, as in an IP, should be forbidden in
1 + 1 dimensions according to the Mermin-Wagner theorem [99–102].

In 3+1 dimensions, many of the models for spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking in QCD feature an IP – typically
appearing at low temperature and intermediate densities, where one would expect a first-order phase transition
between homogeneous phases, see Ref. [103] for a review. However, these results are mostly obtained in the mean-
field approximation and their predictive power for QCD can be questioned. In case of the FF models, we recently
documented a regulator dependence of the IP in the NJL model [23], where the existence and shape of the IP depends
on the chosen regularization scheme. In combination with the non-renormalizability of the NJL model this raises
questions about the predictive power for QCD, especially since the chemical potentials in the region of the IP are in
the order of the necessary regulator. The results in the renormalizable QM model suffer from other technical problems,
such as instabilities at large field values [104, 105].

Besides these difficulties of the model studies, there are still indications that inhomogeneous chiral condensates
might be relevant in QCD [106, 107]. A recent Functional Renormalization Group study of QCD [108] finds a so-
called moat or Lifshitz regime, where the bosonic wave-function renormalization is negative and a modified dispersion
relation is obtained [109]. Such a phenomenon is often related to an IP [110]. Experimental signals of this regime are
discussed in Refs. [109, 111–113].

In 2 + 1-dimensional models, only recently the attention has moved towards the study of IPs [41, 114–119]. In
the 2 + 1-dimensional GN model, IPs were observed at finite lattice spacing [114], but it turned out that these are

1 For example, it was shown that the 1 + 1-dimensional GN model is suitable for the description of polyacetylene and similar systems
[55, 56]. In a similar way, 2 + 1-dimensional FF and Yukawa models can be applied in descriptions of condensed matter systems in 2 + 1
dimensions [57–64].

2 In condensed matter, the equivalent model is known as the Fröhlich model [77].
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regulator artifacts depending on the chosen regularization scheme [115, 116]. After renormalization homogeneous
phases are favored. This regulator dependence further highlights the problem of non-renormalizability with respect to
high chemical potentials relevant in the IP of the 3+1-dimensional NJL model [23]. In lattice simulations of the 2+1-
dimensional GN model, oscillating, but damped correlators have been observed in Refs. [37, 38], but considering the
found regulator dependence of the IP [115, 116] it is unclear whether these are reminiscent from the above described
regulator artifacts or from underlying physical reasons, such as Fermi surface effects. We note that the existence of
an IP is also not favored by the introduction of chiral imbalance [117, 118] nor of a magnetic field [41].

In this paper, we rule out the instability of homogeneous condensates with respect to inhomogeneous perturbations
for a large class of models with Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar isospin FF interactions. This extends the previous findings in
the GN model to a variety of different FF and Yukawa models. We apply the framework of analyzing the stability of
the bosonic two-point functions (as, e.g., used in Refs. [23, 110, 114, 116, 118–125]) to these models. This analysis tests
whether homogeneous field configurations are energetically unstable against inhomogeneous perturbations. Among
the limitations of the method is that one can only show the existence of an IP and not the shape of energetically
preferred inhomogeneous field configuration (see Ref. [110] for a detailed discussion of this method). As discussed in
Ref. [110], there might still exist an IP, which is not detected by the stability analysis. However, to our knowledge no
phase diagram has been found, where an IP does not at least enclose a region in parameter space with instabilities of
the homogeneous minimum against inhomogeneous perturbations. Moreover, all IPs so-far observed in model studies
are connected by a second-order phase transition to the chirally symmetric phase. Such a phase transition can always
be detected by analyzing the stability of the symmetric minimum of the effective potential.

This work is outlined as follows. A general FF model, containing all the studied interaction channels, is introduced
in Section II. Furthermore, we present an extension of these models to Yukawa models. In Section III, the stability
analysis of the bosonic two-point function for finite baryon chemical potential and temperature is presented for the
FF models and their extension to Yukawa models. Based on this analysis, we argue that all models with Lorentz-
(pseudo)scalar interaction channels do not exhibit IPs or moat regimes. In Section IV, examples for these FF models
are presented. Allowing for multiple chemical potentials, we also show the stability of homogeneous condensates for
a few theories each containing a small subset of the previously discussed interaction channels. Finally, we sum up our
results and conclude in Section V.

II. DEFINITION OF THE CONSIDERED MODELS

In this section, we introduce a FF model, which serves as the general prototype for the models, which will be later
studied using the stability analysis introduced in Section III. We perform a bosonization with auxiliary fields and
obtain the effective action. Finally, in Section II B, the Yukawa models, obtained from extending the bosonized FF
models, are defined.

A. Four-fermion models

In order to set up our general analysis, we define

SFF[ψ̄, ψ] =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x

ψ̄ (/∂ + γ3µ
)
ψ −

 16∑
j=1

λj

2N

(
ψ̄ cj ψ

)2 , (1)

as the most general FF action studied in this work in 2+1-dimensional Euclidean spacetime (x = (x, τ) represents the
spacetime coordinate). The integration over the periodic Euclidean temporal coordinate τ goes from 0 to β = 1/T ,
where T is the temperature, while the integration over d2x goes over the two-dimensional spatial plane. The vector
ψ contains 2N four-component fermion fields (N identical spinors with isospin up/down respectively). We work in
the chiral limit, so no bare mass term is introduced. The Dirac matrices are reducible, 4 × 4 representations of the
2 + 1-dimensional Euclidean Clifford algebra

{γµ, γν} = γµγν + γνγµ = 2δµνI, µ, ν = 1, 2, 3, (2)

where I is the 4× 4 identity matrix. Useful representations for computations in 2 + 1 dimensions can, e.g., be found
in Refs. [116, 118, 126, 127]. The interaction vertices cj are 8× 8 matrices in isospin and spin space and elements of

C = (cj)j=1,...,16 = (1, iγ4, iγ5, γ45, ~τ , i~τγ4, i~τγ5, ~τγ45) , (3)
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where ~τ is the vector of Pauli-matrices acting on the isospin degrees of freedom. The spin matrices γ4 and γ5 anti-
commute with the γν , while γ45 ≡ iγ4γ5 commutes with the γν . All elements of C are 8 × 8 matrices, where the
identity matrices in spin and isospin space are not explicitly written down whenever the matrix cj is diagonal in the

corresponding space. The channels
(
ψ̄(x) cj ψ(x)

)2
are local, Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar FF interactions in the SU(2)

isospin space and spinor space. The vector and matrix-like FF channels are not taken into account, since the analysis
of these interactions differs technically from the (pseudo-)scalar ones. Therefore, these interaction terms will be left
to forthcoming work. The couplings λj of each channel have inverse energy dimension and will be set to either 0 or
λ in order to study different models and allow for different symmetry groups of the action3. The chemical potential
µ is introduced in the usual way and induces a non-vanishing baryon density ∝ ψ̄γ3ψ.

It is well known, that the partition function of Eq. (1) is identical to a partition function with auxiliary bosonic

scalar fields ~φ, where φj can be introduced via a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation (an inverse shifted Gaussian

integration) in order to get rid of the FF interaction
(
ψ̄(x) cj ψ(x)

)2
, up to a physically irrelevant integration constant

[44]. The partially bosonized action is then given by

S[ψ̄, ψ, ~φ] =

∫
d3x

N∑
j∈J

φ2
j

2λj
+ ψ̄Qψ

 , Q = /∂ + γ3µ+
∑
j∈J

cj φj , (4)

where J is an index set containing4 all integers 1 ≤ j ≤ 16 with λj 6= 0. The auxiliary fields φj have the dimension
of an energy and fulfill the Ward identity5

〈φj〉 = −λj

N 〈ψ̄cjψ〉, j ∈ J. (5)

In order to relate to the literature about FF models as low-energy effective models (e.g. Refs. [1–3, 5, 8, 10, 12, 19,
21, 103]), we define phenomenologically motivated symbols for the φj , i.e., the tuple

Φ = (φj)j=1,...,16 = (σ, η4, η5, η45,~a0, ~π4, ~π5, ~π45) . (6)

The ordering of this tuple is used to directly map a field φj to the corresponding fermion bilinear ψ̄cjψ by reading
of the index j in the tuple C in Eq. (3). As one can see from Eq. (4), non-vanishing 〈φj〉 give rise to dynamically
generated mass terms for the fermion fields. These mass terms spontaneously break different symmetries of the action
Eq. (4). The possibility of certain symmetry breaking schemes is, of course, dependent on the choice of interaction
channels, i.e., on the set J (see the definition below Eq. (4)).

In Appendix A, we define the (chiral) symmetry group for 2 + 1-dimensional fermion fields. Considering no inter-
action terms, the fermion fields contained in ψ are invariant under transformations of the group U(4N) composed
of chiral transformation of the group Uγ(2N) and isospin transformations, which are elements of SU~τ (2). This in-
variance is not explicitly broken in the action (4) (or Eq. (1)) if λj = λ for6 j = 1, . . . , 16. When a subgroup of the
interaction channels is taken into account in the partially bosonized action (4), only subgroups of the chiral symmetry
transformations might be realized (depending on the choice of J). The reminiscent symmetry transformations, which
are relevant in Section IV, are also defined in Appendix A.

A mass term of the form mψ̄ψ, as spontaneously generated by a non-vanishing expectation value of φ1 = σ, breaks
the full symmetry group Uγ(2N) down to the UI4(N)×Uγ45(N) subgroup of vector transformations. Mass terms of
the form im4ψ̄γ4ψ (generated by φ2 = η4) and im5ψ̄γ5ψ (generated by φ3 = η5) have the same symmetry breaking
pattern, but, in addition also break one of the two Z2 parity transformations7

P4 : ψ(x)→ γ4ψ(−x) , ψ̄(x)→ ψ̄(−x)γ4; (7)

P5 : ψ(x)→ γ5ψ(−x) , ψ̄(x)→ ψ̄(−x)γ5. (8)

In addition, there is a fourth mass term m45ψ̄γ45ψ, which does not break a continuous symmetry, but both P4 and
P5. This parity-odd mass can be dynamically generated by a non-vanishing expectation value of φ4 = η45. These four
different mass terms have an interpretation in condensed matter applications, such as graphene or similar systems

3 Typically, a FF model, which is invariant under a continuous chiral symmetry transformation, involves two or more FF channels, whose
couplings all take an identical value in order to allow for a rotational symmetry transformation between them.

4 The definition of this set ensures that an auxiliary field φk is only introduced, when the coupling λk of the corresponding channel is
non-vanishing.

5 The relations for these 1-point functions can derived imposing the invariance of the functional integration measure
∏
iDφi under the

infinitesimal shifts of the fields ~φ.
6 In fact, the full chiral symmetry group is already realized, when λj = λ for j = 1, 2, 3.
7 The parity transformation in 2+1-dimensional Euclidean spacetime is defined as an inversion of an odd number of axes. Our convention

is to flip all 3 spacetime coordinates. The ambiguity of having two different parity transformations, that can act on the fermion fields,
has its origin in the reducible spinor representation.
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[128–130], see Ref. [51] for a summary. We assign quantum numbers +,− to the auxiliary bosonic fields in Eq. (6)
according to their transformation behavior under the parity transformations (7) and (8). The fields and their quantum
numbers are listed in Table I. Later, we will refer to the fields by their behavior under parity, e.g., η4 and ~π4 are fields
with quantum numbers (−,+) and σ,~a0 are (+,+) fields.

(P4, P5) φj
(+,+) σ,~a0

(−,+) η4, ~π4

(+,−) η5, ~π5

(−,−) η45, ~π45

TABLE I. The quantum numbers (P4, P5) of the fields φj in Eq. (6).

After integration over the fermion fields in Eq. (4), one obtains an effective action, depending solely on the bosonic
fields,

Seff

[
~φ
]

N
=

∫
d3x

∑
j∈J

φ2
j

2λj
− Tr lnβQ, (9)

where Q has been multiplied with β in order to ensure a dimensionless argument of the logarithm. This introduces
only a temperature-dependent constant to the partition function. We recognize that Seff is proportional to N . Taking
the limit N → ∞ for the FF models is equivalent to a mean-field approximation at finite N , which is what we
consider for the rest of this work. In this approximation one takes the fermionic fluctuations fully into account
through the functional Tr ln over the Dirac operator Q, while all quantum fluctuations in the bosonic degrees of

freedom are neglected. This causes the global minimum ~φ(x) = ~Φ(x) of Seff to be the only relevant contribution in
the partition function. Thus, expectation values of observables can be computed by evaluating them on the respective
global minimum. This can become problematic when the effective action has multiple, degenerate global minima, for
example in the case of a first order phase-transition or minima which are related by symmetry transformations on the
level of the effective action. In the latter case, one formally has to introduce a small symmetry breaking parameter
z and make the extrapolation z → 0 in order to remove ambiguities. In the mean-field approximation, however, it
is common (see, e.g., Refs. [4, 8, 103]) and more practical to pick one of the degenerate minima whenever facing
this situation. In the case of a first order phase-transition or critical end point, we will refrain from evaluating any
quantities that depend on the minimum of the effective action in order to avoid ambiguities.

B. Yukawa models

In order to generalize our analysis of the FF models, as defined in Eq. (1), to corresponding Yukawa models in
Section III, we introduce their action in 2 + 1-dimensional Euclidean spacetime as

SY [~χ] =
Seff[h~χ]

N
+

∫
d3x

1

2
(∂ν~χ(x))

2
+
∑
n>1

κn

∑
j∈J

χ2
j (x)

n , (10)

where ~χ = (χj)j∈J contains scalar fields of canonical dimension energy1/2, h is the Yukawa coupling, κn are the cou-

plings of the self-interaction terms between the fields ~χ and Seff is defined in Eq. (9). In the mean-field approximation,
these models can be analyzed using the stability analysis in the same manner as the FF models, as is discussed in
Section III B. Thus, quantum fluctuations of the fields ~χ are neglected and observables are computed by evaluating
them on the global minimum of SY using the same formalism as described above for the FF models. A field χj , that
by its interaction channel in Seff corresponds to a field φj in a FF model, has the same parity quantum numbers
defined in Table I from φj . Eq. (10) defines a QM-type of model. One can think of the fermion fields contained in
Seff via the fermionic determinant as interacting through the exchange of the dynamical bosonic fields χj , which in
the QM model correspond to light mesons.

We note that the Ward identity for the expectation values of the scalar fields χj , analogous to Eq. (5) for the auxiliary
fields φj , contains additional contributions from the self-interaction and kinetic terms. Thus, the expectation value of
χj does not directly yield the expectation value of a fermion bilinear (although these can nevertheless be computed).
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However, the spatial homogeneity of the bosonic fields still directly leads to the absence of inhomogeneous condensates.
Consequently, the investigation of IPs in Yukawa models is possible by studying the stability of the fields χj in the
same way as we study the stability of φj in the FF models.

III. STABILITY ANALYSIS OF MODELS WITH A BARYON CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

The stability analysis is a technique to determine whether a spatially homogeneous field configuration is unstable
with respect to inhomogeneous perturbations. It follows from this instability that an inhomogeneous field configu-
ration is energetically favored over the homogeneous expansion point. This technique has seen regular use in such
investigations, e.g., in [110, 116, 122, 125] and,thus, we recapitulate only the most relevant steps. We provide, how-
ever, a more detailed derivation in Appendix B. Note that the central result of this work, i.e., showing the stability of
homogeneous condensates against inhomogeneous perturbations in all models with Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar interaction
channels in a general manner, is discussed below in Section III A.

We start by considering homogeneous field configurations ~̄φ and apply spatially inhomogeneous perturbations δ~φ
to them, i.e.,

~φ(x) = ~̄φ+ δ~φ(x), (11)

where the perturbations are of an arbitrary shape and assumed to be of an infinitesimal amplitude. Inserting this
into the effective action (9) enables a systematic expansion of Seff in powers of δφ. The zeroth order contribution

S(0)
eff (B5) is the so-called homogeneous effective potential and the leading order contribution S(1)

eff (B6) is proportional

to the homogeneous gap equation (compare with Eqs. (B10) and (B11)). Thus, S(1)
eff vanishes if the homogeneous

expansion point ~̄φ corresponds to a solution of the gap equation. The second order contribution contains the Hessian
of the effective action, which is found to be diagonal in momentum space, but not necessarily diagonal in field space.

The diagonalization – if possible – is done via a change of the field basis ~φ→ ~ϕ. For the theory considered in Eq. (9),

where only a baryon chemical potential is present, the Hessian is already diagonal in field space, i.e., ~ϕ = ~φ, if we
set all non-zero λj to λ. Nevertheless, we use the “new” basis from here on in order to be consistent with the later
analysis, where a proper diagonalization is indeed needed. We then obtain as the second order contribution

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

∑
j∈J
|δϕ̃j(q)|2 Γ(2)

ϕj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

) (12)

where δϕ̃(q) are the Fourier coefficients of the perturbations and the magnitude of the perturbation’s momentum

q = |q|. The bosonic two-point function Γ
(2)
ϕj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

)
is the curvature of the effective action with respect to

|δϕ̃(q)|. For the curvature we find the explicit form

Γ(2)
ϕj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

)
=

1

λ
+

8

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2

(
−1

ν̃2
n + p2 +M2

+
1

2

q2 + aϕj M
2

[ν̃2
n + p2 +M2][ν̃2

n + (p + q)2 +M2]

)
≡ (13)

≡ 1

λ
− `1

(
M2, µ, T

)
+

1

2

(
q2 + aϕj

M2
)
`2
(
M2, µ, T, q2

)
≡

≡ 1

λ
− `1

(
M2, µ, T

)
+ L2,ϕj

(M2, µ, T, q2),

where ν̃n = (νn − iµ), the fermionic Matsubara frequencies νn = 2π(n− 1
2 )/β and

M2
(
~φ
)

=
∑
j∈J

c?jcj(φj)
2 ≡M2 with c?j =

{
cj for cj = 1, ~τ

−cj otherwise
. (14)

We find that aϕj = a+ = 4 for fields ϕj with parity quantum numbers (P4, P5) = (+,+), (−,−) and aϕj = a− = 0
for fields with (P4, P5) = (+,−), (−,+). Accordingly, we find two possible momentum dependent contributions

L2,+(M2, µ, T, q2) =
1

2

(
q2 + 4M2

)
`2(M2, µ, T, q2) , L2,−(M2, µ, T, q2) =

1

2
q2`2(M2, µ, T, q2) (15)
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FIG. 1. L2,+ and L2,− for T/M0 = 0, 0.05 and µ/M0 = 1.0 as a function of q and M. Also at finite temperature
L2,−(M2, µ, T, q2 = 0) = 0. However, the 0.0 contour line and its label are not drawn, because they would be obscured
by the axis. In the ancillary files to this paper, we provide a script, which allows to do the numerical computation of L2,± for
arbitrary values of (M2, µ, T, q2) and that produces this figure. See Eqs. (13) and (15) for the definition of L2,±.

to the two-point function. The integral `2 at T = 0 assumes the simple form

`2(M2, µ, T = 0, q2) =
2

πq


0 , µ2 > M2 + q2/4

arctan

(√
q2+4(M2−µ2)

2µ

)
, M2 ≤ µ2 ≤M2 + q2/4

arctan
(

q
2|M |

)
, µ2 < M2

. (16)

Further expressions for `1 and `2 for various cases of µ, T,M2, q2 can be found in Appendices B 1 and B 2.
In order to make conclusions about whether inhomogeneous condensates are favored over homogeneous ones, we use

the global homogeneous minimum as the homogeneous expansion point, i.e., the field configuration ~̄Φ that minimizes

S(0)
eff globally with the corresponding massM2 := M2(~̄Φ). This field configuration is also a solution of the gap equation

(B11). Therefore, S(0)
eff assumes its minimal value while S(1)

eff vanishes (since it is proportional to the gap equation,

compare with Eqs. (B10) and (B11)). Thus, negative values of Γ
(2)
ϕj (M2, µ, T, q2) will signal that there is an even

deeper minimum in the direction of δϕ̃j(q). In order to provide dimensionless quantities, we express all parameters
in units of the massM0, which is the mass corresponding to the global homogeneous minimum in the vacuum of the
theory.
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A. Absence of instability

The global homogeneous minimum, that is the only relevant expansion point when searching for an IP, is stable

against homogeneous perturbations, i.e., Γ
(2)
ϕj (M2, µ, T, q2 = 0) ≥ 0 ∀ϕj . Consequently, negative values for finite

q2 and, thus, an instability against inhomogeneous perturbations can be ruled out, if the q-dependent part L2,ϕj

of Γ
(2)
ϕj (M2, µ, T, q2) is a monotonically increasing function of q2. This is exactly the case for L2,±. For T = 0 the

analytical form of L2,± given by Eqs. (15) and (16) reveals its monotonically increasing behavior for all M2, µ, q2.
The same is true for finite temperatures which can be verified by numerical calculations of `2. In Fig. 1, the functional
behavior of L2,± for µ/M0 = 1.0 and T/M0 = 0.0, 0.05 is plotted in a color plot. We conclude that the general model
defined by Eq. (9) does not experience an instability towards an IP. This conclusion holds when considering any set
of interaction channels as given by J . Moreover, these models also do not feature a so-called moat regime [109].
This regime is defined by a negative wave-function renormalization Z ∝ d2Γ(2)/dq2 and is often an accompanying
phenomenon to an IP but can also exist independently [110]. Our computations show that L2,± always yields Z ≥ 0,
since they are monotonically increasing functions in q.

Additionally, we note that `2 ∼ Θ
(
µ2 −M2 − q2/4

)
at T = 0, which causes the two-point function to be constant

for momenta 0 < q2/4 < µ2 −M2. Here not only the wave function renormalization Z vanishes, but also any higher
derivative of Γ(2) with respect to q. A special point is at µ/M0 = 1 and T = 0, where the homogeneous phase
transition in the 2 + 1-dimensional GN is often regarded as being first order. However, the system rather exhibits a
critical endpoint at this point [29]. This means that the effective potential (e.g. computed in Refs. [26, 116]) is flat
between some homogeneous field values with M ∈ [0.0, 1.0]. Such a flatness is also observed in the two-point function
where the contribution 1/λ − `1 vanishes, which causes the two-point function to be constant zero for momenta
0 < q2/4 < µ2−M2. This vanishing curvature of the effective action is a hint for a degeneracy between homogeneous
and inhomogeneous condensates. Such a behavior has already been observed in the case of the 2 + 1-dimensional GN
model also at µ/M0 = 1.0, T/M0 = 0, which has been revealed by a study [131] with an one-dimensional ansatz
for the chiral condensate. We expect this degeneracy to be restricted to (µ, T )/M0 = (1.0, 0.0) and, especially,
the homogeneous condensates to be favored against inhomogeneous ones for all non-vanishing T . The analysis in
Ref. [131] suggests that also higher orders of the expansion of the effective action would vanish for a certain range of
finite momenta. In Section IV A, we show that the homogeneous phase diagram of all possible models described by
Eq. (9) is identical to the one of the 2 + 1-dimensional GN model. Thus, the above discussion of the flatness of the
effective potential and the two-point function also applies to these models.

It should be noted that the absence of an instability does not completely rule out the existence of an IP. As discussed
in Ref. [110] at the example of the 1 + 1-dimensional GN model, it is possible for the homogeneous minimum and
global inhomogeneous minimum to be separated by a energy barrier. Here, the homogeneous minimum appears stable
against inhomogeneous perturbations even though an IP is energetically favored. Such a phase can only be found by
calculations with a guess of ansatz functions for the condensates or by explicit numerical brute-force minimizations
using lattice field theory. For the 2 + 1-dimensional GN model, there is evidence in the literature that this is not
realized. Lattice minimizations of this model have not found any other IP at finite lattice spacings than the ones also
obtained by a stability analysis of the lattice regularized models [116, 118, 119]. It is important to note that these IPs
vanish when taking the continuum limit [115, 116], as the bosonic two-point function converges towards a momentum
dependence proportional to L2,+. These results of the 2 + 1-dimensional GN model suggest that the stability analysis
applied to our general FF model (9) also does not miss an IP. Also, to our knowledge all IPs, which are observed in
model investigations, can at least in some parameter region be detected by the stability analysis. In these studies, one
finds a second order phase transition between the IP and the chirally symmetric phase. At least, this second-order
transition can always be detected by analyzing the stability of the symmetric minimum of the effective potential. The
sum of these arguments combined with our analysis is strong evidence for the absence of inhomogeneous condensates
in all of the models described by Eq. (9) (or, equivalently, Eq. (4)) independent of considered (sub)set of interaction
channels given by J .

B. Generalization to Yukawa models

When the models are only subjected a baryon chemical potential, it is rather straightforward to generalize the
stability analysis of FF models to Yukawa models, which are defined as in Eq. (10). We only discuss the final result
here and a more detailed derivation can be found in Appendix B 3.

Applying the stability analysis to the effective action as defined in Eq. (10), the second order contribution again

is the first non-vanishing correction to the homogeneous action S
(0)
Y , when the homogeneous expansion point is a
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solution of the gap equation. We find the second order contribution to the effective action

S(2)
Y

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

∑
j∈J
|δζ̃j(q)|2 Γ

(2)
ζj

(q2)

 , (17)

where ζ is the field basis that was used in the diagonalization of the Hessian8. The two-point function

Γ
(2)
ζj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

)
=

1

λ
− `1

(
M2, µ, T

)
+ L2,ζj (M2, µ, T, q2)+ (18)

+
1

2
q2 +

∑
n>1

κnn

[
2
(
~̄ζ2
)n−1

+ 4(n− 1)ζ̄2
j

(
~̄ζ2
)n−2

]
can now be identified as the curvature of the effective action in the field direction δζ̃j(q). Again, one finds either
L2,+ or L2,− as the momentum dependence of the two-point function. As is obvious from Eq. (18), the additional
contributions compared to the FF two-point function are either constant or monotonically increasing in q2. Thus,
by the reasoning given in the last section, these additional terms cannot facilitate the appearance of an instability

towards an IP since the corresponding FF model does not exhibit such an instability for any ~̄Φ, µ, T, q2 already.

IV. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS FOR SPECIFIC MODELS

In this section, we present examples of FF and Yukawa models where the condensates do not develop an instability
towards inhomogeneous perturbations and are, thus, very unlikely to feature an IP. In Section IV A 1, FF models
with only a baryon chemical potential but multiple interaction channels (see Eq. (1)) are presented. These results are
obtained using the stability analysis, as explained in detail in Section III, where also the reasoning for the absence of
instabilities is explained in detail. After that, we allow for multiple chemical potentials in Section IV A 2 and explain
the differences of the analysis compared to only a baryon chemical potential. Again, examples for model calculations
are discussed. Finally, we turn towards the extension of our findings to Yukawa models in Section IV B.

A. Four-fermion models

Before we turn towards the stability analysis of the bosonic two-point functions, we shortly present our finding for
the homogeneous phase diagram of FF models described by Eqs. (1) and (4) (by considering different interactions
channels in the set J).

The homogeneous phase diagram of the 2 + 1-dimensional GN model, i.e., the phase diagram when restricting
the field to homogeneous field configurations, as first obtained in Ref. [26], features a phase at low temperature and
chemical potential where the discrete chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken by a non-zero chiral condensate [24, 26].
At finite temperature this phase is separated from the chirally symmetric phase by a second order phase transition.
At (µ, T )/M0 = (1.0, 0.0) one obtains a first order transition point, where degenerate minima withM/M0 ∈ [0.0, 1.0]
have the same minimal effective potential, which becomes flat.

The homogeneous phase diagram for all possible models, that can be obtained from Eq. (1) by setting certain
couplings either to zero or λ, is identical to that of the GN model. This result is related to the present symmetries of
the action, which allow to pick homogeneous minima, where only the scalar channel σ develops a non-zero expectation
value (note that this is only possible when the fields are restricted to being homogeneous). Other homogeneous,
global minima are connected to this one via a (chiral) symmetry transformation. Exempt from this are the fields
with parity quantum numbers (−,−) namely η̄45 and ~π45. By analyzing the homogeneous effective potential, we can
nevertheless show that the homogeneous fields η̄45, ~π45 develop vanishing expectation values for all temperatures and
baryon chemical potentials. First, we discuss this allowing for all isoscalar channels, which yields the introduction
of the auxiliary fields σ, η4, η5, η45. Using the symmetries of Eq. (9) (or equivalently Eq. (4)) one can use the chiral
transformations Eq. (A5) to obtain non-vanishing expectation values only for σ and η45, Then, we analyze the
fermion contribution Tr ln Q, which can be represented in a block-diagonal form with 2 × 2 blocks corresponding to

8 In contrast to the ordinary FF models, it is possible for the Yukawa models with a baryon chemical potential to exhibit off-diagonal terms
in the Hessian matrix. These contributions are, however, independent of q and can be removed by using symmetry transformations on
the homogeneous expansion point.
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the irreducible spin representation in 2 + 1 dimensions. These blocks can be interpreted as GN model contributions
in the irreducible fermion representation with chemical potential µ and homogeneous fields φ̄L/R ≡ σ̄ ± η̄45 (see the
theory sections of Refs. [116, 118] for a more in-depth discussion of these irreducible blocks). The model decomposes
into two GN models with the same chemical potentials, which gives us φ̄L = φ̄R and, thus η̄45 = 0. An analogous
analysis involving some additional isospin rotations is valid for ~π45. Thus, we do not observe spontaneous parity
breaking in the FF models for all µ and T .

The order of the homogeneous phase transition might be relevant, since the stability analysis of the bosonic two-
point function in the 1 + 1-dimensional GN revealed that a first order phase transition can cause stability of the
homogeneous minimum even though there is an energetically preferred IP [110]. Here, the global energetically pre-
ferred inhomogeneous minimum was only connected to the symmetric homogeneous field configuration which was
not energetically favored over the stable non-zero minimum. The fact that in 2 + 1 dimensions the critical point
occurs at a single point at zero temperature increases the confidence in the presented results obtained via the stability
analysis. Moreover, by inspecting all possible expansion points via varying the mass M , we can rule out a scenario as
in 1 + 1 dimensions, since in 2 + 1 dimensions there is no other unstable expansion point while the physically relevant
expansion point M is stable.

1. Models with baryon chemical potential

Table II summarizes the central findings from the stability analysis for some models that are obtained from Eq. (4)
by defining J and setting λj = λ, j ∈ J . The specific models are chosen with respect to their relevance to phe-
nomenology and the literature. The two-point functions for models with other combinations of channels can easily be
calculated as discussed in Section III. The respective symmetry transformations of the effective actions allow to obtain
homogeneous expansion points φ̄j , which are vanishing except for σ̄. None of the two-point functions in these models
exhibit a different momentum dependence than L2,±. As discussed in Section III and illustrated by Fig. 1, L2,± are
positive, monotonically increasing functions of the square of the momentum q of the inhomogeneous perturbations.
Thus, we expect the absence of IPs and moat regimes in all of these models, as discussed in detail in Section III A.
Therein, we also explain that there is the possibility of a degeneracy between the homogeneous condensate and the
inhomogeneous condensate, as observed at (µ, T )/M0 = (1.0, 0.0) in the GN model [131]. By our analysis, we expect
this degeneracy to be restricted to (µ, T )/M0 = (1.0, 0.0) and, especially, the homogeneous condensates to be favored
against inhomogeneous ones for all non-vanishing T .

In Table II, we discuss four FF models explicitly and give their respective symmetry groups (defined in Appendix A)
and indicate whether the momentum dependence of the two-point functions are L2,+ or L2,−.

The first row shows the renowned GN model with one single isoscalar channel with parity quantum number (+,+)
(see Eq. (7) and Eq. (8) for the definition of the parity in 2 + 1 dimensions and Table I for the quantum numbers of
the fields). The two-point function exhibits the L2,+ dependence, which was already documented in Ref. [116].

The second row shows the 2 + 1-dimensional analog of the 3 + 1-dimensional NJL model. It breaks the axial
symmetry transformations Eqs. (A3) and (A4), leaving only the combined isospin and axial symmetries Eqs. (A7)
and (A8) as chiral transformations. Due to the ambiguity of the γ5 operator in 2+1 dimensions, it makes sense to use
the generators of both transformations to construct an “NJL” Lagrangian. Similar to the case in 3 + 1 dimensions,
we find that the momentum dependence of the two-point functions of the π-fields are given by L2,−, while it is L2,+

for the σ field [23, 125].
The third row shows the 2 + 1-dimensional chiral Heisenberg-Gross-Neveu (χHGN) model [62] with an additional(
ψ̄γ45ψ

)2
interaction term that is special to 2 + 1 dimensions9. Again, due to there being two axial transformations

Eqs. (A3) and (A4), a Lagrangian involving both generators is an appropriate choice. A non-zero bosonic field
η45 breaks both parity symmetries Eqs. (7) and (8) spontaneously, but does not break one of the continuous chiral
symmetries. Due to η̄45 = 0 for all temperatures and baryon chemical potentials, the two-point functions of the
fields do not mix (as the only off-diagonal terms are ∝ η̄45, compare with Eq. (B15)) and the diagonalizing field basis
coincides with the auxiliary bosonic fields introduced in the bosonization. Thus, one of the two parity transformations
could only be spontaneously broken if one of the fields with a negative parity quantum number (compare Table I)
develops a spatial modulation. However, also for this model we found that the momentum dependent part of the
two-point functions of all present bosonic fields is either L2,+ or L2,− and, thus, homogeneous condensates never
develop an instability towards a spatially dependent condensate.

The last row lists what we call the complete Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar four-fermion (PSFF) model, since it features
all interaction channels present in Section II and Eq. (1). Again, note that η̄45 = ~̄π45 = 0 which prevents off-diagonal

9 The analysis of this model with respect to an IP and their disordering at finite flavor numbers is also motivated in Ref. [111].
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Model Used channels cj Field basis ~ϕj

diagonalizing S(2)
eff

Momentum
dependence of

Γ
(2)
ϕj

Symmetry groups

L2,+ L2,−
GN 1 σ σ UI4(N)×

Uγ45(N)×Zγ5(2)×
SU~τ (2)× P4 × P5

NJL 1, i~τγ4, i~τγ5 σ, ~π4, ~π5 σ ~π4, ~π5 UI4(N)×Uγ45(N)×
SUA,γ4(2N)×
SUA,γ5(2N)×

SU~τ (2)× P4 × P5

χHGNP 1, iγ4, iγ5, γ45 σ, η4, η5, η45 (for
η̄45 = 0)

σ, η45 η4, η5 Uγ(2N)× SU~τ (2)×
P4 × P5

PSFF 1, iγ4, iγ5, γ45,
~τ , i~τγ4, i~τγ5, i~τγ45

σ, η4, η5, η45

~a0, ~π4, ~π5, ~π45 ( for
η̄45 = ~̄π45 = 0 )

σ, η45, ~ς, ~π45 η4, η5, ~π4, ~π5 Uγ(2N)× SU~τ (2)×
P4 × P5

TABLE II. Stability analysis of the bosonized FF models. We allow for finite baryon chemical potential µ and finite temperature
T . The first column gives the models abbreviations for their names for further reference (whenever available names existing
in the literature are used). In the second column, the respective interaction channels kept from Eq. (1) are listed. The rest is
removed by setting λk = 0. The third column lists the field basis ϕj , for which the Eq. (B7) can be diagonalized and, thus,

a meaningful stability analysis can be performed. The fourth column indicates whether the momentum dependence of Γ
(2)
ϕj is

given by L2,+(M2, µ, T,q2) or L2,−(M2, µ, T,q2). The fifth column gives the full symmetry group of the model. The groups
are clickable and refer to the definition of the symmetry group.

second order terms from the fermionic contribution, see Eq. (B16). Even though we considered by far the largest
amount of interaction channels in this model, no two-point function with a different momentum dependence than
L2,± is obtained.

As discussed in Section III A, two-point functions for fields, which have mixed parity quantum numbers ((P4, P5) =
(+,−) or (P4, P5) = (−,+) ), have a momentum dependence proportional to L2,−, while the others have a momentum
dependence proportional to L2,+. This is independent of how large the symmetry group is and of the number of
interaction channels considered. Even when considering all 16 Lorentz-scalar FF interactions (see Eq. (3)), we do not
see a different mathematical structure of the two-point functions.

Therefore, according to the argument given in Section III A, none of the models, which can be described by Eq. (4)
by defining J and setting λj = λ, j ∈ J , exhibits an instability towards an IP for any M2, µ, T,q2. As argued in
detail in Section III A, this is strong evidence for the absence of IPs in these models.

2. Models with multiple chemical potentials

In this section, we allow for multiple chemical potentials in FF models in addition to the baryon chemical potential,
which is introduced in Eq. (1) via the usual µψ̄γ3ψ term. Namely, we will study the effect of finite isospin chemical
potential, introduced with the term µI ψ̄γ3τ3ψ, and chiral chemical potential, that is introduced as µ45ψ̄γ3γ45ψ.
Although this requires an extensive analysis, we can again identify the well-known function L2,+ in the two-point
functions. Thus, also the models discussed below do not develop an instability towards an IP. Also, the existence of
a moat regime with a negative wave-function renormalization can be ruled out, as Z ≥ 0 according to the discussion
in Section III.

In general, the introduction of multiple chemical potentials induce that (homogeneous) expectation values of multiple
of the auxiliary fields φ̄i will have non-zero expectation values, e.g., studying finite µ45 can lead to a non-vanishing
expectation value of η̄45. Also, the homogeneous phase diagram has to be computed separately for each individual
case and can have a more involved phase structure (compare, e.g., Ref. [118]).

This also significantly complicates the analysis of the bosonic two-point functions, although in principle the method
can be applied as introduced in Section III. The main difficulty is the diagonalization of the bracketed field space
matrix in Eq. (B16), which becomes quite involved depending on the studied action. For a large number of interaction
channels and multiple non-vanishing φ̄i it can become even impossible to diagonalize this expression. Thus, a general
analysis for multiple theories, as in Section III for FF models with baryon chemical potential, cannot be presented by
us.
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However, there are still some combinations of interaction channels and chemical potentials, where one can still
obtain the momentum dependence of the two-point functions by a comparatively easy diagonalization obtained by
a suitable choice of field coordinates ϕj . For these models, we find the fields ϕj such that the fermion propagator
(B8) is block-diagonal with 2 × 2 blocks, where each corresponds to an irreducible spinor representation. Then, the
contribution of the fermion-loop (as written down in, e.g., Eqs. (B12) and (B14)) also decomposes when ∆Q is written
as a function of the δϕj . The vertices10 corresponding to the interaction of the fermions with the new field basis ϕj
project out either one or multiple of the 2 × 2 blocks and diagonalize the bracketed field space matrix in Eq. (B16).
Then one can proceed with the analysis as described in Section III and Appendix B.

Table III summarizes the models, where such an analysis with respect to the stability of homogeneous condensates
against inhomogeneous perturbations was performed by us. All two-point functions obtained in the models in Table III
are proportional to L2,+. This originates in the circumstance, that in our derivation of the two-point function the field
variables ϕj are chosen such that one obtains a block-diagonal structure of the homogeneous fermion propagator (B8).
These blocks behave as 2 + 1-dimensional GN models (see Table II for the momentum dependence of the two-point
function of the σ field in the GN model) with a single effective chemical potential and a single field ϕj or sums of
the fields. The effective chemical potentials are linear combinations of µ, µ45, µI . The momentum-dependence of the
obtained two-point functions is given by linear combinations of L2,+ with M2 and effective chemical potentials.

The model in the first row is a GN model with an additional
(
ψ̄γ45ψ

)2
interaction channel and a chiral imbalance

via finite µ45. A standard GN model subjected to µ45 without the additional interaction channel has been studied in
Ref. [118]. The corresponding homogeneous expectation value of the field η45, as induced by finite µ45 breaks parity
spontaneously. However, the new field basis φL/R effectively decouples the theory into two, independent GN models
with chemical potentials µ ± µ45. This leads to two “GN-like” two-point functions each with one independent field
and chemical potential. The same procedure can be performed for the model in the second row, where instead of a(
ψ̄γ45ψ

)2
the isospin channel

(
ψ̄τ3ψ

)2
(leading to an auxiliary bosonic field a0,3 in the bosonic theory) is added to

the GN interaction and an isospin chemical potential µI introduces an isospin imbalance.
In the third row, we allow for both isospin and chiral imbalance introducing both corresponding chemical potentials

in addition to the baryon chemical potential µ. A
(
ψ̄γ45τ3ψ

)2
interaction channel is studied in addition to the

(
ψ̄ψ
)2

interaction. The corresponding bosonic auxiliary fields π45,3 and σ can again be combined via linear combination to

obtain the diagonalizing field basis ϕ±. The two-point functions Γ
(2)
ϕ± are now sums of different L2,+ contributions,

each with M2 = Φ2
±, but with differing linear combinations of the chemical potentials dictating the exact form of

L2,+. Again, we refer to Ref. [118] where an analogous competition between two chemical potentials is studied in the
phase diagram and, although this is not explicitly computed therein, in the two-point function of the σ field.

In the forth row, the most involved model in Table III is considered containing both previously introduced interac-
tions resulting in the presence of the auxiliary bosonic field η45 and a0,3 in addition to the σ channel simultaneously
at a finite baryon, isospin and chiral density. We find the diagonalizing field basis to be φL, φR, a0,3. The momentum
dependence of the two-point functions of φL/R are again sums of two L2,+ contributions each with different linear

combinations of the chemical potentials and M2 =
(
φ̄L/R ± ā0,3

)2
. However, Γ

(2)
a0,3 is proportional to the sum of Γ

(2)
φL

and Γ
(2)
φR

, combining four different contributions each proportional to L2,+.
Concluding, all the studied FF models in Table III do not exhibit an instability of the homogeneous ground state

when subjected to inhomogeneous perturbations and, thus, it is very unlikely that they feature an IP (c.f. Refs. [110,
115, 116] and Section III A). Nevertheless, it is important to state that in the investigation of FF models subjected
to multiple, non-vanishing chemical potentials we restricted ourselves to a very limited set of interaction channels.
To study a larger set of interactions with all three chemical potentials µ, µ45, µI or even more axial imbalances11

in models with more interaction channels, is in principle possible but requires a different, technically more involved
analysis than the one done in this work. Thus, we postpone such an analysis to future works.

B. Yukawa models

In this section, the results for the Yukawa model extension of the FF models discussed above are presented. The
generalization of the bosonized FF models (4) to a Yukawa model is discussed in Section II B. In Eq. (10), the Yukawa
action is constructed out of the FF models’ effective action (9).

10 By vertices, we mean the 8× 8 matrices, that describe the coupling between the bosonic field to the spin/isospin degrees of freedom of
the fermion fields.

11 For example, one could introduce chemical potentials for the conserved currents ψ̄γνγ5ψ or ψ̄γνγ4ψ as in Refs. [39, 72].
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Used
channels cj

Bosonic
auxiliary
fields φj

Non-zero
chemical
potentials

Field basis ~ϕj

diagonalizing S(2)
eff

Momentum dependence of Γ
(2)
ϕj

f(M2, µ) = L2,+(M2, µ, T,q2)

Underlying
symmetry group

1, γ45 σ, η45 µL = µ+ µ45

µR = µ− µ45

φL = (σ + η45)
φR = (σ − η45)

f(φ̄2
L, µL)

f(φ̄2
R, µR)

UI4(N)×Uγ45(N)×
Zγ5(2)× SU~τ (2)×

P4 × P5

1, τ3 σ, a0,3 µ↑ = µ+ µI
µ↓ = µ− µI

φ↑ = (σ + ς3)
φ↓ = (σ − ς3)

f(φ̄2
↑, µ↑)

f(φ̄2
↓, µ↓)

UI4(N)×Uγ45(N)×
Zγ5(2)×Uτ3(1)×

P4 × P5

1, τ3γ45 σ, π45,3 µL,↑ = µL + µI
µL,↓ = µL − µI
µR,↑ = µR + µI
µR,↓ = µR − µI

ϕ+ = (σ + π45,3)

ϕ− = (σ − π45,3)

f(ϕ̄2
+, µL,↑)

+f(ϕ̄2
+, µR,↓)

f(ϕ̄2
−, µL,↓)

+f(ϕ̄2
−, µR,↑)

UI4(N)×Uγ45(N)×
Zγ5(2)×Uτ3(1)×

P4 × P5

1, τ3, γ45 σ, a0,3, η45 µL,↑, µL,↓,
µR,↑, µR,↓

φL = (σ + η45)

φR = (σ − η45)

a0,3

f((φ̄L + ā0,3)2, µL,↑)
+f(φ̄L − ā0,3)2, µL,↓)

f((φ̄R + ā0,3)2, µR,↑)
+f(φ̄R − ā0,3)2, µR,↓)

Γ
(2)
φL

+ Γ
(2)
φR

UI4(N)×Uγ45(N)×
Zγ5(2)×Uτ3(1)×

P4 × P5

TABLE III. Stability analysis of the bosonized FF models with multiple chemical potentials and interaction channels. The first
column describes the used FF interaction vertices (compare Eq. (3)) in the model. The second column gives the corresponding
auxiliary bosonic fields after bosonization, that correspond to the fermion bilinear via the Ward identity (5). The third column
lists the used chemical potentials. In the fourth column, the field basis ϕj is defined, which diagonalizes the second order

correction, as described in detail in Section IV A 2. Then, the momentum dependence of the two-point functions Γ
(2)
ϕj is given

in the fifth column, right to the field definition. The last column givens an overview of the present symmetries in the model.
The groups are clickable and refer to the definition of the symmetry group.

The homogeneous phase diagram of these models might drastically change compared to the FF models due to the
introduction of additional couplings and self-interaction terms. Nevertheless, the stability analysis, as described in
Section III, can be performed for all possible, homogeneous expansion points χj = χ̄j such that conclusions about the
stability of these homogeneous condensates against inhomogeneous perturbations can be made.

First, we discuss the generalization of the results in Section IV A 1, where the FF models are studied at finite
baryon chemical potentials µ. The key observation is that all bosonic two-point functions are positive, monotonically
increasing functions of q2 and, thus, no instabilities are observed. This observation is directly obtained for the
Yukawa extensions of these models, as these only affect the momentum independent offset (compare Eq. (18)) and
the physical expansion point M. The momentum structure of the two-point function is still proportional to L2,±
plus an additional positive, monotonically increasing q2 term. As discussed in Section III A and illustrated by Fig. 1,
there is no expansion point for which L2,± is not a monotonically rising function of q2. Thus, we can conclude that
there exist no instabilities towards an IP for the Yukawa models, which are generated by extending the FF models in
Table II. According to the reasoning in Section III A, also moat regime with a negative wave-function renormalization
are ruled out. Nevertheless, it might be possible, that such a Yukawa model features a first order phase transition
between the homogeneous phases. Then, one might also find the existence of a first order phase transition towards
an IP. In many model calculations the IP covers the homogeneous first order transition [86, 103, 104, 124, 125] and,
thus, the existence of such a transition could also mean that an IP exists in these models, which is not detected by our
analysis. To our knowledge, however, a model, which features no instability towards an inhomogeneous perturbation
in the whole phase diagram, but which still has an IP, has never been observed before.

Next, we discuss the extension of the FF models from Table III with multiple chemical potentials to Yukawa
models. In the case of multiple chemical potentials, it is not straightforward to derive the two-point functions for the
Yukawa models, corresponding to the FF models by Eq. (10), starting from the FF model results. This is caused
by the necessity of multiple non-vanishing homogeneous expectation values χ̄j as expansion points for the analysis
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when the models are subjected to multiple chemical potentials. Then, the Yukawa self-interactions of the bosonic
fields cause non-vanishing second order contributions, which are off-diagonal in the field perturbations δχj (compare
Appendix B 3 and Eq. (B31)), in addition to the off-diagonal fermion contributions Eq. (B16). This is the case for all
Yukawa extensions of the models in Table III.

In the analysis of such a model one needs to diagonalize the whole second-order contribution in Eq. (B31). Typically,
we choose a basis ζj for the dynamical scalar fields that corresponds to the field basis ϕj , which diagonalizes the
FF model part. Then, one still needs to diagonalize the off-diagonal contributions coming from the bosonic self-
interactions. The diagonalization can become very complicated, even when using symbolic diagonalization of the
expressions as provided by Matlab [132]. We provide an example of this procedure in Appendix C, where we discuss
the Yukawa extension of the model in the first row in Table III. In this analysis, we find a more complicated structure of
the two-point functions and a diagonalizing field basis, which depends on the studied momentum q of the perturbation
as well as the homogeneous expectation values of the scalar fields and the external parameters such as temperature and
the chemical potentials. Nevertheless, the obtained two-point functions can be shown to be monotonically increasing
functions in q and, thus, again no instabilities towards inhomogeneous perturbations are observed. For the other
three models in Table III, we do not show an explicit calculation as the expressions become very lengthy and the
analysis becomes very involved. However, by first calculations and due to the fact that the off-diagonal contributions
coming from the scalar fields’ self-interaction terms are not dependent on the momentum q of the inhomogeneous
perturbations we expect that also these Yukawa models do not develop an instability towards an IP.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we analyzed the stability of homogeneous condensates against inhomogeneous perturbations in a wide
range of 2+1-dimensional four-fermion (FF) models and their Yukawa extensions under the influence of combinations of
baryon chemical potential, isospin chemical potential and chiral chemical potential. All investigations were performed
in the mean-field approximation, i.e., neglecting bosonic quantum fluctuations. The most involved model features 16
Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar FF interaction channels and the other models are subsets of this model (see Eqs. (1) and (3)
for the FF model).

Our main finding is the stability of homogeneous condensates against inhomogeneous perturbations in these FF and
Yukawa models at any finite baryon chemical potential and temperature. As argued in Section III A, this is strong
evidence that IPs do not exist in 2 + 1-dimensional FF models with Lorentz-(pseudo)scalar interaction channels and
their corresponding Yukawa extension (the correspondence is given in Section II B). Also, we can completely rule out
the existence of a moat regime whose characteristic is a negative wave-function renormalization Z (see Section I for
a short discussion). The momentum dependence of the obtained two-point functions only allow Z ≥ 0. We draw
similar conclusions for models with a subset of the above mentioned FF interaction subjected to multiple chemical
potentials. In the case of multiple chemical potentials, the extension to Yukawa models causes technical difficulties,
but, in principle, we expect the result regarding stability of homogeneous phases to be the same. This is motivated
in Section IV B and an example computation for an explicit model is provided in Appendix C.

Our results suggest that there might be a general argument, similar to Derrick’s theorem [133], behind the absence
of IPs in 2 + 1-dimensional models. Such a principle could possibly be found by studying the properties of a general
Ginzburg-Landau free energy as done in Ref. [134]. Therefore, one would probably need to encode the fermionic
determinant in our models by allowing for higher orders in the gradient expansion.

In the present study, we did not consider vector FF interactions, since their inclusion yields a technically different
analysis than the one presented in Section III. The inclusion of these channels would also be relevant for low-energy
effective theories of QCD, where both vector and scalar FF interaction should emerge. However, the interplay of
(repulsive) vector interactions and the scalar interactions could play a crucial role in developing an instability towards
an IP, especially as vector fields directly couple to fermionic momenta in the calculation12. In 3+1-dimensional models
it was already observed that vector interactions can enlarge the IP [135, 136]. The presence of such interactions causes
additional contributions to appear in the two-point functions of the corresponding bosonic fields, which do not have
a definite monotony as the momentum dependence of the two-point functions in the present work. Calculations for
2 + 1-dimensional FF models with vector interactions are already underway and we hope to report soon about the
results.

With respect to high energy phenomenology, there are many ways to build on the present work – for example
allowing for finite quark-masses, studying three-flavor versions of the FF models allowing for strangeness effects or

12 This is also the reason, why the analysis of these models differs from the ones presented in this work and has to be consistently presented
elsewhere.
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the inclusion of bosonic quantum fluctuations using lattice field theory. However, all of these aspects are known to
either not favor the existence of an IP [41, 94, 95, 125] or in the case of strangeness only have marginal effects on
inhomogeneous condensation [137]. Another interesting aspect could be the inclusion of difermion interactions in
order to allow for color-superconducting order parameters, which often are in competition with the chiral ones, see,
e.g., Refs. [11, 72, 138, 139].

Regarding the general understanding of strongly-interacting fermions in 2+1 dimensions, it would be very interesting
to study the interference and competition of the different chiral chemical potentials, which can be introduced as
µ4ψ̄γ3γ4ψ, µ5ψ̄γ3γ5ψ or µ45ψ̄γ3γ45ψ (as done in the beginning of Section IV A 2) and correspond to different conserved
charges. However, the first results in our work and in Ref. [118] suggest that this would not change the phase diagram
with respect to the existence of IPs.
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Appendix A: Symmetries of (2 + 1)-dimensional fermions

In this section, we want to elaborate on the symmetries of the fermionic models, which are introduced in Section II
in Eq. (1). Their partially bosonized action can be found in Eq. (4) and are invariant under certain symmetry
transformations acting on the 2N four-component spinor fields (the factor of 2 comes from introducing an isospin
space). The specific symmetry group, under which the model is invariant, is determined by the choice of the set J , i.e.
by the choice λj 6= 0, j ∈ J and, correspondingly, by which auxiliary bosonic fields φj , j ∈ J have to be introduced
in the bosonization. This section is intended to provide an overview of the relevant symmetry groups present in the
models discussed in Section IV and the tables Table II and Table III.

Taking J = {j}j=1,...,16 the N isospin up/down fermion fields in Eq. (4) will be invariant under transformation of

the group U(4N), similar to the free case. This group has (4N)
2

generators, which we split up into three different
categories. There are rotations within the internal space of the N spinors generated by N ×N matrices given by the

generalized Gell-Mann matrices T a with a = 1, . . . , N2 − 1 and the identity matrix TN
2

= IN . These generators T a

can be combined with any of the chiral symmetry transformations of a free fermion fields, which are generated by
(I4, γ4, γ5, γ45). Together with the internal rotations either of these can generate a U(N) symmetry, labeled by the
corresponding chiral generator, namely

UI4(N) : ψ → eiαaI4T
a

ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄e−iαaI4T
a

, (A1)

Uγ45(N) : ψ → eiβaγ45T
a

ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄e−iβaγ45T
a

, (A2)

Uγ4(N) : ψ → eiζaγ4T
a

ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄eiζaγ4T
a

, (A3)

Uγ5(N) : ψ → eiιaγ5T
a

ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄eiιaγ5T
a

, (A4)

with real parameters αa, βa, ζa, ιa. Thus, the whole chiral symmetry group can be defined as

Uγ(2N) : ψ → Uψ, (A5)

where U is a matrix element of U(2N). In addition, the FF model in Eq. (1) is invariant under isospin transformations
of the group U(2), which is composed of a U(1) phase factor and

SU~τ (2) : ψ → ei~ξ~τψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄e−i~ξ~τ , (A6)

where ~ξ are three real parameters.
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Some of the models discussed in Section IV are only invariant under a subgroup of the U(4N) transformations. We
will define these symmetry transformations as a reference for Table II and Table III. As in the NJL model, one can
choose J such, that one or more of the two axial transformations (A3) and (A4) are broken. Then, the action can be
still invariant under a combined isospin and chiral rotation given by

SUA,γ4(2N) : ψ → ei~ζ′
a
~τγ4T

a

ψ, ψ̄ → ψ̄ei~ζ′
a
~τγ4T

a

, (A7)

SUA,γ5(2N) : ψ → ei~ι′
a
~τγ5T

a

ψ, ψ̄ → ψ̄ei~ι′
a
~τγ5T

a

, (A8)

where the isovectors ~ι′
a

and ~ζ ′
a

contain 3 real parameters and a = 1, . . . , N2. Typically in these cases, the vector
symmetry Eq. (A6) is not broken.

Some of the choices of J break the continuous chiral symmetries to discrete subgroups

Zγ4(2) : ψ → γ4ψ, ψ̄ → −ψ̄γ4, (A9)

Zγ5(2) : ψ → γ5ψ, ψ̄ → −ψ̄γ5. (A10)

Typically, when a model is in addition invariant under the transformation (A2), then either of (A9) and (A10) can
be reproduced by a combination of (A2) and the other of the discrete symmetries.

In Table III, only a remnant of the isospin symmetry transformation SU~τ (2) is present in some of the models,
namely

Uτ3(1) : ψ → eiξ3τ3ψ , ψ̄ → ψ̄e−iξ3τ3 . (A11)

Appendix B: Derivation of the stability analysis

In this section, the stability analysis for a general FF theory subjected to a baryon chemical potential is derived.
This discussion is similar to model-specific discussions, as, e.g., found in Refs. [110, 116, 125]. The core idea of
this technique is to analyze the stability of a homogeneous field configuration under inhomogeneous perturbations.
Furthermore, we outline how an extension to Yukawa models can be done.

Consider an expansion of the auxiliary bosonic fields

~φ(x) = ~̄φ+ δ~φ(x), (B1)

where δ~φ(x) is a spatially dependent inhomogeneous perturbation of the homogeneous expansion point ~̄φ. These
perturbations are of an arbitrary shape and assumed to be of an infinitesimal amplitude. The Dirac operator then
also separates into a homogeneous and an inhomogeneous part

Q =
(
/∂ + γ3µ+

∑
j∈J

cj φ̄j

)
+
∑
k

ckδφk(x) ≡ Q̄ + ∆Q(x), (B2)

which we can use to expand the ln DetQ as

ln Det [βQ] = ln Det
[
βQ̄
]
−
∞∑
n=1

1
n Tr

[(
−∆QQ̄−1

)n]
, (B3)

where Tr denotes a functional trace over all spaces. We insert the expansion from Eq. (B3) and Eq. (B1) into the
effective action Eq. (9) to obtain the expansion

Seff[~φ]

N
=

∫
d3x

∑
j∈J

(φ̄+ δφ(x))2

2λj
− ln Det

[
βQ̄
]

+

∞∑
n=1

1
n Tr

[(
−∆QQ̄−1

)n] ≡ 1

N

∞∑
n=0

S(n)
eff , (B4)

where S(n)
eff contains all terms of order n in the perturbations δφj , i.e., terms ∝

∏
j δφ

mj

j with
∑
jmj = n. The first

three terms in the series are given by

S(0)
eff

N
= βV

∑
j∈J

φ̄2
j

2λj
− ln Det

[
βQ̄
]
, (B5)
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S(1)
eff

N
= β

∑
j∈J

φ̄j
λj

∫
d2x δφj(x)− Tr

[
∆QQ̄−1

]
, (B6)

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∑
j∈J

1

λj

∫
d2x δφ2

j (x) +
1

2
Tr
[
∆QQ̄−1∆QQ̄−1

]
, (B7)

where the zeroth order term is proportional to the effective potential. In the position space representation, the fermion
propagator depends only on the difference of two space-time variables, i.e., Q̄−1 = Q̄−1(x, y) ≡ Q̄−1(x − y). The
functional traces are represented in position space as

Tr
[(

∆QQ̄−1
)n]

=

∫ n∏
j=1

d3x(j) tr
(

∆Q(x(1))Q̄−1
(
x(1), x(2)

)
. . .∆Q(x(n))Q̄−1

(
x(n), x(1)

))
,

with tr denoting the trace in spinor and isospin space. In order to evaluate these traces, it is instructive to consider
the Fourier representation of the homogeneous propagator

Q̄−1(x, y) ≡ 1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d2p

(2π)2 ei[νn(τx−τy)+p(x−y)] ˜̄Q
−1

(νn,p), (B8)

with

˜̄Q
−1

(νn,p) =
−iγip̃i +

∑
k c

?
kφ̄k

ν̃2
n + p2 +M2

(B9)

where ν̃n = (νn − iµ), νn = 2π(n − 1
2 )/β are the fermionic Matsubara frequencies, and M and c? are defined in

Eq. (14). Using the Fourier representation, Eq. (B6) evaluates to

S(1)
eff

N
=
∑
j∈J

β

[∫
d2x δφj(x)

][
φ̄j
λj
− 1

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2 tr
(

˜̄Q−1(νn,p) cj

)]
, (B10)

which we can identify to be proportional to the homogeneous gap equations

1

N

∂S(0)
eff

∂φ̄k

∣∣∣∣∣
~̄φ=~̄φ′

= β

[∫
d2x

][
φ̄k
λk
− 1

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2 tr
(

˜̄Q−1(νn,p) ck

)]∣∣∣∣∣
~̄φ=~̄φ′

= 0, (B11)

where ~̄φ′ is a homogeneous field configuration that is a solution of the gap equations. Therefore, S(1)
eff vanishes when

the homogeneous field configurations used as an expansion point are solutions of the gap equations. If these expansion
points are used, the second order term is the first non-zero correction. We evaluate the trace in Eq. (B7) to

Tr
[
Q̄−1 ∆QQ̄−1 ∆Q

]
=

∫
d2q

(2π)2

∑
j,k∈J

δφ̃∗j (q) δφ̃k(q) ΓFφjφk

(
M2, µ, T, q2

) , (B12)

where q = |q| and we used the Fourier representation of the spatial inhomogeneous perturbations

δφj(x) =

∫
d2q

(2π)2 eiqx δφ̃j(q). (B13)

The matrix in field space ΓFφjφk
can be cast into the form

ΓFφjφk
=

1

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2 tr
(
cj

˜̄Q−1(νn,p + q) ck
˜̄Q−1(νn,p)

)
= (B14)

= − 1

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2

Acjck
[ν̃2
n + p2 +M2][ν̃2

n + (p + q)2 +M2]

with

Acjck = (ν̃2
n + p2 + p · q) tr [cjγickγj ]−

∑
l,m∈J

φ̄lφ̄m tr
[
cjc

?
l ckc

?
m

]
= (B15)
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= δj,k8(ν̃2
n + p2 + p · q)−

∑
l,m∈J

φ̄lφ̄m tr
[
cjc

?
l ckc

?
m

]
,

where we used that tr(γicjckcl) = 0, c2j = ±I and that the anti-commutator {γi, ck} evaluates to 0 or 2ckγi for all
considered cj . Thus, we obtain for the second order correction of the effective action

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

∑
j,k∈J

δφ̃∗j (q) δφ̃k(q)
[
δj,k λ

−1
j + ΓFφjφk

(
M2, µ, T, q2

)]
. (B16)

In order to make statements about the stability of a homogeneous field configuration one has to determine a basis

ϕj(~φ), j ∈ J for which δj,k λ
−1
j +ΓFφjφk

(q2) is diagonalized. This is not possible in general and depends on the present

chemical potentials and the interactions of the model. Furthermore, we assume that all λj are either λ or 0 according
to the subset J of the field content that we consider. If this diagonalization is then indeed possible as it is the case
for all channels considered in Eq. (1) at finite baryon chemical potential, one obtains the form

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

∑
j∈J
|δϕ̃j(q)|2 Γ(2)

ϕj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

) (B17)

with

Γ(2)
ϕj

(
M2, µ, T, q2

)
=

1

λ
− 8

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2

(
p̃2 + p · q + a′ϕj

M2

[ν̃2
n + p2 +M2][ν̃2

n + (p + q)2 +M2]

)
, (B18)

where a′ϕj
is a coefficient that is determined by the considered field ϕj . In this diagonalized form, we identify Γ

(2)
ϕj (q2)

as the curvature of the effective action for an inhomogeneous perturbation in field direction ϕj with momentum q.
By writing the denominator of the integrand in Eq. (B18) in a partial fraction, we can split the integral and obtain
the final form of the bosonic two-point function as given in Eq. (13), where aϕj = 2(a′ϕj

− 1). Note that the integral

`1 is also obtained in the fermionic trace in the gap equation (B11) for φ̄1 = σ̄ (compare also the GN model gap
equation in Section III of Ref. [116]). The gap equation and, correspondingly, `1 is typically used as a renormalization
condition in the vacuum for the coupling constant λj = λ.

1. The momentum independent part L1

We consider the integral

`1(M2, µ, T ) =
8

β

∑
n

∫
d2p

(2π)2
1

(νn − iµ)2 + E2
, (B19)

where E2 = p2 +M2. The factor of 8 comes from the traces over the four-dimensional spinor and the two-dimensional
isospin space. Performing the sum over n, we obtain the standard result

`1(M2, µ, T ) = 8

∫
d2p

(2π)2
1− n(β(E + µ))− n(β(E − µ))

2E
, (B20)

where n(x) is the fermionic distribution function

n(x) =
1

ex + 1
. (B21)

The vacuum part is UV-divergent, which we can regulate with a spatial momentum cutoff Λ

`1(M2, 0, 0) =
8

2π

∫ Λ

0

dp
p

2E
=

8

4π
(
√

Λ2 +M2 − |M |) Λ�M2

→ 8

4π
(Λ− |M |) (B22)

and use to set the value of λk via the gap-equations Eq. (B11)

1

λk
=

8

4π
(Λ− |M0|) (B23)
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with the mass M0 corresponding to the minimum of the effective action in the vacuum (defined in Section III).
We are interested in the contribution of `1 to the two-point function Γ(2), where `1 appears exclusively as L1 =

1
λk
− `1. Using Eqs. (B22) and (B23) we find

L1(M2, µ, T ) = 8

[
|M | − |M0|

4π
+

∫
d2p

(2π)2
n(β(E + µ)) + n(β(E − µ))

2E

]
, (B24)

where the medium integral over the fermionic-distribution function can be evaluated to

L1(M2, µ, T ) =
8

4π

[
|M | − |M0|+ 1

β ln
(

1 + e−β(|M |−µ)
)

+ 1
β ln

(
1 + e−β(|M |+µ)

)]
. (B25)

For T = 0, this evaluates to

L1(M2, µ, T = 0) =
8

4π

[
|M | − |M0|+ Θ

(
µ2 −M2

)
(|µ| − |M |)

]
, (B26)

from which we can naively take the limits µ→ 0 and/or M → 0.

2. The momentum dependent part L2,±

In order to calculate the momentum dependent part of the two-point function, we start by carrying out the
Matsubara summation in `2 and obtain

`2(M2, µ, T, q2) = 8

∫
d2p

(2π)2
1

2p · q + q2

[
1− n(β(E + µ))− n(β(E − µ))

2E
− 1− n(β(Eq + µ))− n(β(Eq − µ))

2Eq

]
,

(B27)

where Eq =
√
M2 + (p + q)2. This integral is UV-finite and, thus, we do not have to implement a regularization

scheme. However, the integrand has a divergence at 2p · q = −q2 that has to be treated with a Cauchy principal
value prescription. The vacuum contribution can be calculated analytically and we obtain

`2(M2, µ, T, q2) =
8

4πq

[
arctan

(
q

2|M |

)
−
∫ q/2

0

dp
p

E

n(β(E + µ)) + n(β(E − µ))√
q2/4− p2

]
. (B28)

At any finite T , the medium contribution has to be calculated numerically. However, taking the limit T → 0 enables
us to also calculate the medium contribution analytically and we find Eq. (16). From this expression, we can take
either the limit q → 0 to obtain

`2(M2, µ, T = 0, q2 = 0) =
1

π


0 , µ2 > M2

1
|M | , µ2 < M2

(B29)

or the limit |M | → 0 to obtain

`2(M2 = 0, µ, T = 0, q2) =
2

πq


0 , µ2 > q2/4

arctan

(√
q2−4µ2)

2µ

)
, 0 < µ2 ≤ q2/4

π
2 , µ2 = 0

.

While `2 is not defined for M = q = T = 0 for some values of µ, the whole momentum-dependent contribution to the
two-point functions L2,± is defined with

L2,±(M2 = 0, µ, T = 0, q2 = 0) = 0. (B30)
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3. Generalization to Yukawa models

It is straightforward to generalize the stability analysis of FF models to Yukawa models, which are defined as in
Section II B in Eq. (10). Thus, we outline only the meaningful differences with respect to the discussion of FF models
in order to preserve brevity.

After an expansion of SY in powers of inhomogeneous perturbations of the fields, one identifies again S(0)
Y as

proportional to the effective potential. The first order correction S(1)
Y is proportional to the gap equations and,

consequently, vanishes when one expands about homogeneous extrema of SY .

For the second order correction S(2)
Y we find

S(2)
Y

N
=
β

2

∑
j∈J

1

hλj

∫
d2x δχ2

j (x)− Tr
[
Q̄−1 h∆QQ̄−1 h∆Q

]
+ (B31)

+
1

2

∑
j∈J

{∫
d2x (∂νδχj(x)) (∂νδχj(x)) +

∑
n>1

κn2n
(
~̄χ2
)n−1

∫
d2x δχ2

j (x)

}
+

+ 2
∑
j,k∈J

∑
n>1

κnn(n− 1)χ̄jχ̄k
(
~̄χ2
)n−2

∫
d2x δχj(x)δχk(x),

where the second line and third line contain the additional terms resulting from the extension to Yukawa models.
Note that the third line contains non-diagonal contributions from the self-interaction terms of the ~χ fields. However,
these are proportional to χ̄jχ̄k, and, thus, vanish when either of χ̄j , χ̄k can be rotated to zero through a symmetry
transformation, as is the case for all Yukawa-type extensions of the model Eq. (9), where only a baryon chemical
potential is present. If this is not the case, one needs to take into account this off-diagonal contribution in addition
to the, in principle, off-diagonal fermionic contribution. This is the case for the models discussed in Table III
with additional chemical potentials. A more involved diagonalization needs to be performed, although the Yukawa
contribution is not expected to change the general momentum-dependence of the two-point function, as the term is
q-independent. An example for such an analysis is presented in Appendix C.

In the case of only a baryon chemical potential, we utilize symmetry transformations to obtain a homogeneous
expansion point ~χ = ~̄χ such that the off-diagonal contributions in the third row of Eq. (B31) vanish. Performing
similar steps as between Eq. (B15) and Eq. (13) leads to the second order correction Eq. (17) and the corresponding
bosonic two-point function Eq. (18).

Appendix C: Stability analysis for a Yukawa model with more than one chemical potential

In this section, we will show how the off-diagonal contribution from the Yukawa self-interactions (compare the

third line of Eq. (B31)) makes the diagonalization of S(2)
Y more involved. However, we will also demonstrate that this

q-independent contribution does not alter the predictions coming out of the analysis.
The model that we will study is defined as the Yukawa model extension according to Eq. (10) of the FF model in

the first row of Table III, i.e., it contains the σ and η45 fields as well as a baryon chemical potential µ and a chiral
chemical potential µ45. As documented in in Table III and [119], the FF part of the model is diagonalized by the field
basis proportional to

(σ ± η45) . (C1)

In analogy to this FF model, we study the effective action

Seff[χL, χR]

N
= − Tr ln

[
/∂+ γ3 (PLµL + PRµR) + hPLχL + hPRχR] + (C2)

+

∫
d3xh2

[
χ2
L+χ2

R

2λ + 1
2 (∂χL)

2
+ 1

2 (∂χR)
2

+
∑
n>1

κnh
2(n−1)

(
χ2
L + χ2

R

)n ]
,

where χL/R are fields of canonical dimension and proportional to the dynamical scalar fields χσ and χη45 as

χL = 1√
2

(χσ + χη45) , χR = 1√
2

(χσ − χη45) . (C3)
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We, again, introduced a Yukawa coupling h as well as couplings κn for the self-interactions and define projectors and
chemical potentials accordingly

PL = 1√
2

(1 + γ45) , PR = 1√
2

(1− γ45) , (C4)

µL = 1√
2

(µ+ µ45) , µR = 1√
2

(µ− µ45) . (C5)

All terms except for the last row in Eq. (C2) either contain only13 χL or only χR. Thus, the second order correction
is given by

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

{ ∑
j=L,R

|δχj(q)|2
[
h2ΓFχj

+ q2 +
∑
n>1

κnn
(
2(M2)n−1 + 4(n− 1)χ̄2

j (M
2)n−2

) ]
+ (C6)

+ δχL(−q)δχR(q)4κnn(n− 1)χ̄Lχ̄R(M2)n−2 + L↔ R

}
,

where M2 = χ̄2
σ + χ̄2

η45 = χ̄2
L + χ̄2

R and

ΓFχj
=

1

λ
− `1 + L2,+(h2χ̄2

j , µj , T, q
2) (C7)

is the contribution, that also appears in the corresponding FF model (see Table III and Ref. [119]). The integrals `1
and L2,+ are defined in Eqs. (13) and (15).

The last row of Eq. (C6) contains the off-diagonal contribution of the self-interaction. This contribution is not
dependent on the spatial momentum q of the perturbation, but it makes the diagonalization more complicated
(compare Eq. (B31) for the form of this contribution in the more general case). In fact, we are only able to diagonalize
this symbolically using Matlab [132]. Using the definitions

Yj = q2 +
∑
n>1

κnn
(
2(M2)n−1 + 4(n− 1)χ̄2

j (M
2)n−2

)
, (C8)

with j = L,R as well as

I =
∑
n>1

4κnn(n− 1)χ̄Lχ̄R(M2)n−2 (C9)

and

A =
√

(h2ΓFχL
− h2ΓFχR

+ YL − YR)2 + (2I)2 (C10)

we write the diagonalization of S(2)
eff in the (δχL(q), δχR(q))-space

S(2)
eff

N
=
β

2

∫
d2q

(2π)2 (δχL(−q), δχR(−q))B(q2, χ̄L, χ̄R, µL, µR, T )× (C11)

×

(
h2

2

(
ΓFχL

+ ΓFχR

)
+ 1

2 (YL + YR)− 1
2A

h2

2

(
ΓFχL

+ ΓFχR

)
+ 1

2 (YL + YR) + 1
2A

)
×

×B−1(q2, χ̄L, χ̄R, µL, µR, T ) (δχL(q), δχR(q))
T
,

where B(q2, χ̄L, χ̄R, µL, µR, T ) is a basis changing matrix determined by Matlab, whose form is not relevant for our
analysis. In this form one can determine, whether the diagonal entries of the matrix in Eq. (C11) are non-negative.
For the physically relevant homogeneous expansion point M both entries are non-negative for q = 0, since otherwise
the expansion point would not be a minimum when only considering homogeneous field values. Therefore, in order
to prove positivity for all q = |q| it suffices again to show that the entries are monotonically increasing functions of
q. We take the derivative of the entries with respect to q and require it to be non-negative

13 The Dirac operator within the Tr ln can be decomposed into a block-diagonal form, where each block only contains either µL and χL
or µR and χR. In this sense, the fermionic contributions completely decouple χL and χR.
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h2

2

[
(L2,L)

′
+ (L2,R)

′]
+ 2q ∓ h2

2

[
(L2,L)

′ − (L2,R)
′] h2ΓFχL

− h2ΓFχR
+ YL − YR

A

!
≥ 0, (C12)

where L2,L/R = L2,+(h2χ̄2
L/R, µL/R, T, q

2) and its derivative with respect to q is non-negative, i.e., d
dqL2,L/R =(

L2,L/R

)′ ≥ 0, since it is a monotonically increasing function of q (compare Section III). We can rearrange Eq. (C12)
and square it to obtain([

(L2,L)
′
+ (L2,R)

′]
+

2q

h2

)2

≥
[
(L2,L)

′ − (L2,R)
′]2 (

h2ΓFχL
− h2ΓFχR

+ YL − YR
)2

(h2ΓFχL
− h2ΓFχR

+ YL − YR)2 + (2I)2
= (C13)

=
[
(L2,L)

′ − (L2,R)
′]2

c2,

where obviously 0 ≤ c2 ≤ 1 and, thus, the inequality is fulfilled for all q.
Summarizing this lengthy and delicate analysis: We diagonalized the second order corrections (C6) of a Yukawa

model with multiple chemical potentials given by Eq. (C2) using computer algebra systems such as Matlab [132].
Analyzing the resulting expression, we find that both eigenvalues of the relevant curvature matrix in the second
order corrections are positive, monotonically increasing functions of the momentum squared q2 of the inhomogeneous
perturbation. Thus, we do not observe instabilities of the homogeneous condensates in the Yukawa model given by
Eq. (C2). By the same reasoning, a negative wave-function renormalization (proportional to the second derivative of
the two eigenvalues with respect to q), i.e., a so-called moat regime is not observed in the model. Similar behavior
is expected for the other Yukawa models that correspond to the FF models in Table III according to Section II B
and Eq. (10).
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UV-IR interplay in axion flavour violation
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Via F. Marzolo 8, 35131 Padova, Italy

Flavour-violating axions appear in models where the Peccei-Quinn(PQ) charges are generation
non-universal. Consequently, this charge arrangement will also generate flavour violation in
the UV sector. The typical way of implementing such an axion in a UV completion is with a
DFSZ model, containing 2 Higgs doublets. In this talk we will present how to parameterize
the flavour violation in the UV such that we can find a direct correlation with the flavour
violation of the axion. Finally, we show in an example how this connection can help in giving
information about the UV completion if an axion is found in a flavour-violating channel.

1 Introduction

A flavour-violating axion (IR-source) appears when the U(1)PQ couples non-universally (i.e. in a
generation-dependent way) to the Standard Model (SM) fermions. Such type of axion models can
be motivated in several respects: i) the connection to the Flavour puzzle1,2,3; ii) the possibility of
achieving an “astrophobic” scenario 4,5,6 (where nucleon and electron couplings are suppressed);
and iii) the opportunity of finding the axion in flavour-violating searches 7,8,9. These previous
points have in common that a flavour-violating axion must be accompanied by a UV completion,
which in general is also flavour-violating. Here, we show how in a class of models, such as a non-
universal DFSZ models, we can correlate in a one-to-one way the flavour violating observables
of the axion with those of the UV completion, in this case a PQ-2 Higgs Doublet Model (PQ-
2HDM). We use this correspondence between IR and UV observables in a practical example of
what information could be inferred from the UV if an axion is observed in a flavour-violating
golden channel, e.g. K → πa.

aSpeaker
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2 Flavour violation in axion models

2.1 Flavour violation in the IR: the axion

Axions coupling to the SM fermions arise as complex phases in the mass matrix. Typically this
term is removed by a field redefinition along the charges of the SM fermions, appearing as a
derivative coupling of the form

La =
∑
f

∂µa

fa
f̄ Xfγµf , with f = {qL, dR, uR, `L, eR} . (1)

Here, the couplings Xf are the charges of the SM fermions with respect to the U(1)PQ in flavour
space. After rotation of the fermions into the mass basis, one finds that to have flavour violation
in the axion sector it is necessary to have non-universal charges, or conversely, the charges must
not be proportional to the identity,

∂µa

fa
f̄ Xfγµf −→ ∂µa

fa
f̄ V †f XfVfγ

µf . (2)

The matrices Vf correspond to the bi-unitary transformations which diagonalize the fermion

mass matrix M̂f = V †fLMfVfR . It is useful to define these couplings as

CR,Lf =
1

2N
V †fR,L

XfR,L
VfR,L

, (3)

where N is the QCD anomaly coefficient.

2.2 Flavour violation in the UV: the PQ-2HDM

Generally, this axion can be generated as a variation of the classic DFSZ model10,11, implemented
with non-universal charges. This model contains 2 Higgs doublets, which introduce an additional
Yukawa matrix coupling to the fermions

LPQ−2HDM = f̄L

(
Y f
1 H̃1 + Y f

2 H̃2

)
fR + h.c. . (4)

In this type of models one cannot generally diagonalize simultaneously the mass matrix
and individual Yukawas, leading to the appearance of flavour violation in the UV-completion.
This can be seen by noting that the mass matrix is a combination of the Yukawas and vacuum
expectation values of the two Higgs, v1 = vcβ and v2 = vsβ with sβ ≡ sinβ, cβ ≡ cosβ and
tβ ≡ tanβ = v2

v1
,

Mf =
v√
2

(
Y f
1 cβ + Y f

2 sβ

)
, (5)

while the interactions of the radial modes follow different combinations (see reference 12), gener-
ating flavour-violating couplings. However, there is no apparent direct connection between the
flavour violation in the IR and UV sectors. Such a connection can be made explicitly manifest
by noting that the structure of the Yukawas is given by the charge arrangement. Thus, by
imposing the U(1)PQ on the Yukawa matrices, one can obtain the following sum rules,

−XfLY
f
1,2 + Y f

1,2XfR + X1,2Y
f
1,2 = 0 . (6)

These expressions combined with the definition of the mass matrix in Eq. 5, fix the specific
shape of the Yukawas

Y d
1 =

√
2

vcβ
VdL

(
CLd M̂d − M̂dC

R
d + X2M̂d

)
V †dR , Y

d
2 =

√
2

vsβ
VdL

(
−CLd M̂d + M̂dC

R
d −X1M̂d

)
V †dR ,

(7)



where we took the specific case of the d−type quarks. Similar expressions hold for the u−type
quarks and leptons b. These relations, are the main result of reference 12, and it is important
to emphasize several points: i) the structure of flavour violation is contained in the couplings

CR,Lf ∼ V †R,LXfR,L
VR,L, and it is shared across scales; ii) these relations don’t assume any

particular PQ-charge or Yukawa structure (unlike in other works where Yukawa ansatzs are
used); and iii) the charges of the Higgs will not play any role in flavour-violating couplings.

3 An example of the flavour connection across scales

To emphasize the importance of these relations, we give a particular example of the information
one could obtain of the UV-completion after a positive detection of an axion in the golden
channels: K → π a and B → K a.

Using Eq. 7 it is possible to relate observables of flavour-violating axions and the PQ-2HDM.
To simplify, we use models with 2 + 1 charge arrangements 4, which exhibit flavour violation in
just one of the two couplings, CR,Lf . This allows to write the following direct relations which
link the axion golden channels with the associated 2HDM meson mixing contribution in the
alignment limit 12

(
fa

1011 GeV

)2( 1 TeV

s2βmH

)2(BR(K → πa)

7.3 · 10−11

)
=

2 |MNP
12 |

3.5 · 10−15 GeV
, (8)(

fa
8.8 · 107 GeV

)2( 1 TeV

s2βmH

)2(BR(B → Ka)

7.1 · 10−6

)
=

2 |MNP
12 |

1.2 · 10−11 GeV
. (9)

If an axion is found in one of these decay channels, the branching ratio is set. If we fix
the branching ratio, then meson-mixing imposes a lower bound in the fa −mH plane. This is
shown in Fig. 1, where the light coloured region is the parameter space between the current and
projected sensitivity of the bounds. The dark coloured region is the bound imposed by meson
mixing, the black horizontal band is the collider bound on the 2HDM and in brown we show the
astrophysical bounds for a model with order one coupling to electrons, and the most astrophobic
model 4. This plot shows the important interplay between axion and 2HDM bounds, and we
see how we could extract information about the 2HDM after detecting an axion: if the axion
is found in a s − d transition, then there is plenty parameter space to cover with future LHC
searches. However, if an axion is found in a b− s transition, then either the model is up to some
extent astrophobic or the LHC would not be able to observe heavy modes of the 2HDM.

This is one particular example in which the general connection of Eq. 7 can be used. Other
examples, including how to relate lepton flavour-violating decays of the SM-like Higgs h→ l+i l

−
j

and lepton decays li → lj a are found in Ref. 12. We remark that these relations are most useful
when there are signs of new physics, since they allow to fix at least one of the observables.

4 Conclusions

In this talk we presented the results of reference 12. Here, a new way of rewriting the Yukawa
matrices of a non-universal DFSZ is found, allowing to link the flavour violating couplings of
the heavy radial modes in terms of the axion couplings. This minimal flavour structure allows
to connect flavour violating observables between the two sectors, the axion and the PQ-2HDM,
that is a UV-IR connection. We have shown in an example, that information about the heavy
modes can be obtained if a flavour violating axion is found. Specifically, if an axion is found
in the K → π a channel then the parameter space still allows for a detection in the future runs
of LHC, while if this discovery happens in other channels, e.g. B → Ka, the parameter of the
LHC would be already ruled out by astrophysics unless the model is astrophobic.

bThese expressions are given for 2N = 1 axion models.



10 7 10 6 10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1

ma [eV]

103

104

105

106

s 2
m

H
 [G

eV
]

Astro bound (C
e =

1)

Astrophobic bound

mK bound

Br(K
a)=Br(K

a) current

Br(K
a)=Br(K

a) projected

LHC bound

10710810910101011101210131014
fa [GeV]

10 5 10 4 10 3 10 2 10 1

ma [eV]

103

104

105

106

s 2
m

H
 [G

eV
]

Astro bound (C
e =

1)

Astrophobic bound

mBs bound
Br(B

Ka)=Br(B
Ka) current

Br(B
Ka)=Br(B

Ka) projected

LHC bound

107108109101010111012
fa [GeV]

Figure 1 – Allowed parameters space after fixing the branching ratio of the axion to the current (solid), projected
sensitivity (dotted) and imposing the meson mixing bound on each channel. Bounds on collider searches of 2HDM
are shown in black, and astrophysical bounds for different axion scenarios are coloured in brown.
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We extend the discussion of the recently discovered ‘anomaly poles’ in QCD Compton scattering.
We perform the complete one-loop calculation of the Compton amplitude using momentum transfer
t as the regulator of collinear divergences. In the gluon channel, we confirm the presence of poles 1/t
in both the real and imaginary parts of the amplitude. In the quark channel, we find unexpected
infrared single 1/ε and double 1/ε2 poles. We then perform the one-loop calculation of the leading-
twist quark generalized parton distributions (GPDs) with the same regulators and find that all these
singular terms can be systematically absorbed into the GPDs, showing that QCD factorization is
restored to this order. Having established this, we discuss the fate of the 1/t poles. We argue that
they become the nonperturbative building blocks of GPDs that encode the chiral and trace anomalies
of QCD, in a way consistent with the known constraints these anomalies impose on the nucleon axial
and gravitational form factors. The scope of research on GPDs can therefore be expanded to address
the manifestation and implications of quantum anomalies in high-energy exclusive processes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The past several years have witnessed significant progress in the higher-order calculation of Deeply Virtual Compton
Scattering (DVCS). In the flavor-nonsinglet channel, the three-loop evolution equation for the generalized parton
distributions (GPDs) has been derived [1] together with the two-loop coefficient functions [2]. In the flavor-singlet
channel, the two-loop coefficient functions for the unpolarized GPDs have been recently calculated [3] and even higher
order resummation effects have been studied [4]. These developments are on a steady path toward achieving the
NNLO accuracy in DVCS that is required for precision GPD studies at the future Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) [5].

Meanwhile, in a previous paper [6], we have explored a new approach to compute the NLO corrections in DVCS,
following an earlier suggestion in polarized deep inelastic scattering (DIS) [7, 8]. The key ingredient is to use momen-
tum transfer t = (P1−P2)2 as an infrared cutoff to regulate the collinear divergence, instead of the usual dimensional
regularization. Previously in the GPD literature, the variable t had always been neglected when computing partonic
amplitudes. Naively, one would expect that the only new effect of introducing nonzero t would be to generate higher
twist corrections of order |t|/Q2 � 1 where Q2 is the photon virtuality. However, our explicit calculations with
nonzero t have revealed ‘anomaly poles’ 1/t which had not been detected in the previous calculations performed at
t = 0 [9–13], but are consistent with the result in [7]. Moreover, these poles are accompanied by certain twist-four
GPDs but without an expected suppression factor 1/Q2. (Rather, 1/Q2 has been replaced by 1/t.) In fact, they can
be interpreted as the manifestations of the QCD chiral [7, 8, 14] and trace [6] anomalies in high energy scattering. The
finding thus points towards a novel connection between the study of GPDs and phenomena associated with quantum
anomalies such as chiral symmetry breaking and confinement.

At face value, the emergence of poles is in apparent contradiction with the QCD factorization theorem [9, 15] which
states that the QCD Compton scattering amplitude factorizes into the perturbatively calculable coefficient functions
and the nonperturbative twist-two GPDs up to higher-twist corrections of order 1/Q2. However, we have already
suggested in [6] that the poles found in the one-loop calculation may be absorbed into the twist-two GPDs as a part
of the infrared subtraction procedure. The purpose of this paper is to fully demonstrate that this is indeed the case.
We first perform a complete calculation of the Compton amplitude with nonzero t at one loop, both in the quark and
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2

gluon channels, in both the polarized and unpolarized sectors, and for the real and imaginary parts of the amplitude.
(In [6], we only calculated the imaginary part in the gluon channel.) In the gluon channel, we find 1/t poles also
in the real part. Surprisingly, in the quark channel, we find uncancelled infrared single 1/ε and double 1/ε2 poles.
We next perform the corresponding one-loop calculation of the unpolarized and polarized quark GPDs at finite t and
show that all the singular terms can be systematically absorbed.

Therefore, at least to one loop, the emergence of 1/t poles does not contradict the QCD factorization theorem.
The calculation with nonzero t may be regarded as an alternative factorization scheme. Having established this, we
shift our focus to the fate of the 1/t poles absorbed into the twist-two GPDs. It is well known that the chiral and
trace anomalies impose constraints on the nucleon axial and gravitational form factors, respectively. Since these form
factors are certain moments of the twist-two GPDs, there must be corresponding constraints directly on GPDs [6]. A
preliminary discussion of this has been already presented in [6]. Our extended treatment here will lend more support
to the idea that this new scheme can uniquely address such profound aspects of QCD in GPD studies.

II. COMPTON SCATTERING

The amplitude for QCD Compton scattering off a proton target, γ∗(q1)p(P1)→ γ∗(q2)p(P2), is given by

Tµν = i

∫
d4yeiq·y〈P2|T{jµ(y/2)jν(−y/2)}|P1〉, (1)

where jµ =
∑
q eqψ̄qγ

µψq is the electromagnetic current and qµ =
qµ1 +qµ2

2 is the average of the incoming and outgoing

photon momenta. The momentum transfer is denoted as t = l2 where lµ = Pµ2 − P
µ
1 = qµ1 − q

µ
2 . We introduce the

generalized Bjorken variable xB and the skewness parameter ξ,

xB =
Q2

2P · q
, ξ =

q22 − q21
2P · q

≈ − l+

2P+
, (2)

where Q2 = −q2 is the photon virtuality and Pµ =
Pµ1 +Pµ2

2 . In DVCS, q22 = 0 and xB ≈ ξ, but we shall keep general
xB and ξ throughout the paper.

In the generalized Bjorken limit Q2, 2P · q → ∞ with xB fixed and Q2 � |t|, the Compton amplitude can be
expanded as

Tµν =
gµν⊥
2P+

ū(P2)

[
γ+H+

iσ+ν lν
2M

E
]
u(P2)− i

εµν⊥
2P+

ū(P2)

[
γ+γ5H̃+

γ5l+

2M
Ẽ
]
u(P2) + · · · , (3)

where M is the proton mass. gµν⊥ and εµν⊥ are transverse projectors such that gij⊥ = −δij and εij⊥ = εij for transverse
indices i, j = 1, 2 and the other components are zero. Our convention is γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 and ε0123 = ε−+12 = ε12 = 1.
The ellipsis in (3) stand for the contributions from the (generalized) longitudinal structure function and the so-called
gluon transversity GPD. As observed in [6], they are not sensitive to anomalies and are thus left for future work.

According to QCD factorization, the Compton form factors H, E , H̃ and Ẽ can be written as convolutions of
nonperturbative GPDs and partonic hard-scattering amplitudes. The latter are commonly calculated in dimensional
regularization in d = 4− 2ε dimensions, with ε regularizing both ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) divergences. We
shall also work in d dimensions, since individual diagrams contain UV divergences. But we regularize the collinear
singularity by introducing the physical variable t at the partonic level. Such a calculation is safely justified when√
|t| � ΛQCD (still keeping Q�

√
|t|), but we shall eventually be interested in the region

√
|t| ∼ ΛQCD. The result

of the one-loop calculation can be summarized in the form(
H(xB , ξ, t)
E(xB , ξ, t)

)
=
∑
q

e2q

∫ 1

0

dx

[(
C0(x, xB) +

αs
2π
Cq1(x, xB , ξ)

)(
Hq(x, ξ, t)−Hq(−x, ξ, t)
Eq(x, ξ, t)− Eq(−x, ξ, t)

)
+
αs
2π
Cg1 (x, xB , ξ)

(
Hg(x, ξ, t)
Eg(x, ξ, t)

)
+
αs
2π

M2

t
A(x, xB , ξ)

(
F(x, ξ, t)
−F(x, ξ, t)

)]
+O(1/Q2) +O(α2

s), (4)



3

(
H̃(xB , ξ, t)

Ẽ(xB , ξ, t)

)
=
∑
q

e2q

∫ 1

0

dx

[(
C̃0(x, xB) +

αs
2π
C̃q1(x, xB , ξ)

)(
H̃q(x, ξ, t) + H̃q(−x, ξ, t)
Ẽq(x, ξ, t) + Ẽq(−x, ξ, t)

)

+
αs
2π
C̃g1 (x, xB , ξ)

(
H̃g(x, ξ, t)

Ẽg(x, ξ, t)

)
+
αs
2π

M2

t
Ã(x, xB , ξ)

(
0

F̃(x, ξ, t)

)]
+O(1/Q2) +O(α2

s), (5)

where the notations for the twist-two quark and gluon GPDs Hq,g, Eq,g, H̃q,g, Ẽq,g are standard [16, 17]. (The gluon

GPDs are normalized as Hg(x) = xG(x) and H̃g(x) = x∆G(x) in the forward limit, where G, ∆G are the unpolarized
and polarized gluon PDFs.) Note that (4) and (5) are still in their ‘unsubtracted’ forms in the sense that some of the
coefficients contain divergences in the formal limit t→ 0. Their subtraction is rather unconventional, and to elaborate
on this is one of the main objectives of our paper.

The leading-order coefficient functions are well known:

C0 (x, xB) =
1

x− xB + iε
+

1

x+ xB − iε
,

C̃0 (x, xB) =
1

x− xB + iε
− 1

x+ xB − iε
. (6)

The one-loop corrections, Cq1 etc., have the following generic structure:

Cq1(x, xB , ξ) =
CF
x

(
κqq(x̂, ξ̂) ln

Q2

−l2
+ δCq1(x̂, ξ̂)

)
, C̃q1(x, xB , ξ) =

CF
x

(
κ̃qq(x̂, ξ̂) ln

Q2

−l2
+ δC̃q1(x̂, ξ̂)

)
, (7)

Cg1 (x, xB , ξ) =
2TR
x2

(
κqg(x̂, ξ̂) ln

Q2

−l2
+ δCg1 (x̂, ξ̂)

)
, C̃g1 (x, xB , ξ) =

2TR
x2

(
κ̃qg(x̂, ξ̂) ln

Q2

−l2
+ δC̃g1 (x̂, ξ̂)

)
, (8)

where CF = 4
3 and TR = 1

2 are the usual color factors. We have introduced the partonic variables x̂ = xB
x and

ξ̂ = ξ
x , and set the MS renormalization scale to be 4πe−γEµ2 = Q2. The logarithm ln Q2

−l2 originates from the

collinear singularity and replaces the − 1
εIR

pole in the usual calculation in dimensional regularization with t = 0. The
coefficients κ, κ̃ are fixed by the evolution equation of GPDs and must agree with the known results in the literature.
On the other hand, the coefficient functions δCq1 , δCg1 , δC̃q1 and δC̃g1 are potentially scheme dependent. The results
in the MS scheme can be found in [9–11, 17]. Note that, somewhat at variance with the previous literature, we have

used the reflection symmetry in x to restrict the x-integral to the region 0 < x < 1. Namely, C̃0, C̃q1 , Cg1 , Hg, Eg
are even functions and C0, Cq1 , C̃g1 H̃g, Ẽg are odd functions, respectively, under x→ −x. This is convenient for the
discussion below.

Eqs. (4) and (5) resemble the usual structure dictated by the QCD factorization theorem except for the ‘anomaly

pole’ terms proportional to 1/t. These poles are accompanied by the twist-four gluon GPDs F and F̃ defined as
[7, 18–21]

F(x, ξ, t) ≡ −4xP+

M

∫
dz−

2π
eixP

+z− 〈P2|Fµν(−z−/2)WFµν(z−/2)|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

, (9)

F̃(x, ξ, t) ≡ iP+

M

∫
dz−

2π
eixP

+z− 〈P2|Fµν(−z−/2)WF̃µν(z−/2)|P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

, (10)

where W is the straight Wilson line between [−z−/2, z−/2]. We have changed the normalization with respect to [6] in
order to make these distributions dimensionless. Despite involving twist-four GPDs, these terms are not suppressed
by 1/Q2 and apparently cause problems in the forward limit t→ 0. As discussed in [6] and will be further elaborated
later, the emergence of poles and their fate may shed new light on the nonperturbative structure of GPDs, connecting
to deep issues such as chiral symmetry breaking and the origin of hadron masses.

III. CALCULATIONS

In this section, we outline our calculation of the perturbative corrections to Compton scattering at one-loop order.
The relevant Feynman diagrams for the subprocess initiated by the gluons are shown in Fig. 1 and the ones initiated
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q2

p2

q1

p1

FIG. 1: Diagrams for the subprocess γ∗g → γ∗g in Compton scattering.

p1

q1 q2

p2

FIG. 2: Diagrams for the subprocess γ∗q → γ∗q in Compton scattering. Diagrams with photon lines crossed are not shown.

by the quarks are shown in Fig. 2. For the latter case, we choose to work in Feynman gauge. (We have also worked
in a general covariant gauge and confirmed that the final results are independent of the gauge as it should be.) As in
Ref. [6], we parameterize the incoming and outgoing momenta as

q1 = q +
l

2
, q2 = q − l

2
, p1 = p− l

2
, p2 = p+

l

2
. (11)

We also define the partonic versions of the Bjorken and skewness variables (2) as

x̂ =
Q2

2p · q
=
xB
x
, ξ̂ =

ξ

x
= −x̂ q · l

Q2
. (12)

The incoming and outgoing partons are assumed to be massless, p21 = p22 = 0, which leads to the conditions p2 = −l2/4
and p · l = 0. The virtuality of the photons can be written as

q21 = −Q2 x̂+ ξ̂

x̂
+
l2

4
, q22 = −Q2 x̂− ξ̂

x̂
+
l2

4
. (13)

We will abbreviate the polarization vectors for the gluons in Fig. 1 as εµ(p1) ≡ εµ1 and ε∗µ(p2) ≡ ε∗µ2 .

The collinear singularity in the above diagrams will be regularized by t = l2. We emphasize that, in the present
‘handbag’ approximation, t = (p2 − p1)2 = (P2 − P1)2 is the same at the hadronic and partonic levels. However, we
still have to work in d = 4 − 2ε dimensions because the individual diagrams will contain UV divergences in the real
part. At the same time, working in d-dimensions also helps to check if there are any leftover IR divergences that
are not regularized by nonzero t alone. This point will be relevant for the quark-channel diagrams in Fig. 2. Our
convention is that, if ε is used for the UV divergences, then ε → εUV > 0, while if it is used for the IR divergences
then ε→ εIR < 0.

In the following, we shall refer to the two terms in (3) as the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the Compton
amplitude, respectively. The symmetric part can be extracted with the help of the projector

gµν⊥ = gµν +
1

q2(1 + γ2)

(
qµ − q2

p · q
pµ
)(

qν − q2

p · q
pν
)
− qµqν

q2
, γ2 = − p2q2

(p · q)2
=

l2q2

4(p · q)2
, (14)

such that

gµ⊥µ = d− 2 = 2(1− ε), H, E ∼ 1

2(1− ε)
g⊥µνT

µν . (15)
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For the antisymmetric part, we use the projector εαpµν ≡ εαβµνpβ .

We evaluate the above diagrams with the help of the Mathematica package ‘Package-X’ [22]. Below we first discuss
the main features of our results specific to the gluon and quark channels. The complete results will then be presented
in Sec. IV.

A. Gluon channel

Our results feature (i) a 1/l2 pole and (ii) a logarithm ln(Q2/−l2), both arising from the first and third diagrams
in Fig. 1. For the symmetric case, the UV poles from the first and third diagrams add up to cancel the one arising
from the second diagram. For the antisymmetric case, the UV poles from the first and third diagram cancel. There
are no leftover 1/εIR divergences, meaning that l2 6= 0 functions as a genuine regulator of collinear divergences.

In the symmetric case, the result has the following generic structure:

−ε1 · ε∗2
(
A ln

Q2

−l2
+B

)
+
C

l2
ε1 · lε∗2 · l = −ε1 · ε∗2

(
A ln

Q2

−l2
+B − C

2

)
+
C

l2

(
ε1 · lε∗2 · l −

ε1 · ε∗2
2

l2
)
, (16)

where A,B,C are coefficients that depend on x̂ and ξ̂. In the asymmetric case, we find instead

iεαpε
∗
2ε1

(
Ã ln

Q2

−l2
+ B̃

)
+ C̃

lα

l2
iεε1ε

∗
2 lp, (17)

where εε1ε
∗
2 lp ≡ εµνρλε1µε∗2ν lρpλ. The first terms in (16) and (17) can be interpreted as the usual one-loop corrections

to the twist-two gluon GPDs ∼ Cg1Hg, C̃
g
1 H̃g through the identifications

−ε1 · ε∗2 ∼
〈p2|F+µF +

µ |p1〉
1− ξ̂2

, iε+pε
∗
2ε1 ∼

〈p2|iF+µF̃ +
µ |p1〉

1− ξ̂2
. (18)

However, the second terms in (16) and (17) cannot be attributed to twist-two GPDs. Their structures can only arise

from the twist-four operators FµνFµν and Fµν F̃µν

ε1 · lε∗2 · l −
ε1 · ε∗2

2
l2 ∼ 〈p2|FµνFµν |p1〉, 2iεε1ε

∗
2 lp ∼ 〈p2|iFµν F̃µν |p1〉, (19)

and this is how the twist-four GPDs (9), (10) come into play. It should be mentioned, however, that the present

argument only concerns the two-parton matrix element of the operators FF and FF̃ . Further justifications from
other approaches such as the operator product expansion are desirable.

B. Quark channel

In this case, our results do not contain any terms 1/l2. This is consistent with the expectation that the anomalies,
being of purely gluonic nature, should not affect the quark sector, at least at this order. Quite unexpectedly though,
we find (i) double IR poles 1/ε2IR, (ii) single IR poles 1/εIR, apart from (iii) a logarithm ln(Q2/−l2). Besides, we
also find (iv) UV poles 1/εUV. It is interesting to discuss the origin of these poles. The UV poles arise from all the
diagrams in Fig. 2 excluding the first. To cancel them, we need to include the square root of the self-energy corrections
0 = 1

εUV
− 1

εIR
on the incoming and outgoing (massless) quark lines. This converts the UV poles into single IR poles

that add to the ones in (ii). The double IR poles arise from the first diagram while the single IR poles arise from all
diagrams except the fourth. It is interesting to note that, in inclusive DIS, the second and third diagrams also give rise
to double poles, canceling the one from the first diagram, but in the present case do not because the quark lines (after
re-absorption of gluons) are massive. Another interesting feature is that, in the usual MS scheme, one obtains the
evolution kernel of GPDs as the coefficient of single IR poles for which all the aforementioned diagrams contribute. In
our case, we reproduce the kernel as the coefficient of the logarithm (iii) for which only the first diagram contributes.

In the antisymmetric case, we project the result onto ū(p2)γ+γ5u(p1) in order to extract the twist-two component.
This makes it necessary to specify the treatment of the Dirac matrix in d 6= 4 dimensions. We have used both the
‘naive’ fully anticommuting γ5 and the HVBM scheme [23, 24]. For the latter we have computed the Dirac traces
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using the Mathematica package ‘Tracer’ [25]. The HVBM scheme provides the preferred scheme [26, 27] because,
unlike the one with the fully anticommuting γ5, it is known to be algebraically consistent. Remarkably, however, in
the present case the result is the same for both schemes. The reason is that all 1/ε pole terms we find enter with a part
of the Dirac trace that manifestly gives the same answer for both treatments of γ5. All further collinear singularities
are regularized by the logarithm ln(Q2/−l2), so that this part of the calculation can essentially be carried out in four
dimensions where of course both schemes coincide. The same is true for the gluonic coefficient function which has no
poles in 1/ε and can be obtained in four dimensions. Hence there are no ambiguities related to the Levi-Civita tensor
being an entirely four-dimensional object. The issue of the scheme nevertheless will show up later when we discuss
the one-loop calculation of the GPDs.

IV. RESULTS

A. One-loop evolution kernels

The coefficients of the logarithm ln(Q2/−l2) in (7), (8) are dictated by the evolution of the twist-two GPDs and
therefore must agree with the known results in the literature [9–11]. We find that this is indeed the case, meaning that
the physical parameter t does the job of regularizing the collinear singularity associated with GPDs. For completeness,
here we reproduce the results:

κqq(x̂, ξ̂) =
3

2(1− x̂)
+

x̂2 + 1− 2ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)(1− x̂)
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

(x̂− ξ̂)(1− x̂2 − 2x̂ξ̂ − 2ξ̂2)

(1− x̂2)ξ̂(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+ (x̂→ −x̂), (20)

κ̃qq(x̂, ξ̂) =
3

2(1− x̂)
+

x̂2 + 1− 2ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)(1− x̂)
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
− (x̂− ξ̂)(1 + x̂2 + 2x̂ξ̂)

(1− x̂2)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂
− (x̂→ −x̂), (21)

κqg(x̂, ξ̂) =
1− 2x̂+ 2x̂2 − ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

(x̂− ξ̂)(1− 2ξ̂x̂− ξ̂2)

ξ̂(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+ (x̂→ −x̂), (22)

κ̃qg(x̂, ξ̂) =
2x̂− 1− ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
− 2

x̂− ξ̂
(1− ξ̂2)2

ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂
− (x̂→ −x̂), (23)

where as before x̂ = xB
x , ξ̂ = ξ

x . Note that x̂, ξ̂ are always positive because we restricted to 0 < x < 1 in (4) and (5).
Also, an infinitesimal, negative imaginary part is understood in x̂, namely, x̂→ x̂− iε and

ln(x̂− 1) = ln(1− x̂)− iπ. (24)

B. Coefficient functions

The ‘coefficient functions’ in (7), (8) are given as follows:

δCq1(x̂, ξ̂) = −

(
Q2

−l2

)εIR
ε2IR(1− x̂)

−
3

(
Q2

−l2

)εIR
2εIR(1− x̂)

+
1− 2x̂− 2x̂2 + 3ξ̂2

2(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

(x̂− ξ̂)(−1 + x̂2 + 3x̂ξ̂ + 3ξ̂2)

(1− x̂2)(1− ξ̂2)ξ̂
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+
1 + x̂2 − 2ξ̂2

2(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)
ln2 x̂− 1

x̂
+

x̂

2(1− ξ̂2)ξ̂
ln2 x̂− ξ̂

x̂
+
−1− x̂2 + 2ξ̂2

2(1− x̂2)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

ln
x̂+ ξ̂

x̂
+

π2 − 54

12(1− x̂)

+
x̂

(1− ξ̂2)ξ̂
Li2
−2ξ̂

x̂− ξ̂
+

1 + x̂2 − 2ξ̂2

(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)

(
Li2

1− ξ̂
1− x̂

+ Li2
1 + ξ̂

1− x̂

)
+ (x̂→ −x̂), (25)
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δC̃q1(x̂, ξ̂) = −

(
Q2

−l2

)εIR
ε2IR(1− x̂)

−
3

(
Q2

−l2

)εIR
2εIR(1− x̂)

+
−1 + 2x̂− 4x̂2 + 3ξ̂2

2(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

(x̂− ξ̂)(1 + 2x̂2 + 3x̂ξ̂)

(1− x̂2)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+
1 + x̂2 − 2ξ̂2

2(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)
ln2 x̂− 1

x̂
+

ξ̂

2(1− ξ̂2)
ln2 x̂− ξ̂

x̂
− x̂(1 + x̂2 − 2ξ̂2)

2(1− x̂2)(1− ξ̂2)
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

ln
x̂+ ξ̂

x̂
+

π2 − 54

12(1− x̂)

+
ξ̂

1− ξ̂2
Li2
−2ξ̂

x̂− ξ̂
+

1 + x̂2 − 2ξ̂2

(1− x̂)(1− ξ̂2)

(
Li2

1− ξ̂
1− x̂

+ Li2
1 + ξ̂

1− x̂

)
− (x̂→ −x̂), (26)

δCg1 (x̂, ξ̂) = −1− 2x̂+ 2x̂2 − ξ̂2

(1− ξ2)2
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

1− 2x̂+ 2x̂2 − ξ̂2

2(1− ξ̂2)2
ln2 x̂− 1

x̂

− (x̂− ξ̂)(1− 2x̂ξ̂ − ξ̂2)

ξ̂(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+
x̂(1 + ξ̂2)

2ξ(1− ξ̂2)2
ln2 x̂− ξ̂

x̂
− 1 + 2x̂2 − ξ̂2

2(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

ln
x̂+ ξ̂

x̂

+
x̂(1 + ξ̂2)

ξ̂(1− ξ̂2)2
Li2
−2ξ̂

x̂− ξ̂
+

1− 2x̂+ 2x̂2 − ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)2

(
Li2

1− ξ̂
1− x̂

+ Li2
1 + ξ̂

1− x̂

)
+ (x̂→ −x̂), (27)

δC̃g1 (x̂, ξ̂) = −2x̂− 1− ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− 1

x̂
+

2x̂− 1− ξ̂2

2(1− ξ̂2)2
ln2 x̂− 1

x̂

+ 2
x̂− ξ̂

(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+
ξ̂

1− ξ̂2
ln2 x̂− ξ̂

x̂
− x̂

(1− ξ̂2)2
ln
x̂− ξ̂
x̂

ln
x̂+ ξ̂

x̂

+
2ξ̂

(1− ξ̂2)2
Li2
−2ξ̂

x̂− ξ̂
+

2x̂− 1− ξ̂2

(1− ξ̂2)2

(
Li2

1− ξ̂
1− x̂

+ Li2
1 + ξ̂

1− x̂

)
− (x̂→ −x̂), (28)

where Li2 is the dilogarithm function. As mentioned before, in the quark channel, we find single 1/εIR and double
1/ε2IR infrared poles. Note that, since εIR < 0, (Q2/−l2)εIR → 0 if one takes the l2 → 0 limit first. However, if one
keeps l2 finite and expands in εIR, the first term 3

2(1−x̂) in (20) and (21) gets canceled. We discuss below how these

problematic terms eventually disappear. As we also mentioned, the result (26) is independent of the scheme for γ5.

C. Anomaly pole terms

The coefficients of the ‘anomaly poles’ 1/t in (4) and (5) are found to be

A(x, xB , ξ) =
2TR
x

1 +
x̂(1− x̂) ln

x̂− 1

x̂
+ x̂(x̂− ξ̂) ln

x̂− ξ̂
x̂

+ (x̂→ −x̂)

1− ξ̂2

 , (29)

Ã(x, xB , ξ) =
8TR
x

(1− x̂) ln x̂−1
x + (x̂− ξ̂) ln x̂−ξ̂

x̂ − (x̂→ −x̂)

1− ξ̂2
. (30)

The imaginary parts of these expressions agree with our results in [6]. Clearly, there are 1/t poles also in the real part
of the Compton amplitude.1 While (29) and (30) look unfamiliar and complicated, remarkably the x-integrals in (4)

1 In Ref. [6] we computed only the imaginary part of the Compton amplitude by directly extracting the discontinuity across the variables
s = (p+ q)2 and q22 . In this paper, we compute the full amplitude. We have checked that the imaginary parts of (29), (30) and all the
other results in this paper are consistent with the corresponding results in [6].
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and (5) can be exactly rewritten in the following form∫ 1

0

dxA(x, xB , ξ)F(x, ξ, t)

= 2TR

∫ 1

0

dxC0(x, xB)

[∫ 1

x

dx′

x′
K

(
x

x′
,
ξ

x′

)
F(x′, ξ, t)− θ(ξ − x)

∫ 1

0

dx′

x′
L

(
x

x′
,
ξ

x′

)
F(x′, ξ, t)

]
≡ 2TR

∫ 1

0

dxC0(x, xB)Canom ⊗F(x, ξ, t), (31)

∫ 1

0

dxÃ(x, xB , ξ)F̃(x, ξ, t)

= 2TR

∫ 1

0

dxC̃0(x, xB)

[∫ 1

x

dx′

x′
K̃

(
x

x′
,
ξ

x′

)
F̃(x′, ξ, t)− θ(ξ − x)

∫ 1

0

dx′

x′
L̃

(
x

x′
,
ξ

x′

)
F̃(x′, ξ, t)

]
≡ 2TR

∫ 1

0

dxC̃0(x, xB)C̃anom ⊗ F̃(x, ξ, t), (32)

where

K(x, ξ) =
x(1− x)

1− ξ2
, L(x, ξ) =

x(ξ − x)

1− ξ2
, (33)

K̃(x, ξ) =
4(1− x)

1− ξ2
, L̃(x, ξ) =

4(ξ − x)

1− ξ2
. (34)

That is, the leading-order kernels C0 and C̃0 can be factored out. The resulting convolution Canom ⊗ F agrees with
what was anticipated in [6] following the general argument in [28] where actually the same integral (31) can be found.
We now have the corresponding result with ξ 6= 0 in the polarized sector. As mentioned already in [6], the two terms
in Canom and C̄anom come from the first and third diagrams in Fig. 1. The latter is nonzero only when the outgoing
photon becomes timelike, q22 > 0, see (13).

The identities (31), (32) guarantee that, if the 1/t poles are cancelled in the imaginary part of the Compton
amplitude [6], the same cancellation automatically occurs in the real part as well.

V. GPDS AT ONE LOOP

We have seen that the Compton scattering amplitudes at one loop contain three types of singular behaviors: (i)
logarithms ln(−t), (ii) anomaly poles 1/t, (iii) single 1/ε and double 1/ε2 infrared poles (only in the quark channel).
The logarithms are as expected, but the other two are unusual and potentially cause problems with factorization. We
now demonstrate that all these singular structures can be absorbed into the quark GPDs in the leading-order terms
of (4) and (5). Specifically, we compute the unpolarized and polarized quark GPDs2∫

dz−

2π
eixP

+z−〈p2|q̄(−z/2)Wγ+q(z−/2)|p1〉, (35)∫
dz−

2π
eixP

+z−〈p2|q̄(−z/2)Wγ+γ5q(z
−/2)|p1〉, (36)

to one loop for on-shell p21 = p22 = 0 quark and gluon external states, keeping t = (p2−p1)2 6= 0. We need to separately
consider the DGLAP region 0 < ξ < x ≤ 1 and the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage (ERBL) region 0 < x < ξ
[16]. We work in d = 4− 2ε dimensions to regularize the UV divergences and any leftover IR divergences. As before,
they are distinguished by 1/εUV and 1/εIR, respectively. The MS scale is denoted by µ̃2 = 4πe−γEµ2.

While our primary interest are the singular terms in the matrix elements (35), (36), in general, they also contain
finite terms. Below we show the results for the finite terms only in the DGLAP region. In the ERBL region, we find
it difficult to obtain compact analytic expressions for the finite terms. We leave this to future work.

2 The variables x and ξ in this section (and also in the appendix) should better be written as x̂ and ξ̂ to be more consistent with the

notation in the previous sections. We however abbreviate x̂, ξ̂ → x, ξ for simplicity.
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A. Quark matrix element

The divergent part of the quark matrix element in the DGLAP region ξ < x < 1 is, omitting the common prefactor
αsCF
2π ū(p2)γ+u(p1) or αsCF

2π ū(p2)γ+γ5u(p1),(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

[
1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− ξ2)(1− x)+
+

(
3

2
− ln(1− ξ2)

)
δ(1− x)

]
− δ(1− x)

(
1

ε2IR
+

3

2

1

εIR

)(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
. (37)

The derivation is outlined in Appendix A. The same result holds for both the unpolarized and polarized GPDs. Note
the double and single infrared poles. Similar ‘Sudakov’ double poles have been previously encountered in the one-loop
gluon matrix element of the twist-four GPDs (9) and (10) [20, 21]. After convoluting with C0 and C̃0, which can be
done trivially using the delta function δ(1− x), they exactly match the double and single poles in (25) and (26). In
other words, the poles in (25) and (26) can be absorbed into the GPDs. The finite terms are given by

−1 + x2 − 2ξ2

1− ξ2

 ln (1−x)2
1−ξ2

1− x


+

− 1− x
1− ξ2

− 1

2
δ(1− x)

(
ln2(1− ξ2)− π2

6

)
, (38)

in the unpolarized case. In the polarized case, interestingly the result depends on the scheme for γ5 in contrast to
what we observed with the coefficient function (26). If one uses the ‘fully anticommuting γ5,’ the result is the same
as (38). If, on the other hand, one uses the HVBM scheme, one finds an additional term

4
1− x
1− ξ2

. (39)

The O(ε) difference between the two schemes now leaves a finite contribution because of the presence of the UV pole
1/εUV.

In the ERBL region, the divergent terms read(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

x+ ξ

(1 + ξ)

(
1

1− x
+

1

2ξ

)
, (40)

in both the unpolarized and polarized cases. (As mentioned already, we neglect the finite terms in the ERBL region.)

The coefficients of
(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
in (37) and (40) constitute the q → q evolution kernel of the GPDs. After expanding(

µ̃2

−l2

)ε
= 1 + ε ln µ̃2

−l2 and convoluting with C0 and C̃0, we recover (20) and (21). In other words, the logarithmic

terms in (7) can be absorbed into the GPDs, as expected. The same comment applies to the g → q evolution kernel
below.

B. Gluon matrix element, unpolarized

For the gluon matrix elements, we find it convenient to work in the light-cone gauge ε+1 = ε+2 = 0. The result for

the unpolarized GPD in the DGLAP region is, omitting the prefactor αsTR
2π ,

−(1− ξ2)ε1 · ε∗2


(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

2x2 − 2x+ 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
−

(2x2 − 2x+ 1− ξ2) ln (1−x)2
1−ξ2 + 2x(1− x)

(1− ξ2)2


− 4

l2
x(1− x)

1− ξ2

(
ε1 · lε∗2 · l −

l2

2
ε1 · ε∗2

)
, (41)

where we have factored out the structure that represents the twist-two GPD, see (18). Note the anomaly pole 1/l2

which was absent in the quark matrix elements. Its coefficient matches K in (33). (The factor of 4 is from (9).)

In the ERBL region, we find−(1− ξ2)ε1 · ε∗2

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

(x+ ξ)(1 + ξ − 2x)

2ξ(1 + ξ)(1− ξ2)
−
(
ε1 · lε∗2 · l −

l2

2
ε1 · ε∗2

)
1

l2
2x(x+ ξ)

ξ(1 + ξ)

− (x→ −x), (42)
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The first term comes from the same ladder diagram as in (41). The x→ −x term comes from a diagram in which the
gluon legs are crossed. The latter contributes only in the ERBL region. The coefficient of the anomaly pole is thus

1

l2

(
2x(x+ ξ)

ξ(1 + ξ)
− 2x(x− ξ)

ξ(1 + ξ)

)
=

4

l2
x

1 + ξ
. (43)

This agrees with

K(x, ξ)− L(x, ξ) =
x

1 + ξ
, (44)

which is the relevant linear combination in the ERBL region, see (31). These results, together with the observation
(31), show that the 1/t pole in (4) can be absorbed into the unpolarized quark GPDs Hq, Eq in the leading order as
a part of the infrared subtraction procedure.

C. Gluon matrix element, polarized

In the polarized case (36), we find

(1− ξ2)iε+pε
∗
2ε1

2x− 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2


(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

− ln
(1− x)2

1− ξ2

− 2
1− x

(1− ξ2)2

+
2il+εε1ε

∗
2 lp

l2
1− x
1− ξ2

, (45)

in the DGLAP region. A simplified version of this result (with a different UV prescription) was already reported in

[6]. The coefficient of the pole agrees with K̃ in (34). Note that the pole is proportional to lµ=+, meaning that it

contributes to a shift in the GPD Ẽq. In the ERBL region,

x+ ξ

2ξ(1 + ξ)

(1− ξ2)iε+pε
∗
2ε1

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

−1

1 + ξ
+

2il+εε1ε
∗
2 lp

l2

+ (x→ −x)

= (1− ξ2)iε+pε
∗
2ε1

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
εUV

−1

(1 + ξ)2
+

2il+εε1ε
∗
2 lp

l2
1

1 + ξ
. (46)

The factor −1
(1+ξ)2 is the correct evolution kernel in the ERBL region as can be seen by taking the imaginary part of

(23):

2x− 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
− 2(x− ξ)

(1− ξ2)2
=

−1

(1 + ξ)2
. (47)

Again the coefficient of the anomaly pole agrees with

K̃(x, ξ)− L̃(x, ξ) =
4

1 + ξ
, (48)

from (34). With the help of (32), we can absorb the 1/t pole in (5) into the polarized quark GPD Ẽq.

D. Relation to the MS scheme

We have thus shown that all the singular structures 1/t, ln(−t), 1/εIR and 1/ε2IR in the ‘unsubtracted’ expressions
(4) and (5) can be systematically absorbed into the twist-two GPDs in the leading order. One might choose to also
compute the finite terms in the one-loop GPD matrix elements, convolute them with the leading-order kernel (6),
and subtract the results from (25)-(28). An interesting question then arises as to whether, after such a subtraction,
(25)-(28) reduce to the known coefficient functions in the MS scheme.3 Since we have kept the finite terms in the

3 We thank Vladimir Braun for raising this question.
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DGLAP region 0 < ξ < x, we can address this question by explicitly performing the subtraction in the imaginary
part.

For simplicity, we assume x < 1 to avoid the delta function δ(1− x). The imaginary part of (25) is

1− 2x− 2x2 + 3ξ2

2(1− x)(1− ξ2)
+

1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

1− ξ2

x(1− x)
, (49)

where we used

Im Li2
1± ξ

1− x+ iε
= −π ln

1± ξ
1− x

. (50)

On the other hand, the finite terms in the unpolarized quark GPD are, from (38),

− 1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

(1− x)2

1− ξ2
− 1− x

1− ξ2
. (51)

The convolution with the leading-order kernel (6) is trivial for the imaginary part since ImC0 ∝ δ(1 − x). We just
need to subtract (51) from (49) to obtain

1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

1− x
x

+
3(1− 2x+ ξ2)

2(1− x)(1− ξ2)
→ 2 + x− 3

2(1− x)
+

1 + x2

1− x
ln

1− x
x

+ 1− x, (52)

where we have set ξ = 0 on the right-hand side. This agrees with the imaginary part of the q → q coefficient function
in the MS scheme [9–13]. In particular, the right-hand side is the familiar q → q coefficient function for the F1

structure function in DIS [29] for x < 1. Similarly, the imaginary part of (26) reads

−1 + 2x− 4x2 + 3ξ2

2(1− x)(1− ξ2)
+

1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

1− ξ2

x(1− x)
. (53)

The finite terms in the polarized quark PDF depend on the scheme adopted for the treatment of γ5. In the HVBM
scheme, we find from (38) and (39),

− 1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

(1− x)2

1− ξ2
+ 3

1− x
1− ξ2

. (54)

After the subtraction,

−7 + 14x− 10x2 + 3ξ2

2(1− x)(1− ξ2)
+

1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

1− x
x
→ 2 + x− 3

2(1− x)
+

1 + x2

1− x
ln

1− x
x
− 4(1− x), (55)

in agreement with the q → q coefficient function for the g1 structure function in the HVBM prescription. As was
discussed in Refs. [27, 30], it is necessary to subtract this term in order to avoid a conflict with helicity conservation
and with the known first-order correction to the Bjorken sum rule. Incidentally, in the present case, the result obtained
after this finite subtraction coincides with that found for a fully anticommuting γ5. Either way, instead of (55) the
correct result becomes

1− 2x− 2x2 + 3ξ2

2(1− x)(1− ξ2)
+

1 + x2 − 2ξ2

(1− x)(1− ξ2)
ln

1− x
x
→ 2 + x− 3

2(1− x)
+

1 + x2

1− x
ln

1− x
x

. (56)

As for the g → q coefficients, the imaginary part of (27) is

1− 2x+ 2x2 − ξ2

(1− ξ2)2

(
ln

1− ξ2

x(1− x)
− 1

)
. (57)

From this, we subtract the finite terms in (41),

−1− 2x+ 2x2 − ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
ln

(1− x)2

1− ξ2
− 2x(1− x)

(1− ξ2)2
, (58)
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to obtain

1− 2x+ 2x2 − ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
ln

1− x
x

+
−1 + 4x− 4x2 + ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
→ (1− 2x+ 2x2)

(
ln

1− x
x
− 1

)
+ 2x(1− x). (59)

This agrees with the g → q coefficient function for the F1 structure function in the MS scheme. Finally, the imaginary
part of (28) is

2x− 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2

(
ln

1− ξ2

x(1− x)
− 1

)
. (60)

Subtracting from this the finite terms in (45),

−2x− 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
ln

(1− x)2

1− ξ2
− 2(1− x)

(1− ξ2)2
, (61)

we find

2x− 1− ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
ln

1− x
x

+
3− 4x+ ξ2

(1− ξ2)2
→ (2x− 1)

(
ln

1− x
x
− 1

)
+ 2(1− x), (62)

in agreement with the MS g → q coefficient function for the g1 structure function. It is interesting to recall that the
last term 2(1− x)⊗∆G(x) in (62) caused a lot of discussion (see, e.g., [31, 32]) in the wake of the proton ‘spin crisis’
in the late 80s. In the standard MS calculation in the forward limit t = 0, this term arises from the IR region of
the loop diagram, and therefore does not seem to qualify as a part of the ‘hard’ coefficient. In our calculation of the
Compton amplitude, this term is replaced by the pole term 1

l2 (1 − x) ⊗ F̃(x) and gets absorbed into the GPD Ẽq.
Nevertheless, the 2(1 − x) term is restored after the subtraction because the polarized GPD (36) generates it from
the UV region of the loop momentum. Therefore, even though the final result (62) is the same, from our perspective
the term 2(1− x) is legitimately considered a ‘hard’ contribution.

We have thus partially confirmed that the ‘off-forward’ regularization is equivalent to the MS scheme after the
subtraction of finite terms is made. Extending this to the ERBL region and the real part of the Compton amplitude
is left for future work. On the other hand, since the treatment of finite terms is a matter of scheme choice, one can
choose to subtract only the singular terms. Eqs. (25)-(28), with the single and double poles omitted, are then the
coefficient functions in such a scheme.

VI. IMPRINTS OF ANOMALIES ON GPDS

Let us discuss the implications of our results. Superficially, it may seem as if nothing has happened in the end.
After absorbing all the singular terms into the twist-two GPDs, the Compton amplitude will be given by the usual
factorized form with possibly different coefficient functions due to a different scheme choice. The common attitude
is that one does not care about these singular terms once they have been ‘discarded’ into a parton distribution, as
they will be taken care of by the nonperturbative QCD dynamics. One can also take the view that the 1/t poles

should disappear in the limit t → 0, because nonperturbative effects must intervene when
√
|t| ∼ ΛQCD. However,

from the point of view of factorization, technically speaking one is allowed to choose any infrared regulator that can
isolate the collinear divergences, as long as they can be eventually absorbed into parton distributions when the latter
are computed with the same IR regulator. In this sense, the use of t is no different from other regulators such as the
current quark mass mq and the dimensionality d 6= 4. One may even argue that it is a more physical scheme, since
t 6= 0 in actual experiments and naturally cuts off collinear divergences.

Technicalities aside, the real reason we are pursuing the off-forward calculation with nonzero t is that this approach
has the potential to uncover nonperturbative connections between GPDs and QCD anomalies. Indeed, the very idea
that twist-four GPDs are absorbed into twist-two GPDs is quite non-standard and needs to be investigated further,
rather than dismissed as a routine infrared subtraction procedure. This is all the more so because, as discussed in
[6, 8] and elaborated further below, the results we shall get are consistent with what we know about the axial and
gravitational form factors which are certain moments of the twist-two GPDs.
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A. Axial and gravitational form factors

1. Isovector axial form factors

In order to motivate our discussion, let us first recall the familiar example of the isovector axial current Jα5a =∑
q q̄γ

αγ5
τa

2 q where τa=1,2,3 are the Pauli matrices. Its nucleon matrix element is parameterized by the axial form
factors,

〈P2|Jα5a|P1〉 = ū(P2)

[
γαγ5FA(t) +

lαγ5
2M

FP (t)

]
τa

2
u(P1) . (63)

In QCD with nf = 2 massless flavors, the current is exactly conserved, ∂αJ
α
5a = 0, due to chiral symmetry. This

imposes a constraint among the form factors

2MFA(t) +
tFP (t)

2M
= 0. (64)

Clearly, FP (t) has a pole at t = 0:

FP (t) ≈
−4M2g

(3)
A

t
(t→ 0), (65)

where g
(3)
A = FA(0) ≈ 1.3 is the isovector axial coupling constant. The pole is generated by the exchange of the

massless pion which is the Nambu-Goldstone boson of spontaneously broken chiral symmetry. This requirement leads
to the well-known Goldberger-Treiman relation

g
(3)
A =

fπgπNN
M

, (66)

where fπ is the pion decay constant and gπNN is the pion-nucleon coupling. Now recall that FP (t) is the first moment

of the isovector GPD Ẽ,

FP (t) =

∫ 1

−1
dx
(
Ẽu(x, ξ, t)− Ẽd(x, ξ, t)

)
. (67)

Barring an unlikely possibility that the pole 1/t is generated by the x-integral, the GPDs themselves hence have a
massless pole at t = 0:

Ẽu(x, ξ, t)− Ẽd(x, ξ, t) ∼ θ(ξ − |x|)
g
(3)
A

t
(t→ 0). (68)

Indeed, such a pole has been discussed in the GPD literature (see, e.g., [33]) where it has been argued that the pole
exists only in the ERBL region ξ > x where GPDs probe the mesonic degrees of freedom inside the nucleon. In actual
QCD with massive quarks, the pole is shifted to the physical pion mass, 1

t →
1

t−m2
π

.

2. Isoscalar axial form factors

The story is more complicated for the singlet axial current Jα5 =
∑
q q̄γ

αγ5q. The associated form factors gA, gP ,
appearing in the nucleon matrix element via

〈P2|Jα5 |P1〉 = ū(P2)

[
γαγ5gA(t) +

lαγ5
2M

gP (t)

]
u(P1) , (69)

are related to the flavor-singlet polarized GPDs as

gA(t) =
∑
q

∫ 1

−1
dxH̃q(x, ξ, t) =

∑
q

∫ 1

0

dx(H̃q(x, ξ, t) + H̃q(−x, ξ, t)) , (70)

gP (t) =
∑
q

∫ 1

−1
dxẼq(x, ξ, t) =

∑
q

∫ 1

0

dx(Ẽq(x, ξ, t) + Ẽq(−x, ξ, t)) . (71)
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In contrast to the isovector current above, Jα5 is not conserved due to the chiral (UA(1)) anomaly,

∂αJ
α
5 =

nfαs
4π

Fµν F̃µν . (72)

This leads to the following exact relation:

2MgA(t) +
tgP (t)

2M
= i
〈P2|nfαs4π FF̃ |P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

. (73)

We see that, in the absence of the anomaly (i.e., if the right-hand side were zero), gP (t) would have a pole at t = 0,

gP (t)

2M
≈ −2M∆Σ

t
(t→ 0), (74)

where ∆Σ = gA(0) is the quark helicity contribution to the nucleon spin. Such a pole can be interpreted as due to
the exchange of the massless ninth Nambu-Goldstone boson, the ‘primordial’ η0 meson. Moreover, (71) suggests that

already the flavor-singlet GPD
∑
q Ẽq would have a pole 1/t, just like (68).

In reality, however, the UA(1) axial symmetry is explicitly broken due to the anomaly, and gP (t) exhibits a pole at
the physical η′ meson mass t = m2

η′ . The exact mechanism behind this scenario was a great debate in the late 70s

culminating in the works of Witten [34] and Veneziano [35]. In a nutshell, η0 acquires mass via a resummation [35]

1

t
+
m2
η′

t2
+
m4
η′

t3
+ · · · = 1

t−m2
η′

= −

(
1

t

m2
η′

m2
η′ − t

− 1

t

)
, (75)

due to its coupling with the gluonic topological fluctuations m2
η′ ∝ 〈(FF̃ )2〉. On the right-hand side, we have

deliberately expressed the resulting propagator as the difference of two poles at t = 0. Now let us compare this with
(73) which can be identically rewritten in the form

gP (t)

2M
=

1

t

(
i
〈P2|nfαs4π FF̃ |P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

− 2MgA(t)

)

=
1

t

(
i
〈P2|nfαs4π FF̃ |P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

− i
〈P2|nfαs4π FF̃ |P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
+ 2M

gA(0)− gA(t)

t
. (76)

We neglect the last term assuming gA(t) ≈ gA(0) = ∆Σ to be varying only slowly with t.4 The right-hand side can
then be interpreted as a cancellation of two poles at t = 0, just like (75), between the ‘anomaly pole’ (first term) and
the naive pole (74) from the massless η0 meson exchange (second term). Eqs. (75) and (76) are actually identical in
the single-pole approximation where (76) is saturated by

gP (t)

2M
≈ 2M∆Σ

m2
η′ − t

i
〈P2|nfαs4π FF̃ |P1〉
ū(P2)γ5u(P1)

≈ 2M∆Σ
m2
η′

m2
η′ − t

. (77)

In the context of polarized DIS, the cancellation of poles just described had been originally envisaged in [14] and
further elaborated in [8] to resolve issues with the g1 structure function. Compton scattering and GPDs offer a more
general setup to explore the physics of the anomaly to its full extent.

3. Gravitational form factors

We now point out that one can repeat the same story for the QCD energy momentum tensor Θαβ and its nucleon
matrix element that defines the gravitational form factors,

〈P2|Θαβ |P1〉 = ū(P2)

[
A(t)

PαP β

M
+ (A(t) +B(t))

P (αiσβ)λlλ
2M

+D(t)
lαlβ − gαβt

4M

]
u(P1), (78)

4 A partial justification of this comes from the large-Nc approximation where mη′ ∼ O(1/
√
Nc) is considered as small, at least paramet-

rically, compared to the singlet axial vector meson masses mA ∼ O(N0
c ). Thus, as long as one is interested in the region |t| ∼ m2

η′ , the

variation of gA(t) ∼ 1/(t−m2
A) can be neglected. In practice, however, the η′(957) is only slightly lighter than the f1(1285).
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where a(µbν) = 1
2 (aµbν + aνbµ). Taking the trace, we find an exact constraint among the form factors:

〈P2|(Θ)αα|P1〉 = M

(
A(t) +

B(t)

4M2
t− 3D(t)

4M2
t

)
ū(P2)u(P1) = 〈P2|

β(g)

2g
FµνFµν |P1〉. (79)

The right-hand side, on which β(g) is the QCD beta function, is the trace anomaly which signifies the explicit breaking
of conformal symmetry. If one naively neglects it, one finds a massless pole in D(t) at t = 0:

3D(t)

4
≈ M2

t
(t→ 0), (80)

where the conditions A(0) = 1 and B(0) = 0 have been used (so that one can omit tB(t) as t→ 0). By analogy with
the massless η0 pole in (74), one might interpret the pole in (80) as due to the exchange of spin-0 glueballs which
would couple to the operator Θαβ and which would have been massless in the absence of the trace anomaly [6]. In
reality, however, the anomaly modifies (80) to

3D(t)

4
≈ M2

t

(
A(t)−

〈P2|β(g)2g F
2|P1〉

Mū(P2)u(P1)

)

= −M
t

(
〈P2|β(g)2g F

2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

−
〈P2|β(g)2g F

2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
+M2A(t)−A(0)

t
. (81)

Note the similarity to (76). The D(t)-form factor can be interpreted as the difference of two poles at t = 0, between
the ‘anomaly pole’ (first term in the brackets) and the naive glueball pole (80) (second term in the brackets). As a
result of this cancellation, the pole in D(t) is shifted from t = 0 to physical glueball masses t = m2

G presumably in
a way similar to (75). However, unlike the situation in (76), in the present case the last term A(t) − A(0) of (81),
which is related to spin-2 glueballs [6], is likely important at least from the large-Nc perspective. Since the trace
anomaly cannot be turned off in the large-Nc limit, the masses of 2++ and 0++ glueballs are both O(N0

c ). Moreover,
the analysis in [36] suggests that the single pole approximation (cf., (77)) may not be a good approximation. The
D(t)-form factor thus exhibits ‘glueball dominance’

D(t) =

0++∑
i

ai
m2
Gi
− t

+

2++∑
j

bj
m2
Gj
− t

, (82)

where the two contributions come from the 〈F 2〉 and A(t) terms in (81), respectively. Incidentally, by taking the
t→ 0 limit of (81), one finds [37]

3D(0)

4
= −M d

dt

〈P2|β(g)2g F
2|P1〉

ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

+ M2 dA(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

. (83)

The slope of a form factor at t = 0 defines a ‘radius’ of the hadron. Eq. (83) shows that the D-term D(t = 0) is
related to the difference between two radii, one defined by the scalar form factor 〈F 2〉 (related to the 0++ glueball
masses) and the other by the A-form factor (related to the 2++ glueball masses), see recent discussions in [36, 38–40].

As we have seen in the above three examples, the existence or not of a massless pole in form factors teaches us
fundamental insights into the nonperturbative dynamics of QCD. However, despite the known connections between
form factors and GPDs, the corresponding discussion at the GPD level has been limited to the isovector sector (68)
in the literature. Our main purpose is to extend this argument to the singlet sector.

B. Anomaly poles in GPDs

Let us now return to our context. We have argued in Section V that the pole 1/t in the one-loop Compton amplitude

(5) should be absorbed into Ẽq. This means that Ẽq acquires a component related to the twist-four GPD F̃ :

∑
q

(Ẽq(x, ξ, t) + Ẽq(−x, ξ, t)) =
TRnfαs

π

M2

t
C̃anom ⊗ F̃(x, ξ, t) + · · · , (84)
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where C̃anom is defined in (32). Integrating over x, we exactly reproduce the first term of (76). Moreover, (76) suggests

that there is another, ‘primordial’ pole in Ẽq which exactly cancels the 1/t pole to make Ẽq finite for all values of x
and ξ in the limit t→ 0. A simple, yet ad-hoc fix consistent with (76) is to add a ‘counterterm’∑

q

(Ẽq(x, ξ, t) + Ẽq(−x, ξ, t)) ≈
TRnfαs

π

M2

t
C̃anom ⊗ (F̃(x, ξ, t)− F̃(x, ξ, 0)). (85)

This may be viewed as the non-local version of the local relation (76). The second, added term is an analog of (68),
but interestingly, in the present case the pole is not limited to the ERBL region x < ξ. We postulate (85) as a
nonperturbative relation between the twist-two and twist-four GPDs mediated by the chiral anomaly.

The fate of the 1/t pole in the unpolarized sector and its connection to the trace anomaly are more involved. This
is partly because the QCD energy momentum tensor consists of a quark and a gluon part, Θαβ =

∑
q Θαβ

q + Θαβ
g , in

contrast to Jα5 which is purely a quark operator. Accordingly, one can define gravitational form factors separately for
quarks and gluons [41]:

〈P2|Θαβ
q,g|P1〉 = ū(P2)

[
Aq,g(t)

PαP β

M
+ (Aq,g(t) +Bq,g(t))

P (αiσβ)λlλ
2M

+Dq,g(t)
lαlβ − gαβt

4M
+ C̄q,g(t)Mgαβ

]
u(P1).

(86)

They are related to the second moments of the unpolarized quark GPDs,∫ 1

−1
dxxHq(x, ξ, t) =

∫ 1

0

dxx(Hq(x, ξ, t)−Hq(−x, ξ, t)) = Aq(t) + ξ2Dq(t) , (87)∫ 1

−1
dxxEq(x, ξ, t) =

∫ 1

0

dxx(Eq(x, ξ, t)− Eq(−x, ξ, t)) = Bq(t)− ξ2Dq(t) , (88)

and similarly for the gluon GPDs. Taking the trace of (78), we find

〈P2|
∑
q

(Θq)
α
α|P1〉 =

∑
q

M

(
Aq(t) + 4C̄q(t) +

Bq(t)

4M2
t− 3Dq(t)

4M2
t

)
ū(P2)u(P1)

= 〈P2|
βq(g)

2g
F 2|P1〉 ≈ 〈P2|

TRnfαs
6π

F 2|P1〉, (89)

where
βq
2g is the quark part of the trace anomaly that can be systematically calculated in perturbation theory [42–45].

To lowest order, it is simply the nf term of the beta function:

(Θq)
α
α + (Θg)

α
α =

β(g)

2g
FµνFµν = −αs

8π

(
11Nc

3
− 4TRnf

3

)
F 2 + · · · . (90)

Clearly, (89) is not as constraining as (79) because of the new form factors Bq(t), C̄q(t). (Note that Bq(0), C̄q(0) 6= 0
although Bq(0) +Bg(0) = C̄q(t) + C̄g(t) = 0.) Nevertheless we may try to rewrite it in a way similar to (81)

∑
q

3Dq(t)−Bq(t)
4

= −M
t

(
〈P2|βq2gF

2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

−
〈P2|βq2gF

2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
+
M2

t

∑
q

(
Aq(t) + 4C̄q(t)−Aq(0)− 4C̄q(0)

)
.(91)

Let us now discuss how the constraint (91) from the trace anomaly is encoded in the GPDs. We have argued that
the anomaly poles in (4) should be absorbed into the unpolarized GPDs,∑

q

(Hq(x, ξ, t)−Hq(−x, ξ, t)) =
TRnfαs

π

M2

t
Canom ⊗F(x, ξ, t) + · · · , (92)

∑
q

(Eq(x, ξ, t)− Eq(−x, ξ, t)) = −TRnfαs
π

M2

t
Canom ⊗F(x, ξ, t) + · · · , (93)

where Canom is defined in (31). Taking the second moment and comparing with (87), we find

∑
q

Aq(t)

∣∣∣∣∣
pole

= −
∑
q

Bq(t)

∣∣∣∣∣
pole

= −M
t

〈P2|TRnfαs6π Fµν(i
←→
D +)2Fµν |P1〉

(P+)2ū(P2)u(P1)
, (94)
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∑
q

Dq(t)

∣∣∣∣∣
pole

= −M
t

〈P2|TRnfαs6π F 2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

. (95)

Eq. (95) seems to reproduce the first term of (91) after βq is expanded to lowest order. However, apparently there is
a factor 3

4 mismatch in the normalization. Besides, the previous argument around (81) did not hint at the possible
existence of an anomaly pole in the Aq, Bq form factors.

In order to understand these differences, we quote the one-loop result for the energy momentum tensor matrix
element between on-shell gluon (not nucleon) states [46]:

〈p2|Θαβ
q |p1〉 = −TRαs

6π

(
pαpβ

t
+
lαlβ − tgαβ

4t

)
〈p2|FµνFµν |p1〉+ · · · . (96)

A superficial comparison with (86) suggests that poles of equal magnitude are induced in the Aq, Bq, Dq form factors

Aq(t) ≈ −Bq(t) ≈ Dq(t) ∼
〈αsF 2〉

t
, (97)

and the issue of the factor 3
4 goes away because

3Dq(t)−Bq(t)
4 ≈ Dq(t) on the left hand side of (91). Taking the trace

of (96), we find

〈p2|(Θq)
α
α|p1〉 = 〈p2|

TRαs
6π

F 2|p1〉, (98)

which is the correct trace anomaly relation to this order. To obtain (98), it is important to use the on-shell condition
p2 = −t/4 of the external states, so that the two terms in (96) contribute 1

4 and 3
4 of the total anomaly, respectively.

Going from gluon to nucleon targets, we see that the way the trace anomaly relation (89) is fulfilled among various
form factors is highly nontrivial. A different, spin-2 operator F (D+)2F is involved in the Aq, Bq form factor (94) due
to the convolution integral in x. Moreover, a naive identification pαpβ → PαP β is precarious because the nucleon is
massive P 2 = M2− t/4. While the difference is negligible when

√
|t| �M , this obscures the fate of the poles in (94)

as t gets smaller.

On the other hand, the tensor lαlβ is formally identical for both the nucleon and gluon targets, lα = pα2 − pα1 =
Pα2 −Pα1 . We may therefore expect that the anomaly relation at the partonic level is better reflected in the Dq(t) form
factor even at the hadronic level, just like the gP (t) form factor which is the coefficient of lα. Indeed, the opposite
signs in (93) suggests that the pole terms mainly feed into the so-called Polyakov-Weiss D-term [47] of the unpolarized
GPDs,

HPW
q (x, ξ, t) = −EPW

q (x, ξ, t) = θ(ξ − |x|)Dq(x/ξ, t). (99)

The distribution Dq(z, t) is odd in z and is solely responsible for the highest power of ξ in the moments of GPDs. In
order to extract it, we take the n-th moment of (93) with odd integers n,

∑
q

∫ 1

−1
dxxnHq(x, ξ, t) ≈

TRnfαs
π

M2

t

∫ 1

0

dx
xn

(n+ 2)(n+ 3)

1−
(
ξ
x

)n+3

1− ξ2

x2

(F(x, ξ, t)−F(x, ξ, 0))

≡
n+1∑
i=0

∑
q

hiqnξ
i, (100)

where we have minimally subtracted the pole at t = 0 as in (85). The highest power hn+1
qn is related to Dq(z, t) as

∑
q

∫ 1

−1
dzznDq(z, t) ≈

∑
q

hn+1
qn (t)

=
TRnfαs

π

M2

t

1

(n+ 2)(n+ 3)

∫ 1

0

dx

x
(F(x, ξ, t)−F(x, ξ, 0))

= −2
TRnfαs

π

M

t

1

(n+ 2)(n+ 3)

(
〈P2|F 2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

− 〈P2|F 2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
. (101)
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By definition, the n = 1 moment is the gravitational form factor
∫ 1

−1 dzzDq(z, t) = Dq(t). Inverting the Mellin

transform (101) and noting that Dq(z, t) is an odd function of z, we obtain∑
q

Dq(z, t) ≈ −
TRnfαs

π
z(1− |z|)M

t

(
〈P2|F 2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

− 〈P2|F 2|P1〉
ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
, (102)

and in particular,

∑
q

Dq(t) ≈ −
M

t

(
〈P2|TRnfαs6π F 2|P1〉

ū(P2)u(P1)
−
〈P2|TRnfαs6π F 2|P1〉

ū(P2)u(P1)

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
. (103)

Since 〈P |F 2|P 〉 < 0 in QCD and the form factor 〈P2|F 2|P1〉 is a decreasing function of |t|, the right-hand side of
(102) is positive, whereas Dq(t) is usually believed to be negative. While we expect that eventually the leading-order

coefficient
TRnfαs

6π will be replaced by
βq
2g after including higher-order corrections, according to the three-loop analyses

in [43–45, 48], the sign does not flip
βq
2g > 0. This suggests that the other terms in (91) that were neglected in the

above minimal subtraction procedure may be numerically important as we already suspected in the argument below
(81). Note also that the sign does flip if one includes the gluon contribution to recover the full beta function of QCD
βq
2g →

β
2g < 0.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have performed a complete one-loop calculation of the Compton scattering amplitude using mo-
mentum transfer t as the regulator of the collinear singularity. Our approach differs from all the previous calculations
in the GPD literature where one typically uses dimensional regularization to isolate the collinear singularity and sets
t = 0 right from the start, assuming that nonzero t only generates higher-twist corrections of order t/Q2. In practice,
the introduction of an additional variable t makes the calculation more cumbersome and brings in unusual features.
In the gluon initiated channel, we have found anomaly poles 1/t (29), (30) accompanied by twist-four GPDs (9), (10)
in both the real and imaginary parts of the Compton amplitude, confirming and extending our previous finding [6].
In the quark initiated channel, we have unexpectedly found uncancelled single and double IR poles in the ‘coefficient
functions’ (25), (26). Each of these features potentially implies the violation of factorization. However, we have also
performed the one-loop calculation of GPDs with the same set of regulators and showed how all these poles can be
systematically absorbed into the GPDs themselves. This shows that QCD factorization is restored at least to this
order.

This is however not the end of the story. We have also explored connections between GPDs and anomalies, as a
natural and necessary consequence of the known connections between form factors and anomalies. We have argued
that once the poles 1/t have been absorbed into GPDs, they become a part of the GPDs. In other words, anomalies
nonperturbatively relate twist-two and twist-four GPDs. Such relations, once integrated over x, are expected to
reproduce the constraints among the corresponding form factors. This scenario seems to be working for the polarized
GPD Ẽq and its connection to the chiral anomaly. Relation (85), partly supported by the large-Nc argument, can
be viewed as the x-dependent generalization of the form factor relation (73). The situation is more complicated (and
more interesting) for the unpolarized GPDs Hq, Eq and their relation to the trace anomaly. We have argued that the
anomaly mostly constrains the Dq(t) form factor and its GPD analog, the Polyakov-Weiss D-term. The results we
have arrived at (102) (103) are roughly consistent with the anomaly relation (91), but they differ in detail. Further
investigation in this direction is necessary.

In conclusion, we have proposed finite-t regularization as an alternative factorization scheme that elucidates the
physics of anomalies. This is a scheme where we are able to unravel novel connections between twist-two and twist-
four GPDs mediated by the anomalies of QCD. Admittedly, the calculation is more cumbersome than the standard
dimensional regularization with t = 0. Still, the chiral and trace anomalies are among the most fascinating phenomena
of QCD with far-reaching consequences, and we believe that research on GPDs is enriched by incorporating such
fundamental problems. There are a number of directions along which the current work can be refined or extended,
in addition to the aforementioned tension between (91) and (103). First, we strongly suspect that anomaly poles are
present in higher order perturbation theory. Especially in the symmetric case, we expect that each additional loop
provides the corresponding term in the expansion of the (quark part of the) beta function. A related question is
whether there are anomaly poles in the gluon GPDs that complement the quark ones to restore the full beta function
β = βq + βg [42]. Another important question which has not been addressed at all in this paper is how to understand
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the new relations from a renormalization group point of view. In the present scheme, the mixing between the twist-
two and twist-four GPDs occurs as a result of a finite subtraction rather than the DGLAP evolution of GPDs. The
UV properties of the twist-four GPDs (9) and (10) have been studied in [18–21], but more work is certainly needed.
Furthermore, it is well known that at twist-3 accuracy, the amplitude for DVCS off the nucleon contains twist-3 GPDs
apart from the usual twist-2 GPDs. It is also interesting to pursue whether or not there are imprints of anomalies on
twist-3 GPDs and related observables. Finally, constraints from anomalies should be implemented in the modeling
of GPDs. In particular, the specific functional form given in (102) might be helpful to model this poorly constrained
distribution.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Eq. (37)

In this appendix we give an outline of the derivation of (37) and (38). The other results in Section V can be
derived similarly. For the quark matrix elements, we work in the Feynman gauge. The ladder diagram reads, up to a
prefactor,

µ2ε

∫
dk−d2−2εk⊥

(2π)3−2ε
ū(p+ l/2)

γµ(/k + /l /2)γ+(/k − /l /2)γµ

(p− k)2(k − l/2)2(k + l/2)2
u(p− l/2), (A1)

where

k+ = xp+, l+ = −2ξp+, l− = − ξl2

4p+
, ~l2⊥ = (ξ2 − 1)l2, p− = − l2

8p+
. (A2)

In the DGLAP region ξ < x < 1, the k− integral can be done by picking up the pole of (p− k)2 + iε = 0 at

k− = −
k2⊥ + 1−x

4 l2

2(1− x)p+
, (A3)

in the upper half plane. The remaining propagators can be combined as

1

1− x

∫ 1

0

da
A(k⊥)

(k2 + (1− 2a)k · l + l2

4 )2
=

1− x
(1− ξ(1− 2a))2

∫ 1

0

da
A(k′⊥ −

(1−2a)(1−x)
2(1−ξ(1−2a)) l⊥)(

k′2⊥ −
(1−a)a(1−x)2l2
(1−ξ(1−2a))2

)2 , (A4)

where in the denominator we have shifted momentum k⊥ → k′⊥ to complete the square. In the numerator we have
projected onto the twist-two component,

ū(p+ l/2) · · ·u(p− l/2)→
[
(1− ε)k′2⊥ + (B − εC)l2

]
ūγ+u ≡ Aūγ+u, (A5)

with

B =
(1− ξ + a(x+ 2ξ − 1))(x− ξ − a(x− 2ξ − 1))

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2
, C =

(1− a)a(1− x)2

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2
. (A6)

The terms linear in k′⊥ have been dropped in (A5) since they vanish after the k′⊥ integral:

µ2ε

∫ 1

0

da
1− x

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2

∫
d2−2εk′⊥
(2π)2−2ε

(1− ε)k′2⊥ + (B − εC)l2

(k′2⊥ − Cl2)
2

≈
(
µ2

−l2

)ε ∫ 1

0

da
1− x

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2
1

(4π)1−ε

(
(1− 2ε)Γ(ε)

Cε
− BΓ(1 + ε)

C1+ε

)
. (A7)
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The first integral gives a UV pole:

Γ(εUV)

4π

(
4πµ2

−l2

)ε ∫ 1

0

da
(1− x)(1− 2ε)

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2Cε

=
1

4π

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε(
1

εUV

1− x
1− ξ2

− (1− x)(2 ln(1− x)− ln(1− ξ2))

1− ξ2

)
, (A8)

while the second integral gives double and single IR poles:(
4πµ2

−l2

)ε ∫ 1

0

da
1− x

(1− ξ(1− 2a))2
−BΓ(1 + ε)

C1+ε

=

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε
1

(1− x)1+2ε

(
2(x− ξ2)

1− ξ2
1

εIR
− (1− x)2 − 2(x− ξ2) ln(1− ξ2)

1− ξ2
+ εf(x)

)
=

(
µ̃2

−l2

)ε [
−δ(1− x)

(
1

ε2IR
+

ln(1− ξ2)

εIR

)
+

2(x− ξ2)

(1− x)+(1− ξ2)

1

εIR
− 4(x− ξ2)

1− ξ2

(
ln(1− x)

1− x

)
+

− (1− x)2 − 2(x− ξ2) ln(1− ξ2)

(1− ξ2)(1− x)+
− 1

2
δ(1− x)

(
ln2(1− ξ2)− π2

6

)]
. (A9)

Here f(x) is a certain function whose value at x = 1 is the only thing we need.

In Feynman gauge, there are two other diagrams, giving∫
ddk

(2π)d−1
ū(p+ l/2)

γ+/kγ+
(
δ(k+ − (x+ ξ)p+)− δ((1− x)p+)

)
k2(p− l/2− k)2((1 + ξ)p+ − k+)

u(p− l/2), (A10)

and the corresponding contribution for its mirror diagram. They can be similarly evaluated. The result is

(
2(x− ξ2)

(1− ξ2)(1− x)+
+ δ(1− x)

(
2− ln(1− ξ2)

)) ( µ̃2

−l2

)ε
4π

(
1

εUV

− 1

εIR

)
. (A11)

Adding also the quark self energy diagrams on the external legs, we arrive at (37) and (38). We note that the
calculation can also be performed in Landau gauge which has the advantage that the self-energy diagrams vanish
identically.

In the ERBL region ξ > x, the pole of (k + l/2)2 in (A1) moves to the upper half plane. We thus pick up the pole
of (k − l/2)2 at

k−c =
k2⊥ − (xξ + 1) l

2

4 − ~k⊥ ·~l⊥
2(x+ ξ)p+

, (A12)

in the lower half plane. The first term in (A10) also contributes (but not its mirror diagram).
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Decays τ → 3Kντ in U(3)×U(3) quark NJL model

M.K. Volkov1,∗ A.A. Pivovarov1,† and K. Nurlan1,2,3‡

1 Bogolubov laboratory of theoretical physics, Joint institute for nuclear research, Dubna, 141980 Russia
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The widths of the decays τ → K−K+K−ντ and τ → K−K0K̄0ντ are calculated in the U(3)×U(3) chiral

quark NJL model. Four channels are considered: contact, axial vector, vector and pseudoscalar channels. It is

shown that the dominant contribution is given by the axial vector channel with an intermediate φ meson. The

obtained results are in satisfactory agreement with the experimental data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The widths of the decay τ → K−K+K−ντ measured by various collaborations are differ significantly from each other.

The BaBar collaboration obtained for the branching fraction the value (1.58±0.25)×10−5 [1]. At the same time, the Belle

collaboration obtained twice the value (3.29± 0.37)× 10−5 [2]. Such a discrepancy in the experimental data lends special

interest in theoretical research of this decay. Particularly, the main attention should be paid to the internal structure of this

process. The corresponding research requires the application of a phenomenological model relevant to the description of

hadron interactions at low energies.

One of the most effective models of this type allowing to describe the hadron decays of the τ lepton is the Nambu–

Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [3–14]. According to a series of our previous studies, the application of this model entails quite

satisfactory results in the description of such processes [15, 16].

In the present work, the processes τ → K−K+K−ντ and τ → K−K0K̄0ντ are described theoretically in the framework

of the NJL model. In calculation of the branching fractions of these decays none of the additional arbitrary parameters are

used. This research provide a deeper understanding of the internal structure and mechanisms of such processes.

II. THE LAGRANGIAN OF THE NJL MODEL

For calculation of the widths of the considered processes we need the following vertices of the quark-meson Lagrangian

of the NJL model [14, 16]:

∆Lint = q̄

{

∑
i=0,±

[

igKγ5λ K
i Ki +

gρ

2
γµλ

ρ
i ρ i

µ +
gK∗

2
γµλ K

i K∗i
µ +

gK1

2
γµγ5λ K

i Ki
1Aµ

]

+igKγ5λ K̄
0 K̄0 +

gK∗

2
γµ λ K̄

0 K̄∗0
µ +

gω

2
γµλ ωωµ +

gφ

2
γµ λ φ φµ

}

q, (1)

where q and q̄ are the u-, d- and s-quark fields with the constituent masses mu = md = 270 MeV, ms = 420 MeV and λ are

the linear combinations of the Gell-Mann matrices.

The strange axial vector meson K1A is presented as a sum of two physical states [17–19]:

K1A = K1(1270)sinα +K1(1400)cosα, (2)

where α = 57◦.

The coupling constants:

gρ = gω =

√

3

2I20

, gφ =

√

3

2I02

, gK =

√

ZK

4I11

, gK∗ = gK1
=

√

3

2I11

,
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Figure 1: The contact diagram of the decay τ → K−K+K−ντ .
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Figure 2: The diagram with the intermediate mesons describing the decay τ → K−K+K−ντ .

where

ZK =

(

1−
3

2

(mu +ms)
2

M2
K1A

)−1

,

M2
K1A

=

(

sin2 α

M2
K1(1270)

−
cos2 α

M2
K1(1400)

)−1

, (3)

ZK is the factor appearing when the K −K1 transition is taken into account, Ma1
= 1230 MeV, MK1(1270) = 1253 MeV,

MK1(1400) = 1403 MeV [20] are the masses of the axial vector mesons a1 and K1.

The integrals used in the definitions of the coupling constants and appearing in the quark loops in the renormalization of

the Lagrangian take the form

Inm =−i
Nc

(2π)4

∫

θ (Λ2 + k2)

(m2
u − k2)n(m2

s − k2)m
d4k, (4)

where Λ = 1265 MeV is the cut-off parameter [16].

III. DECAY τ → K−K+K−ντ

The diagrams describing the decay τ → K−K+K−ντ are presented in Figs. 1 and 2.

The amplitude of this process takes the form

M = GFVusLµ {MA +MV +MP}
µ
, (5)
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where Lµ is the lepton current, MA, MV and MP are the axial vector, vector and pseudoscalar channels:

M
µ
A =

i

8
(ms +mu)

ZK

gK

[

BWK1(1270) sinα +BWK1(1400) cosα
]

[gµνhA − qµqν ]

×
{

g2
ρ BWρ0 + g2

ωBWω + 2g2
φBWφ

}(

pK+ − p
(1)
K−

)

ν
+
(

p
(1)
K− ↔ p

(2)
K−

)

,

M
µ

V = 2mugKIchV BWK∗−

{

g2
ρBWρ0 + g2

ωBWω − 2g2
φBWφ

}

×eµνλ δ pK+ν p
(1)
K−λ

p
(2)
K−δ

+
(

p
(1)
K− ↔ p

(2)
K−

)

,

M
µ
P =

i

4
(mu +ms)

ZK

gK

BWK−qµ
{

g2
ρBWρ0 + g2

ωBWω + 2g2
φBWφ

}

p
(2)ν
K−

(

pK+ − p
(1)
K−

)

ν

+
(

p
(1)
K− ↔ p

(2)
K−

)

, (6)

where p
(1)
K− , p

(2)
K− and pK+ are the momenta of the final mesons.

The box diagrams have not been taken into account explicitly, because according to our calculations they give a negligible

contribution.

The Breit-Wigner propagators describe the intermediate mesons:

BWH =
1

M2
H − p2 − i

√

p2ΓH

, (7)

where H designates a meson; MH , ΓH and p are its mass, width and momentum appropriately.

The variables hA and hV appear in the axial vector and vector channels:

hA = M2
K1

− i
√

q2ΓK1
−

3

2
(ms +mu)

2
,

hV = M2
K∗ − i

√

q2ΓK∗ −
3

2
(ms −mu)

2
. (8)

Due to the presence of an anomalous type vertex, the following combination of convergent integrals appears in the vector

channel:

Ic = I21 +mu(ms −mu)I31, (9)

where I21 and I31 take the form (4).

The contributions of the contact diagrams are taken into account in M
µ
A and M

µ
V .

The partial width of this decay calculated in the framework of the NJL model takes the value

Br(τ → K−K+K−ντ) = (2.0± 0.3)× 10−5
. (10)

The theoretical uncertainty of the used version of the NJL model can be estimated at the level of 15%.

The experimental value is specified in PDG

Br(τ → K−K+K−ντ )exp = (2.2± 0.8)× 10−5
. (11)

IV. DECAY τ → K−K0K̄0ντ

Due to the isospin symmetry, the width of the process τ → K−K0K̄0ντ is expected to be approximately equal to the

width of the process τ → K−K+K−ντ . This is confirmed by our calculations. The structure of the amplitude of the process

τ → K−K0K̄0ντ in the NJL model is similar to the structure of the amplitude of the process τ → K−K+K−ντ (5). The

only difference is in the following points: the process τ → K−K0K̄0ντ does not contain identical particles, has an additional

channel with the charged ρ meson as an intermediate resonance and also contains other relative signs between different
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contributions. As a result, the axial vector, vector and pseudoscalar channels for this process take the form

M
µ
A =

i

8
(ms +mu)

ZK

gK

[

BWK1(1270) sinα +BWK1(1400) cosα
]

[gµνhA − qµqν ]

×
{[

g2
ρBWρ0 − g2

ωBWω − 2g2
φBWφ

]

(pK̄0 − pK0)ν − 2g2
ρBWρ− (pK− − pK0)ν

}

,

M
µ

V = 2mugKIchV BWK∗−

{

g2
ρ BWρ0 − g2

ωBWω + 2g2
φ BWφ − 2g2

ρBWρ−

}

×eµνλ δ pK−ν pK̄0λ pK0δ ,

M
µ
P =

i

4
(mu +ms)

ZK

gK

BWK−qµ
{[

g2
ρBWρ0 − g2

ωBWω − 2g2
φBWφ

]

pν
K− (pK̄0 − pK0)ν

−2g2
ρBWρ− pν

K̄0 (pK− − pK0)ν

}

, (12)

Its partial width calculated by using the above amplitude takes the following value:

Br(τ → K−K0K̄0ντ) = (1.9± 0.3)× 10−5
. (13)

This result coincides with the result for the process τ → K−K+K−ντ in the framework of the model uncertainty.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present work, the processes τ →K−K+K−ντ and τ →K−K0K̄0ντ have been considered. Our calculations provided

in the framework of the NJL model demonstrate that the main contribution comes from the axial vector channel with the

intermediate mesons K1(1270) and K1(1400). For example, in the process τ → K−K+K−ντ , the separate contribution of

the axial vector channel with the appropriate contact channel is Br(τ → K−K+K−ντ )K1
= 1.9× 10−5. The pseudoscalar

and vector channels give an order of magnitude smaller contribution in comparison with the axial vector one. The amplitude

of the vector channel is orthogonal to the others and does not interfere with them. Besides, it is found that the interference

between the pseudoscalar and axial vector channel is negative.

For the decay into charged kaons, a value closer to the result of the experiment [1] has been obtained. It is also in good

agreement with the middle value specified in PDG [20].

For the decay τ → K−K0K̄0ντ , a value close to the result for the process τ → K−K+K−ντ has been obtained. It confirms

the suggestion of the approximate isotopic symmetry of this process. Due to the absence of the experimental data for the

specified process in PDG, the obtained result can be considered as a prediction.

The theoretical description of the decay τ → K−K+K−ντ has also been fulfilled in the work [21]. The vector dominance

model with the intermediate resonances is applied there. As a result, the estimation of the partial decay width 5.4× 10−7 is

obtained which is significantly lower than the present experimental data. This can be explained by the fact that the important

intermediate resonances have not been taken into account in that work. Particularly, the channel containing the φ meson

as an intermediate state has not been considered. However, according to our calculations, it gives the main contribution.

Indeed, the channels containing only the φ meson as a second intermediate state calculated in the framework of the version

of the NJL model used in the present work give the value 1.96× 10−5. This channel defines the partial width of the decay

τ → K−K+K−ντ almost completely.
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Abstract We calculate soliton solutions to the scalar field equation of motion that arises for the 4th-
order extended Lagrangian (Φ4 theory) in quantum field theory using the extended hyperbolic tangent
and the sine-cosine methods. Using the former technique, ten complex soliton waves are obtained; we
graphically represent three of these profiles using density plots. In the latter case, two real soliton solutions
are obtained, of which, we demonstrate the wave profile for the positive case. Using the multiplier method,
we calculate conservation laws in (1 + 1)-, (2 + 1)-, and (3 + 1)-dimensions producing three, six, and ten
conservation laws respectively. Lastly, we reflect on the application of conservation laws in particle physics
and phenomenology.

Keywords Klein-Gordon equation, Lie symmetries, conservation laws, solitons

1 Introduction

Partial differential equations are the mathematical cornerstone upon which modern theoretical physics
rests. They are used as applicable models in a plenitude of areas of research in physics ranging from
the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian mechanics in classical mechanics, where the speeds of the objects being
studied is much less than the speed of light; Maxwell’s and Laplace’s equations, used in the study of
electrodynamic phenomena; the heat equation, used to study heat transfer; the wave equation, and its
variants – Burgers equation, the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation, and the Boussinesq equation – used
to study classical wave phenomena and its quantum variants; the Schrödinger equation, used to study
quantum mechanical probabilistic phenomena; the Einstein field equations, used to study astrophysical and
relativistic phenomena; and the Navier-Stokes phenomena, used to study fluid dynamics. These examples
are by no means exhaustive, but they serve to underscore the enduring influence of PDEs in shaping our
understanding of the universe. Nonlinear partial differential equations are particularly difficult to solve
because of source and sink terms added to their linear counterparts, and the introduction of non-integrable
integrals, in the form of special functions, that arise. Oftentimes, researchers resort to numerical techniques
and perturbation methods. However, solutions obtained from these techniques are only valid for a limited
region in space-time, and do not describe the global evolution of the system at every point. This paper is
a study of the Φ4-equation that arises in the study of quartic interactions for a self-interacting scalar field.
The fields themselves can be real or complex. For the real scalar field, we consider the Lagrangian of the
form
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L(φ; ∂µφ) =
1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ−m2φ2)− 1

4!
φ4, (1)

where φ(x, t) ∈ R represents the real scalar field, and λ̃ is the dimensionless gauge parameter that is
proportional to the strength of the interaction between fields. The real scalar field for the Langrangian in
Equation (1) is Z2 - invariant. This implies that for the transformation, φ→ −φ, we get

L̃ =
1

2

[
∂µ(−φ)∂µ(−φ)−m2(−φ)2

]
− λ̃

4!
(−φ)4

=
1

2

(
∂µφ∂

µφ−m2φ2
)
− 1

4!
φ4

= L, (2)

and Z2 = {−1,+1}. If the square of the mass term is imaginary, i.e. m ∈ C, then Z2 symmetry breaks
and produces singularities. The mechanism of breaking is a result of bicameral energy minima; see [1–4]
for a full deliberation on symmetry breaking.

For two scalar fields, we may extend the Lagrangian in Equation (1) as follows

L(φ̄1, φ̄2) =
1

2
(∂µφ̄1∂

µφ̄1 −m2φ̄2
1) +

1

2
(∂µφ̄2∂

µφ̄2 −m2φ̄2
2) +

λ̃

4
(φ̄1 + φ̄2)2. (3.1)

Introducing the scalar fields, we get

φ(x, t) =
1√
2

[
φ̄1(x, t) + iφ̄2(x, t)

]
, (3.2.1)

φ∗(x, t) =
1√
2

[
φ̄1(x, t) + iφ̄2(x, t)

]
, (3.2.2)

where φ(x, t) ∈ C is the complex scalar field. It is trivial to verify that substituting Equation (3.2.1)
and Equation (3.2.2) into Equation (3.1) transforms the Lagrangian into

L(φ, φ∗; ∂µφ, ∂µφ
∗) = ∂µφ∂

µφ∗ −m2φ∗φ− λ̃|φ|4. (3.3)

The complex scalar field of the Lagrangian in Equation (3.3) possesses the SO(2) symmetry group as
an invariant, which means that it is rotationally invariant in R2. Since the kernel of the real scalar field is
the set of all integer rotations, it must be that ker(φ) = {2πn : n ∈ Z}. This implies that all solutions must
be isomorphic to solutions mapped onto the complex unit circle. Mathematically, this may be expressed as

S1 ∼= R+/ker(φ) ∼= SO(2), (4.1)

where

S1 = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} , (4.2.1)

R+ = {a ∈ R : a > 0}, (4.2.2)

SO(2) =



cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
φ ∈ R

. (4.2.3)

The constraint placed on the gauge parameter is that it must be non-negative. This ensures that the
effective potential is a minorant of the field and therefore, creates a stable quantum state that is at its lowest
possible energy and is particle-free (a quantum vacuum). Moreover, this ensures that the path integral

Z[J ] =

∫
D φ exp

i
∫
d4x

[
1

2
(∂µφ∂

µφ−m2φ2)− λ̃

4!
φ4 + Jφ

], (5)

2



over all possible field trajectories, is well defined. See [4] for an in depth discussion of quartic interactions
for scalar fields and the Feynman path integral formation. For a further discussion of the continuous
symmetry groups SO(2), U(1), SU(2), and their N -dimensional extensions SO(N), U(N), and SU(N); see
[5, 6].

The Φ4-equation, and more generally, quartic interactions, were first encountered in the studies of phase
transitions in statistical mechanics conducted by Landau [7–9] in which the energy of bodies changed con-
tinuously, but their symmetries changed discontinuously. By the groundbreaking works of Goldstone [10]
and Nambu [11, 12], while studying nonperturbative-type ‘superconductor’ solutions in field theories with
solutions that were analogous to the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) model for superconductors and the
proposal of a new ‘superconductor’ model for elementary particles respectively, did the study of quartic
interactions enter the realm of particle physics.

Obtaining soliton solutions for the Φ4-equation is not novel; several researchers have contributed in this
regard. Alquran et al [13] used the Jacobi elliptic expansion method to obtain a previously unknown class
of soliton solutions. Similar to the sine-cosine method, delineated in § 3.2 and § 7.2, the solution to the
equation of motion involved expansion, in terms of special function expansions, of sine and / or cosine.

Demiray and Bulut [14] applied the modified exponential expansion function method to obtain analyt-
ical solutions. The method assumed a fractional expansion form for the solution with the numerator and
denominator having unequal powers for the exponential function and corresponding coefficients. One then
proceeds to algebraically solve for these powers and coefficients.

Akter and Akbar [15] demonstrated the computational efficiency of the modified simple expansion
method by applying it, inter alia, to the Φ4 equation. The method involved expanding the solution in
terms of the first and second derivatives of some unknown function, which, when solved, yielded solutions
in terms of real and complex hyperbolic trigonometric functions.

Triki and Wazwaz [16] reviewed known kink and anti-kink type soliton solutions for the Φ4-equation
and thereafter, studied a generalized form of the equation by raising the field to some arbitrary power.
Assuming soliton solutions have hyperbolic secant and tangent forms, bright and dark soliton solutions are
obtained via substitution and algebraic manipulation using computer algebra.

Akbulut et al [17] applied the
(
G′

G

)
- and

(
1
G

)
-expansion methods to obtain n-soliton solutions. Fur-

thermore, they applied Ibragimov’s method [18–20], which introduces the differential geometric concepts
of the formal Lagrangian and adjoint equations, to obtain conservation laws for the underlying equation.

More general, nonlinear, wave equations have been studied in depth and contribute to the literature
on the nonlinear evolution equation, via ad hoc techniques, which encapsulate the Φ4-equation and its

variants. These include the
(
G′

G

)
-expansion method [21] to the (2 + 1)-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger

equation having dual-power law nonlinearities, the exponential function and modified simple equation meth-
ods [22] to study the (2 + 1)-dimensional Zoomeron and Burgers equations, the trial equation method [23]
to study soliton solutions to the generalized Zakharov system of equations, and the generalized Kudryashov
method [24] to obtain soliton solutions to the Davey-Stewartson equation with power-law nonlinearity.

In this paper, we calculate soliton solutions to Φ4-equation using the extended hyperbolic tangent and
sine-cosine methods. Thereafter, we proceed to obtain conservation laws using the multiplier method in
(1 + 1)-, (2 + 1)-, and (3 + 1)-dimensions. Furthermore, we provide a physical interpretation to these con-
servation laws by discussing their relevance to particle physics.

This paper is organized in the following manner:

In § 2, we use the Euler-Lagrange equations to derive the equation of motion by showing how the gauge
constant is coupled to the speed of light.

In § 3, we apply the extended hyperbolic tangent and sine-cosine methods to obtain soliton solutions.
We demonstrate some of the solutions by providing graphical representations of their wave profiles for
different parameter values.

In § 4, we apply the multiplier method to obtain conservation laws, and summarize them in tabular
form for the cases of (1 + 1)-dimensions.

In § 5, we apply the multiplier method to obtain conservation laws for the underlying equation in higher
dimensions, namely, (2 + 1)- and (3 + 1)-dimensions.

In § 6, a conclusion to this paper is presented wherein the results obtained are reflected upon.
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In § 7, a brief discussion of the extended hyperbolic tangent, the sine-cosine, the multiplier, and Lie
symmetry methods are presented. This is ascribed to the fact that these techniques are not well known
outside the realm of applied mathematics.
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2 Equations of Motion

For the calculations that follow, we adopt the convention for the Minkowski metric, ηµv, to have signature,
(+,−,−,−), corresponding to (+t,−x,−y,−z).

We use the Euler-Lagrange equation, as derived in [2],

∂µ
[ ∂L

∂(∂µφ)

]
− ∂L

∂φ
= 0. (6.1)

We apply the derivatives to the Lagrangian in Equation (1) as follows

∂L

∂(∂µφ)
=

∂

∂ (∂µφ)

(
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ

)

=
1

2

∂

∂(∂µφ)
(∂µφη

µν∂vφ)

=
1

2
ηµν

[
∂vφ+ ∂µφ

∂(∂νφ)

∂(∂µφ)

]
=

1

2
ηµν(∂νφ+ ∂µδ

ν
µ)

=
1

2
ηµν∂νφ+

1

2
ηµν∂µδ

ν
µ

=
1

2
∂µφ+

1

2
∂µφ

= ∂µφ. (6.2.1)

∂L

∂φ
=

∂

∂φ

(
− 1

2
m2φ2 − λ̃

4!
φ4

)

= −m2φ− λ̃

3!
φ3, (6.2.2)

where δνµ is the Kronecker delta defined as

δνµ =

{
1, ν = µ,

0, ν 6= µ.
(6.2.3)

Substituting Equation (6.2.1) and Equation (6.2.2) into Equation (6.1), we obtain

∂µ∂
µφ+m2φ+

λ̃

3!
φ3 = 0. (6.3)

We set the gauge constant, λ̃, as being proportional to the speed of light, that is λ̃ ∼ c; this is to ensure
that causality is not violated, and the speed of light remains the upper speed limit of the field. We set
λ̃ = 6c to allow us to cancel the 3! in the denominator. Therefore, Equation (6.3) becomes

∂µ∂
µφ+m2φ+ cφ3 = 0. (6.4)

In (1+1)-dimensions, Equation (6.4) reduces to

φtt − φxx +m2φ+ cφ3 = 0, (6.5)

where φ = φ(x, t), and the subscripts denote partial differentiation. Equation (6.5) is known as the
Φ4-equation, and it becomes the master equation and the focal point of our study.

3 Soliton Solutions

We impose the ansatz

Ξ = x− wt, (7.1)

φ(x, t) = U(Ξ). (7.2)
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Thus, Equation (6.5) reduces to the ODE

(w2 − 1)
d2U

dΞ2 +m2U + cU3 = 0. (8)

The hyperbolic tangent and sine-cosine methods are applied to seek solutions to Equation (8) in § 3.

3.1 The Extended Hyperbolic Tangent Method

Balancing the linear and nonlinear terms, we have n+ 2 = n = 3n. Thus, with n = 1, we consider solutions
of the form

U(Ξ) = a0 + a1Z + b1Z
−1, (9)

where Z = tanhΞ. Substituting Equation (9) and its associated derivatives into Equation (8) and
collecting powers of Z, we obtain the following system of nonlinear algebraic equations

Z6 : 2a1w
2 + a31c− 2a1 = 0, (10.1)

Z5 : 3a0a
2
1c = 0, (10.2)

Z4 : 2a1 + 3a20a1c+ 3a21b1c+ a1m
2 − 2a1w

2 = 0, (10.3)

Z3 : a30c+ 6a0a1b1c+ a0m
2 = 0, (10.4)

Z2 : 2b1 + 3a20b1c+ 3a1b
2
1c+ b1m

2 − 2b1w
2 = 0, (10.5)

Z1 : 3a0b
2
1c = 0, (10.6)

Z0 : 2b1w
2 + b31c− 2b1 = 0. (10.7)

Solving the system in Equations (10.1)-(10.7) yield the results summarized in Table 1 of soliton solutions
below.
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Table 1: Soliton solutions of the Φ4-equation using the extended hyperbolic tangent method.

(a0, a1, b1, w) Solution: φ(x, t)

(
0,±

ım
√
c
,±
√
m2 + 2

2

)
φ(x, t) = ±

ım
√
c

tanh

(
x±

√
m2 + 2

2
t

)
∗

(
0, 0,±

ım
√
c
,

√
m2 + 2

2

)
φ(x, t) = ±

ım
√
c

coth

(
x±

√
m2 + 2

2
t

)
∗ ∗

(
0,−

m
√

2c
,
m
√

2c
,−
√

4−m2

2

)
φ(x, t) =

m
√

2c
tanh

(
x+

√
4−m2

2
t

)
+

m
√

2c
coth

(
x+

sqrt4−m2

2
t

)

(
0,

m
√

2c
,−

m
√

2c
,−
√

4−m2

2

)
φ(x, t) =

m
√

2c
tanh

(
x+

√
4−m2

2
t

)
−

m
√

2c
coth

(
x+

√
4−m2

2
t

)
∗ ∗∗

(
0,−

m
√

2c
,
m
√

2c
,−
√

4−m2

2

)
φ(x, t) = −

m
√

2c
tanh

(
x−
√

4−m2

2
t

)
+

m
√

2c
coth

(
x−
√

4−m2

2
t

)

(
0,

m
√

2c
,−

m
√

2c
,−
√

4−m2

2

)
φ(x, t) =

m
√

2c
tanh

(
x−
√

4−m2

2
t

)
−

m
√

2c
coth

(
x−
√

4−m2

2
t

)

(
0,−

ım

2
√
c
,−

ım

2
√
c
,−
√
m2 + 8

8

)
φ(x, t) = −

ım

2
√
c

tanh

(
x+

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)
−

ım

2
√
c

coth

(
x+

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)

(
0,

ım

2
√
c
,
ım

2
√
c
,−
√
m2 + 8

8

)
φ(x, t) =

ım

2
√
c

tanh

(
x+

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)
+

ım

2
√
c

coth

(
x+

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)

(
0,−

ım

2
√
c
,−

ım

2
√
c
,

√
m2 + 8

8

)
φ(x, t) = −

ım

2
√
c

tanh

(
x−

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)
−

ım

2
√
c

coth

(
x−

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)

(
0,

ım

2
√
c
,
ım

2
√
c
,

√
m2 + 8

8

)
φ(x, t) = −

ım

2
√
c

tanh

(
x−

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)
+

ım

2
√
c

coth

(
x−

√
m2 + 8

8
t

)
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Fig. 1: Density plot of ∗ on the left hand side, ∗∗ in the centre, and ∗ ∗ ∗ on the right hand side with m = 2
and c = 1.

3.2 The Sine-Cosine Method

We consider solutions of the form

U(Ξ) = λ cosβ(χΞ). (11)

Substituting Equation (11) into Equation (8) and collecting by powers of cos (χΞ), we get

(βλχ2 − w2βλχ2 − β2λχ2 + w2β2λχ2) cosβ−2(χΞ)

+ (m2λ+ β2λχ2 − w2β2λχ2) cosβ(χΞ) + cλ3 cos3β(χΞ) = 0. (12)

Balancing the powers and equating the coefficients, we obtain the following system of algebraic equations

β − 2 = 3β, (13.1)

βλχ2 − w2βλχ2 − β2λχ2 + w2β2λχ2 = cλ3, (13.2)

m2λ+ β2λχ2 − w2β2λχ2 = 0. (13.3)

Solving the algebraic system in Equations (13.1)-(13.3) simultaneously, while imposing the restriction
that λ, β 6= 0, we get

(λ, β, χ) =



±
√

2

c
m,−1,± m√

w2 − 1


. (14)

We observe the restriction that w 6= ±1. Since cos(−θ) = cos(θ) for an arbitrary value of θ, the solution
takes the form

U(Ξ) = ±
√

2

c
m sec

(
m√
w2 − 1

)
, (15.1)

and expressed in terms of the original variables, it is given by

φ(x, t) = ±
√

2

c
m sec

[
m√
w2 − 1

(x− wt)

]
. (15.2)
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Fig. 2: Plot of φ(x, t) with c = 1, m = 2 with wave speed, w = 1
2 .

4 Conservation Laws

We employ the multiplier method to attain the conservation laws. We consider multipliers of the form:
Λ = Λ(x, t, φ, φt, φx). Thus, the conservation laws take the form

Λ(x, t, φ, φt, φx)[φtt − φxx +m2φ+ cφ3] = DtΣ
[t] +DxΣ

[x]. (16)

Applying the Euler-Lagrange derivative in Equation (C.1) to Equation (16) and separating according
to the derivatives of φ(x, t), we obtain the following set of determining equations

φ2
xt : Λφxφx

− Λφtφt
= 0, (17.1)

φxt : Λtφx
− Λxφt

−m2φΛφxφt
− cφ3Λφxφt

= 0, (17.2)

φxx : Λtφt
−m2φΛφxφx

− cφ3Λφxφx
− 2Λφ − Λxφx

= 0, (17.3)

φtt : Λtφt
−m2φΛφtφt

− cφ3Λφtφt
+ 2Λφ − Λxφx

= 0, (17.4)

φxxφtt : Λφtφt
− Λφxφx

= 0, (17.5)

φttφt : Λφφt
= 0, (17.6)

φxxφt : Λφφt
= 0, (17.7)

φxtφt : Λφφx
= 0, (17.8)

φxtφt : Λφφt
= 0, (17.9)

φttφx : Λφφx
= 0, (17.10)

φxxφx : Λφφx
= 0, (17.11)

φ2
t : Λφφ = 0, (17.12)

φ2
x : Λφφ = 0, (17.13)

φt : 2Λtφ − (m2 − 3cφ2)Λφt
−m2φΛφφt

− cu3Λuut = 0, (17.14)

φx = 2Λxφt
+ (m2 + 3cφ2)Λφ + (m2φ+ cφ3)Λφφx

= 0, (17.15)

φ0
x : Λtt + (m2φ+ cφ3)Λφ − (m2φ+ cφ3)Λtφt

− (m2φ+ cφ3)Λxφx

+ (m2 + 3cφ2)Λ− Λxx = 0. (17.16)
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Solving the system of linear PDEs in Equations (17.1)-(17.16), we get

Λ(x, t, φ, φt, φx) = (κ1x+ κ3)φt + (κ1t+ κ2)φx. (18)

where κi ∈ R are constants for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. The conservation laws are summarized in Table 2 below.

Table 2: Multipliers and conservation laws for the (1+1)-dimensional Φ4-equation.

Multiplier Conserved Currents

Λ[1] = xφt + tφx Σ
[t]
1 = 1

4
cxφ4 + 1

2
m2xφ2 + tφtφx + 1

2
xφt + 1

2
xφ2x

Σ
[x]
1 = 1

4
ctφ4 + 1

2
m2tφ2 − 1

2
tφ2t − xφtφx −

1
2
tφ2x

Λ[2] = φx Σ
[t]
2 = φtφx

Σ
[x]
2 = 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 − 1

2
φ2t −

1
2
φ2x

Λ[3] = φt Σ
[t]
3 = 1

2
φ2x + 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 + 1

2
φ2t

Σ
[x]
3 = −φtφx

5 Higher-dimensional Conservation Laws

In (2+1)-dimensions, Equation (6.4) becomes

φtt − φxx − φyy +m2φ+ cφ3 = 0, (19)

where φ = φ(x, y, t). We consider multipliers of the form: Λ = Λ(x, y, t, φ, φt, φx, φy). Thus, the conser-
vation laws take the form

Λ = Λ(x, y, t, φ, φt, φx, φy)[φtt − φxx − φyy +m2φ+ cφ3] = DtΣ
[t] +DxΣ

[x] +DyΣ
[y]. (20)

Henceforth, the calculations become monotonous, and therefore, we use MATHEMATICA [25] to circumvent
these long and convoluted calculations. In doing so, we find that the general form of the multiplier is

Λ(x, y, t, φ, φt, φx, φy) = (κ5y + κ6x+ κ9)ut + (κ4y + κ6t+ κ7)ux

− (κ4x− κ5t− κ8)uy, (21)

where κi ∈ R are constants for 4 ≤ i ≤ 9. The conservation laws are summarized in Table 3 below.
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Table 3: Multipliers and conservation laws for the (2+1)-dimensional Φ4-equation.

Multiplier Conserved Currents

Λ[4] = yφx − xφy Σ
[t]
4 = yφtφx − xφtφy

Σ
[x]
4 = 1

2
m2yφ2 + 1

4
cyφ4 − 1

2
yφ2x + 1

2
yφ2y − 1

2
yφ2t −

1
2
cx2φ3φy

− 1
2
m2x2φφy + xφxφy

Σ
[y]
4 = −yφxφy + 1

2
cx2φ3φx + 1

2
m2x2φφx + 1

2
xφ2y − 1

2
xφ2x + 1

2
xφ2t

Λ[5] = tφy − yφt Σ
[t]
5 = tφtφy + 1

2
yφ2y + 1

2
yφ2t + 1

4
cyφ4 + 1

2
m2yφ2 + 1

2
yφ2x

Σ
[x]
5 = ctxφ3φy +m2txφφy − tφxφy − yφtφx

Σ
[y]
5 = −yφtφy − ctxφ3φx −m2txφφx −m2txφφx − 1

2
tφ2y + 1

2
tφ2x

Λ[6] = tφx − xφt Σ
[t]
6 = 1

2
xφ2y + 1

2
xφ2t + tφtφx + 1

4
cxφ4 + 1

2
m2xφ2 + 1

2
xφ2x

Σ
[x]
6 = 1

2
m2tφ2 + 1

4
ctφ4 − 1

2
tφ2x + 1

2
tφ2y − 1

2
tφ2t − xφtφx

Σ
[y]
6 = −tφxφy − xφtφy

Λ[7] = φx Σ
[t]
7 = φtφx

Σ
[x]
7 = 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 − 1

2
φ2x + 1

2
φ2y − 1

2
φ2t

Σ
[y]
7 = −φxφy

Λ[8] = φy Σ
[t]
8 = φyφt

Σ
[x]
8 = cxφ3φy +m2xφφy − φxφy

Σ
[y]
8 = − 1

2
φ2t − cφ3xφx −m2xφφx + 1

2
φ2x − 1

2
φ2y

Λ[9] = φt Σ
[t]
9 = 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 + 1

2
φ2t + 1

2
φ2x + 1

2
φ2y

Σ
[x]
9 = −φtφx

Σ
[y]
9 = −φtφy
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In (3+1)-dimensions, Equation (6.4) becomes

φtt − φxx − φyy − φzz +m2φ+ cφ3 = 0, (22)

where φ = φ(x, y, z, t). We consider multipliers of the form: Λ = Λ(x, y, z, t, φt, φx, φy, φz). Thus, the
conservation laws take the form

Λ(x, y, z, t, φt, φx, φy, φz)[φtt − φxx − φyy − φzz +m2φ+ cφ3]

= DtΣ
[t] +DxΣ

[x] +DyΣ
[y] +DzΣ

[z]. (23)

Employing MATHEMATICA [25], we find that the general form of the multiplier is

Λ(x, y, z, t, φt, φx, φy, φz) = (κ12y + κ14x+ κ15z + κ19)ut + (κ10y + κ13z + κ14t+ κ16)φx

− (κ10x− κ11z − κ12t− κ17)φy

+ (κ11y + κ13x+ κ15t+ κ18)φz, (24)

where κi ∈ R are constants for 10 ≤ i ≤ 19. The conservation laws are summarized in Table 4 - Table 6
below.
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Table 4: Multipliers and conservation laws for the (3+1)-dimensional Φ4-equation – Part I.

Multiplier Conserved Currents

Λ[10] = yφx − xφy Σ
[t]
10 = yφtφx − xφtφy

Σ
[x]
10 = xφxφy − 1

2
yφ2t + 1

2
yφ2z + 1

2
yφ2y − 1

2
cx2φ3φy − 1

2
m2x2φφy − 1

2
yφ2x

+ 1
2
m2yφ2 + 1

4
cyφ4

Σ
[y]
10 = 1

2
xφ2y − 1

2
xφ2z + 1

2
xφ2t −

1
2
xφ2x + 1

2
cx2φ3ux + 1

2
m2x2φφx − yφxφy

Σ
[z]
10 = −yφxφz + xφyφz

Λ[11] = −zφy − yφz Σ
[t]
11 = −zφtφy + yφtφz

Σ
[x]
11 = −cxzφ3φy −m2xzφφy + zφxφy − yφxφz

Σ
[y]
11 = 1

2
zφ2y − 1

2
zφ2z + 1

2
zφt − 1

2
zφ2x + cxzφ3φx +m2xzφφx + 1

2
cy2φ3φz

+ 1
2
m2φ2φφz − yφyφz

Σ
[z]
11 = 1

2
yφ2x + 1

2
yφ2y − 1

2
yφ2z − 1

2
yφ2t −

1
2
cy2φ3φy − 1

2
m2y2φφy + zφyφz

Λ[12] = tφy + yφt Σ
[t]
12 = 1

2
cyφ4 + 1

2
m2yφ2 + 1

2
yφ2t + 1

2
yφ2y + 1

2
yφx + tφtφy + 1

2
yφ2z

Σ
[x]
12 = ctxφ3φy +m2txφφy − tφxφy − yφtφx

Σ
[y]
12 = − 1

2
tφ2y + 1

2
tφ2z − 1

2
tφ2t + 1

2
tφx − ctxφ3φx −m2txφφx − yφtφy

Σ
[z]
12 = −tφyφz − yφtφz

Λ[13] = −zφx + xφz Σ
[t]
13 = −zφtφx + xφtφz

Σ
[x]
13 = −xφxφz + 1

2
zφ2t −

1
2
zφ2z − 1

2
zφ2y + 1

2
zφ2x − 1

4
czφ4 − 1

2
m2zφ2

Σ
[y]
13 = cxyφ3uz +m2xyφφz + zφxφy − xφyφz

Σ
[z]
13 = − 1

2
xφ2t + 1

2
xφ2x + 1

2
xφ2y − 1

2
xφ2z + zφxφz − cxyφ3φy −m2xyφφy
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Table 5: Multipliers and conservation laws for the (3+1)-dimensional Φ4-equation – Part II.

Multiplier Conserved Currents

Λ[14] = tφx + xφt Σ
[t]
14 = 1

4
cxφ4 + 1

2
m2xφ2 + 1

2
xφ2t + 1

2
xφ2y + 1

2
xφ2x + tφtφx + 1

2
xφ2z

Σ
[x]
14 = −xφtφx − 1

2
tφ2t + 1

2
tφ2z + 1

2
tφ2y − 1

2
tφ2x + 1

4
ctφ4 + 1

2
m2tφ2

Σ
[y]
14 = −tφxφy − xφtφy

Σ
[z]
14 = −tφxφz − xφtφz

Λ[15] = tφz + zφt Σ
[t]
15 = 1

2
m2zφ2 + 1

4
czφ4 + 1

2
zφ2t + 1

2
zφ2y + 1

2
zφ2x + 1

2
zφ2z + tφtφz

Σ
[x]
15 = −tφxφz − zφtφx

Σ
[y]
15 = ctyφ3φz +m2tyφφz − tφyφz − zφtφy

Σ
[z]
15 = − 1

2
tφ2t + 1

2
tφ2x + 1

2
tφ2y − 1

2
tφ2z − zφtφz − ctyφ3φy −m2tyφφy

Λ[16] = φx Σ
[t]
16 = φtφx

Σ
[x]
16 = 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 + 1

2
φ2z − 1

2
φ2x − 1

2
φ2t + 1

2
φ2y

Σ
[y]
16 = −φxφy

Σ
[z]
16 = −φxφz

Λ[17] = φy Σ
[t]
17 = φyφt

Σ
[x]
17 = cxφ3φy +m2xφφy − φxφy

Σ
[y]
17 = − 1

2
φ2y + 1

2
φ2z − 1

2
φ2t + 1

2
φx − cxφ3ux −m2xφφx

Σ
[z]
17 = −φyφz
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Table 6: Multipliers and conservation laws for the (3+1)-dimensional Φ4-equation – Part III.

Multiplier Conserved Currents

Λ[18] = uz Σ
[t]
18 = φtφz

Σ
[x]
18 = −φxφz

Σ
[y]
18 = cyφ3uz +m2yφφz − φyφz

Σ
[z]
18 = 1

2
φ2y − 1

2
φ2z − 1

2
φ2t + 1

2
φ2x − cyφ3φy −m2yφφy

Λ[19] = φt Σ
[t]
19 = 1

4
cφ4 + 1

2
m2φ2 + 1

2
φ2t + 1

2
φ2y + 1

2
u2x + 1

2
φ2z

Σ
[x]
19 = −φtφx

Σ
[y]
19 = −φtφx

Σ
[z]
19 = −φtφz
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, we provided an in depth study of the interacting scalar fields with the Lagrangian extended
to quartic powers of the field. Using the Euler-Lagrange equations, the master equation of motion was
derived for a real scalar field. By coupling the gauge constant with the speed of light and astutely selecting
the proportionality constant, it was shown how the cubic field term could be stated in terms of the speed
of light. The properties of the field were reviewed, particularly the parity invariance. Thereafter, a synopsis
of a two-field extension of the Lagrangian was provided, and thereafter, by adopting a convenient math-
ematical ansatz, it was shown how the two-field Lagrangian can be stated in terms of a scalar field. The
two-dimensional rotational invariance for the complex scalar field Lagrangian was then shown, and using
the field’s kernel, it was shown how solutions can be mapped to the unit circle in the complex plane. The
exigent reason for this was to show that quartic interactions can be considered for both real and complex
scalar fields. An insightful discussion about the nature of the gauge term, accompanied by further references
to ancillary material, was provided.

The equations of motion were then solved in terms of the soliton waves using the extended hyperbolic
tangent method and the sine-cosine method. In the former case, ten new solutions were produced. The
nature of the solutions were simply a linear combination of the complex hyperbolic tangent and cotangent
functions. Physical representations of the solutions were produced, for three cases, by taking the magnitude
of the fields and constructing density plots. The darker hues in the density plot show a larger value of
the field, and conversely, a lighter hue shows a smaller value of the field. In the latter case, two new
solutions were produced, varying only by sign. If one follows through on the mathematics, it is evident
that four solutions ought to be produced. However, since the secant function is positive for all values of
the argument, the additional solutions merge. An interesting feature of these solutions is that they lie on
the real line. A plot of the positive solution, for a specific choice of the constants, yields a cuspon solitory
wave for the domain, (x, t) ∈ [0, 10] × [0, 20]. The divergence of the wave’s derivative is clearly evident;
the wave monotonically increases from zero to its maximum value, umax = 1, and then decreases to zero.
It thus begs the question: ”Symmetry methods play a central role in this study, so why are the equations
of motion not studied in terms of this approach?”. If one undertakes the arduous task of determining Lie
point symmetries, one would find that for the (1+1)-dimensional case, a three-dimensional sub-algebra is
spanned by the vector fields

Γ1 = ∂x, (25.1)

Γ2 = ∂t, (25.2)

Γ3 = t∂x + x∂t. (25.3)

with the algebraic structure summarized in Table 7 below.

Table 7: Soliton solutions of the Φ4-equation using the extended hyperbolic tangent method.

JΓi, ΓjK Γ1 Γ2 Γ3

Γ1 0 0 Γ2

Γ2 0 0 Γ1

Γ3 −Γ2 −Γ1 0

Descriptively, and due to the nature of Lie point symmetries, the equation is spatially, temporally, and
Galilean invariant. The Galilean invariance is not coincidental; a requirement of constructing a reasonable
quantum field theory is that the equations of motion must be invariant under Galilean boosts; see [2] for
a comprehensive discussion. From Table 7, we observe that if Γ1 is used, a solution in the spatial plane
will be obtained, which is uninteresting. Furthermore, a linear combination of Γ1 and Γ2 naturally imply
travelling wave solutions; hence, this justifies initially studying the solution to Equation (6.5) in terms of
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solitary wave theory. Additionally, we detect that Γ3 cannot be used for constructing solutions.

Lastly, using the multiplier method, conservation laws for the equations of motion are constructed. We
adopt this approach because Ibragimov’s method [18–20] fails due the lackluster nature of the Lie point
symmetries, and we hypothesize that even the adjoint equations would possess prosaic Lie point symmetries.
Initially, conservation laws are constructed in the (1+1)-dimensional case, whereby, three conservation laws
result from three disparate multipliers and thereafter, extend to the (2+1)-dimensional case, whereby, five
conservation laws result from five distinctive multipliers, and the (3+1)-dimensional case, whereby, ten
conservation laws result from ten particular multipliers. In all three cases we observed that the integral of
motion is non-trivial. We note that the multipliers extend up to first-order derivatives of the field, always
involving the temporal variation, and corresponding spatial variation, interrelated to dimensionality. An
interpretation of the conservation laws, with respect to particle physics, is that of quantum numbers. Since
the conservation laws describe the dynamics of the evolving field and what quantities remain constant in the
motion thereof, we can say that they present eigenvalues of operators commensurate with the Hamiltonian.
Since, in the (1+1)-, (2+1)-, and (3+1)-dimensional cases, we know all trivial and nontrivial conservation
laws, we may therefore characterize this as the basis state of the interacting scalar fields and consequently,
determine the conserved quantities together. Moreover, these conservation laws can be used to categorize
the localized internal (flavour) symmetries (electric charge, lepton number, baryon number, isopin, charm,
and strangeness) and spacetime symmetries (Poincaré symmetry, related to time reversal; spin, related to
rotational symmetry; charge parity, related to charge conjugation and parity transformations - sign flips in
the spatial dimensions) of the interacting fields.

7 Appendix

7.1 The Extended Hyperbolic Tangent (XTanh) Method

The Extended Hyperbolic Tangent method [26–28] is an extension of the hyperbolic tangent (Tanh) method
proposed by Malfliet and his collaborator, Hereman [29–32]. Wadati [33–35] defines a soliton as a nonlinear
wave that has the following properties:

1. A localized wave that propagates without changing of its physical properties (shape, velocity, frequency,
amplitude, wavelength, etc.).

2. It has the particle property; it is a localized wave that has infinite support or exponential tails.

More technically, solitons are waves that are stable against mutual collisions, and they retain their
identity.

We outline the extended hyperbolic tangent method, algorithmically, for finding soliton solutions, below.

1. Consider the system of PDEs of the form

H(x, t, φx, φt, φxx, φtt, . . .) = 0. (A.1)

Introduce the variable

Ξ = x− wt, (A.2.1)

where w <∞ is the velocity of the wave profile and

Z = tanhΞ. (A.2.2)

2. Convert the system of nonlinear PDEs in Equation (A.1) into the nonlinear system of ODEs

Km

(
V,
dV

dΞ
,
d2V

dΞ2
, . . .

)
= 0. (A.3)

3. Consider solutions of the finite power series form

V (Ξ) =
n∑
i=0

aiZ
i +

n∑
i=1

biZ
−i, (A.4)

where ai, bi ∈ R are constants to be determined.
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4. Determine the degree of the polynomial solution in Z. Equate every pair of possible highest exponents
in the equation to get a linear system for n. Reject all solutions where n /∈ Z+. We delineate the rules
for assigning a polynomial degree, according to powers of the derivatives of the dependent variable, in
Table 8 below.

Table 8: Rules for assigning polynomial degrees

Functional Form Polynomial Degree

V (Ξ) n

dV
dΞ

n+ 1

d2V
dΞ2 n+ 2

...
...

drV
dΞr n+ r(
drV
dΞr

)q
q (n+ r)

5. Derive, and solve the system of nonlinear algebraic equations for the coefficients ai and bi.

6. Back substitute the solutions for ai and bi into the expansion in Equation (A.4), and obtain the explicit
solution in terms of the original variables (x, t, φ).

7. Test the final solution from Step 6 to ascertain its precision.

7.2 The Sine-Cosine Method

The Sine-cosine method was introduced by Wazwaz [36,37] for finding travelling wave solutions of general-
ized KdV-type equations. We outline, algorithmically, the sine-cosine method for finding soliton solutions,
below.

1. Consider the system of PDEs of the form

Fm(φx, φt, φxx, φtt, . . .) = 0. (B.1)

Introduce the variable

Ξ = x− wt, (B.2)

where w <∞ is the velocity of the wave profile. Therefore, the system in Equation (B.1) becomes

Gm

(
U,
dU

dΞ
,
d2U

dΞ2
, . . .

)
= 0. (B.3)

2. Consider solutions to Equation (B.3) of the form

U(Ξ) =

{
λ cosβ (χΞ) , |Ξ| ≤ π

2χ ,

λ sinβ (χΞ) , |Ξ| ≤ π
χ ,

(B.4)

where λ, β, and χ are constants to be determined.

3. Take the associated derivatives of Equation (B.4) and substitute them into the system of ODEs in
Equation (B.3), while making use of the trigonometric identity

sin2 (χΞ) + cos2 (χΞ) = 1. (B.5)
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4. Group the resulting expressions according to the powers of sin (χΞ) or cos (χΞ). Thereafter, balance
the powers, and equate the coefficients to obtain a system of nonlinear algebraic equations.

5. Solve the resulting system of equations, and re-introduce the original variables in order to attain the
solution.

7.3 The Multiplier / Direct Method

Firstly, for a system of m independent variables, we note the definition of the Euler-Lagrange derivative

δ

δuα
=

∂

∂uα
+
∑
r≥1

Di1 , Di2 , . . . , Dir
∂

∂uαi1i2...ir
, α = 1, 2, . . . ,m. (C.1)

This method was proposed by Anco and Bluman [38–40] as a generalization of Noether’s theorem. We
algorithmically outline the application of the method below.

1. For a given system of PDEs, Fm
(
x, u, ∂u, ∂2u, . . . , ∂ku

)
= 0, where

∂p =

{
∂puµ(x)

∂xi1∂xi2 . . . ∂ip

∣∣∣∣ µ = 1, 2, . . . , n; i1, i2 . . . , ip = 1, 2, . . . , q

}
, (C.2.1)

we seek multipliers of the form {
Λm

(
x, u, ∂u, ∂2u, . . . , ∂`u

)}q
m=1

, (C.2.2)

for some specified order, `. It is imperative that we choose the dependence of the multipliers in a manner
such that no singular multipliers arise.

2. Apply the Euler-Lagrange derivative in Equation (C.1) to the product of the multiplier and the system
of PDEs in order to obtain a set of determining equations. Thereafter, solve the set of determining
equations so as to determine all the multipliers.

3. Find the corresponding fluxes that satisfy the identity

Λm
(
x, u, ∂u, ∂2u, . . . , ∂`u

)
Fm

(
x, u, ∂u, ∂2u, . . . , ∂ku

)
= Diϕ

i. (C.3)

4. Each set of fluxes and multipliers yield a local conservation law of the form

Diϕ
i
(
x, u, ∂u, ∂2u, . . . , ∂ru

)
= 0. (C.4)

7.4 Lie Symmetries

Following the notation of Olver [41], consider the nth-order PDE

Θ(x, t, φ, φx, φt, φxx, φtt, . . . ) = 0, (D.1)

where φ = φ(x, t). Equation (D.1) admits Lie point symmetries of the form

Γ = ξ(x, t, φ)
∂

∂x
+ τ(x, t, φ)

∂

∂t
+ η(x, t, φ)

∂

∂φ
. (D.2)

The mth-order prolongation is given by

pr[2]Γ = Γ [2] = Γ + ζx
∂

∂φx
+ ζt

∂

∂φt
+ ζxx

∂

∂φxx
+ ζtt

∂

∂φtt
, (D.3.1)

ζx = Dx (η)−Dx (ξ)φx −Dx (τ)φt, (D.3.2)

ζt = Dt (η)−Dt (ξ)φx −Dt (τ)φt, (D.3.3)

ζxx = Dx (ζx)−Dx (ζx)φxx −Dx (τ)φtx, (D.3.4)

ζtt = Dt (ζt)−Dt (ξ)φxt −Dt (τ)φtt, (D.3.5)
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and Di, for i ∈ {x, t}, is the operator of total differentiation defined as

Di =
∂

∂xi
+ uαi

∂

∂uα
+ uαij

∂

∂uαj
+ . . .+ uαii1i2...i`

∂

∂uαi1i2...i`
+ . . . , i = 1, 2, . . . , n. (D.4)

The application of Equation (D.3.1) on Equation (D.1) yield a system of linear PDEs

ξ
∂Θ

∂x
+ τ

∂Θ

∂t
+ η

∂Θ

∂φ
+ ζx

∂Θ

∂φx
+ ζt

∂Θ

∂φt
+ ζxx

∂Θ

∂φxx
+ ζtt

∂Θ

∂φtt
= 0. (D.5)

Equating the various powers of the variable, φ, in Equation (D.5) to zero produces a set of linear
PDEs. Solving the system of PDEs provide a functional form for ξ, τ, and η, which generate each Lie point
symmetry.
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symmetry
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Abstract: We construct an S4 flavour symmetric minimal inverse seesaw model where

the standard model is extended by adding two right-handed and two standard model gauge

singlets neutrinos to explain the origin of tiny neutrino masses. The resulting model de-

scribes the lepton mass spectra and flavour mixing quite well for the case of the normal

hierarchy of neutrino masses. The prediction of the model on the Dirac CP-violating phase

is centered around 370.087◦. Furthermore, using the allowed region for the model parame-

ters, we have calculated the value of the effective Majorana neutrino mass, |〈mee〉|, which

characterizes neutrinoless double beta decay.

Keywords: neutrino mass, favor mixing, CP violation, inverse seesaw model
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1 Introduction

Since the discovery of neutrino oscillation in various experiments [1–4], it is established

that neutrinos are massive and their flavours are mixed. On the other hand, neutrinos are

massless in the Standard Model (SM), this points towards the existence of physics beyond

the SM. There exist various theories that can explain the origin of tiny neutrino masses such

as the seesaw mechanism [5–9], radiative seesaw mechanism [10], and models based on extra

dimensions [11, 12]. One such framework is the inverse seesaw (ISS) mechanism, where the

SM is extended by introducing SM gauge singlets and right-handed (RH) neutrinos [13, 14].

In contrast to the canonical seesaw mechanism, in the ISS mechanism, besides the heaviness

of RH neutrinos, a small lepton-number violating mass parameter µ causes the suppression

of the neutrino mass allowing lighter RH neutrinos (TeV-scale) and O(1) Yukawa coupling.

The gauge-invariant Lagrangian of the extension of the SM can be written as

− Lν = Yν l̄LH̃NR +MR
¯(NR)c (SL)c +

1

2
µS̄L (SL)c + h.c., (1.1)

where lL is the left-handed doublet, H is the Higgs doublet,H̃ = iσ2H
∗ with σ2 being

the 2nd Pauli matrix, NR are the right-handed neutrino singlets and SL are the SM gauge

singlets. After the Higgs doublet, H acquires vacuum expectation value (vev), i.e., 〈H〉 =

(0, v/
√

2)T with v ≈ 246 GeV and breaks the gauge symmetry, the neutrino mass matrix

may be written as

Mν =

 0 mD 0

mT
D 0 MR

0 MT
R µ

 , (1.2)

where mD = Yνv/
√

2 is the Dirac mass matrix, MR is a complex matrix and µ is a

complex, symmetric matrix. With µ << mD << MR, diagonalisation of eq. 1.1 lead to

mν = mD

(
MT
R

)−1
µ (MR)−1mT

D. (1.3)

– 1 –



In the ISS model, with the O(mD) ∼ 102 GeV, the mass of light neutrinos O(mν) ∼ 0.1

eV may be suppressed by the smallness of µ with O(µ) ∼ 103 eV as well as the heaviness of

right-handed neutrino masses O(MR) ∼ 104 GeV. The mass scale of the heavy neutrinos

is slightly lower than the canonical seesaw model making it potentially testable at future

colliders.

Another aspect of the flavour structure of the SM is the observed fermion mixing.

For the lepton sector, experimental evidence shows two large and a small mixing angles,

however, the origin of such mixing patterns is still unanswered. The answer to such a

problem can be given by introducing non-Abelian discrete flavour symmetries into the

Lagrangian of the model [15–17]. Various models based on A4 [18–21], S4 [22–29], A5 [30,

31], etc. have been proposed over the years to explain the observed lepton flavour mixing

pattern. In models based on non-Abelian discrete symmetries, the discrete symmetry

which is exact at a high-energy scale breaks down distinctly leaving residual symmetry

in the charged-lepton and neutrino sectors at low-energy scales. This breaking pattern is

governed by the vev of the scalar field known as flavons (singlets under SM gauge symmetry)

and eventually determines the lepton flavour mixing pattern.

In this paper, we study the ISS model with S4 flavour symmetry and examine how

well the model describes neutrino masses, mixing, and CP violation. We work in the

framework with minimal ISS(2, 2) which is the minimal possible form of ISS mechanism

that can account for the neutrino mass spectra [32]. The resulting neutrino mass matrix

is tested against the neutrino experimental data using chi-squared analysis. We further

explore the implications of the model for neutrinoless double beta decay.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. In section 2, we construct the S4

flavour symmetric inverse seesaw model with two right-handed and two SM gauge singlet

neutrinos. Section 3 includes the numerical analysis and the results of the model presented

in section 2. We investigate the viability of the model to explain the latest data from

neutrino oscillation experiments using chi-squared analysis. Further, we define the allowed

region of the parameters of the model corresponding to χ2 ≤ 30 values. This section also

includes the results on neutrinoless double beta decay predicted by the model and we finally

summarise our conclusions in section 4.

2 The model

We consider the extension of the SM by including additional S4 flavour symmetry. It

is further augmented with Z3 × Z4 group to achieve the desired structures for the mass

matrices. The fermion sector of the model includes the addition of two right-handed neu-

trinos and two SM gauge singlet fermions to the SM fermion content, resulting in ISS(2, 2)

framework. In the scalar sector, we have one SU(2)L Higgs doublet H, and SU(2)L singlet

flavons φc, ϕc, φν , χ, ψ. Various fields of the model and their transformation properties

under different symmetry groups are presented in Table 1. The Yukawa Lagrangian which

is invariant under the flavour symmetry, is of the form

– 2 –



Field lL eR (µR, τR) H NR S1 S2 ϕc φc ϕν ξ ψ

S4 31 11 2 11 2 11 12 31 32 31 2 11

Z3 1 ω2 ω2 1 1 1 1 ω ω 1 1 1

Z4 i 1 1 1 −i i i −i −i 1 1 -1

Table 1. Field content of the model and their charge assignment under S4× Z3×Z4.

−L ⊃α1

Λ
l̄LHϕceR +

α2

Λ
l̄LHϕc(µR, τR) +

α3

Λ
l̄LHφc(µR, τR) (2.1)

+
β1

Λ
l̄LH̃ϕνNR + γ1N̄RξS1 + γ2N̄RξS2 + λ1S1S1ψ + λ2S2S2ψ + h.c.,

where α1, α2, α3, β1, γ1, γ2, λ1, and λ2 are the Yukawa coupling constant.

The vev of the flavons in the charged-lepton sector are 〈ϕc〉 = (vϕc , 0, 0), 〈φc〉 =

(vφc , 0, 0) [33]. The charged-lepton mass matrix obtained after flavour and electroweak

symmetry breaking is of the form,

ml =
v

Λ

α1vϕl 0 0

0 α2vϕl + α3vφl 0

0 0 α2vϕl − α3vφl

 . (2.2)

The hierarchy among the masses of the charged-lepton can be explained using the

Froggatt-Nielsen mechanism and we have assumed the approach presented in [33]. For the

neutrino sector, we assume that the flavons develop vev in a region of the scalar potential’s

parameter space where

〈ϕν〉 = (vϕν1 , vϕν2 , vϕν3 ), 〈ξ〉 = (vξ, vξ), 〈ψ〉 = vψ. (2.3)

After electroweak gauge and flavour symmetry breaking, we get the following matrices

for the mass term and couplings

mD =


b c

a b

c a

 , MR =

(
d d

d −d

)
, µ =

(
e 0

0 e

)
, (2.4)

where a = β1
Λ vvϕν1 , b = β1

Λ vvϕν2 , c = β1
Λ vvϕν3 , d = γ1vξ ' γ2vξ, and e = λ1vψ ' λ2vψ.

Using the matrices of eq. 2.4 in the inverse seesaw formula (eq. 1.3), the light neutrino

mass matrix becomes

mν = m0


1 + β2 α+ β β(1 + α)

α+ β 1 + α2 α(1 + β)

β(1 + α) α(1 + β) α2 + β2

 , (2.5)

– 3 –



where we have defined two complex dimensionless parameters α = a/b, β = c/b and the

factor m0 denotes the mass scale. The light neutrino mass matrix of eq. 2.5 is diagonalized

by the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) mixing matrix, UPMNS

U †PMNSmνU
∗
PMNS = diag(m1,m2,m3), (2.6)

with m1, m2, and m3 being the mass eigenvalues. In standard PDG parametrization,

the PMNS mixing matrix is given by

UPMNS =


c12c13 s12c13 s13e

−iδCP

−s12c23 − c12s23s13e
iδCP c12c23 − s12s23s13e

iδCP s23c13

s12c23 − c12c23s13e
iδCP −c12s23 − s12c23s13e

iδCP c23c13

PM , (2.7)

where,

PM =


eiρ 0 0

0 eiσ 0

0 0 1

 . (2.8)

In the model under study, the lightest neutrino mass m1(m3) is zero in the case of

the Normal Hierarchy (Inverted Hierarchy) of neutrino masses. It is worth noting that for

m1 = 0 (NH), the Majorana CP phase ρ is zero and in the case of IH with m3 = 0 the

phases can be redefined as σ − ρ as σ. Thus, the model has a single Majorana CP phase

and the phase matrix effectively becomes PM = diag(1, eiσ, 1).

3 Numerical analysis and results

As discussed in the previous section, we have considered the extension of SM by including

two RH neutrinos and two SM gauge singlets resulting in a framework known as the ISS(2,2)

model. We have shown how S4 flavour symmetry can be implemented in such a framework

and we have obtained the light neutrino mass matrix as shown in eq. 2.5. The neutrino mass

matrix of eq. 2.5 contains four real parameters (Re(α), Im(α), Re(β), Im(β)) that effect the

neutrino mixing matrix elements. In this section, we perform numerical analysis and test

the model against the experimental data. We proceed by writing the neutrino oscillation

parameters (θ12, θ23, θ13, ∆m2
21, ∆m2

31(32), δCP ) in terms of the model parameters and

scrutinize the ability of the model to explain the neutrino experimental data [34].

Using the light neutrino mass matrix we can define the hermitian matrix, hν = mνm
†
ν

such that

hν = m2
0


A B C

B∗ D E

C∗ E∗ F

 , (3.1)
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Parameter Best-fit ±1σ 3σ range

sin2 θ12 0.304+0.013
−0.012 0.269 - 0.343

sin2 θ23 (NH) 0.573+0.018
−0.023 0.405 - 0.620

sin2 θ23 (IH) 0.578+0.017
−0.021 0.410 - 0.623

sin2 θ13 (NH) 0.02220+0.00068
−0.00062 0.02034 - 0.02340

sin2 θ13 (IH) 0.02238+0.00064
−0.00062 0.02053 - 0.02434

∆m2
21

10−5eV2 7.42+0.21
−0.20 6.82 - 8.04

|∆m2
3l|

10−3eV2 (NH) 2.515+0.028
−0.028 2.431 - 2.599

|∆m2
3l|

10−3eV2 (IH) 2.498+0.028
−0.029 2.584 - 2.413

Table 2. Latest experimental data on neutrino oscillation considered in our analysis [34].

with,

A =|1 + β2|2 + |α+ β|2 + |β(1 + α)|2

B =(1 + β2)(α+ β)∗ + (α+ β)(1 + α2)∗ + (β + αβ)(α+ αβ)∗

C =(1 + β2)(β + αβ)∗ + (α+ β)(α+ αβ)∗ + (β + αβ)(α2 + β2)∗

D =|(α+ β)|2 + |(1 + α2)|2 + |(α+ αβ)|2

E =(α+ β)(β + αβ)∗ + (1 + α2)(α+ αβ)∗ + (α+ αβ)(α2 + β2)∗

F =|β(1 + α)|2 + |(α+ αβ)|2 + |(α2 + β2)|2.

The analytical relations between the elements of the hermitian matrix hν and the three

mixing angles as well as the Dirac CP-violating phase can be written as [35]

tan θ23 =
Im(B)

Im(C)

tan 2θ12 =
2N12

N22 −N11

tan θ13 = |Im(E)| ·

√
{[Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2}2 + {Re(B)Im(B) +Re(C)Im(C)}2√
{[Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2}{Re(B)Im(C)− Im(B)Re(C)}2

tan δCP = − [Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2

Re(B)Im(B) +Re(C)Im(C)
, (3.2)
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where the quantities N11, N12, and N22 is expressed as

N11 = A− Re(B)Im(C)− Im(B)Re(C)

Im(E)

N12 =

[
[Re(B)Im(C)− Im(B)Re(C)]2

[Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2
+

[
{Re(B)Im(B) +Re(C)Im(C)}2

{[Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2}2
+ 1

]
[Im(E)]2

] 1
2

N22 =
[Im(C)]2D + [Im(B)]2 F − 2Im(B)Im(C)Re(E)

[Im(B)]2 + [Im(C)]2
(3.3)

It is clear that for a specific point in the four-dimensional parameter space of the model,

there is a certain value of the experimental observables given by eq. (3.2). Consequently,

any variation in the model parameters changes the value of the neutrino oscillation param-

eters resulting from the model. In order to test the model against the latest experiment

data on neutrino mixing parameter, we define a χ2-function and perform a numerical sim-

ulation using a sampling package MultiNest [36]. The χ2-function used in our analysis has

the following form

χ2 =
∑
i

(
Pi(p)− P 0

i

σi

)2

, (3.4)

where Pi(p) is the value of the observables predicted by the model at a point p in the four-

dimensional parameter space of the model, P 0
i and σi denotes the central value, and the

corresponding 1σ error of the ith experimental observable. The experimental values of the

neutrino observables used in our analysis are summarised in Table 2. In eq. 3.4, we do not

consider the Dirac CP-violating phase δCP as an input. The reason is the weak statistically

preferred value of maximally violating CP phase from global experimental data. In order

to carry out the test we treat the parameters of the model to be free and allow them to

randomly vary in the following range

Re(α), Im(α), Re(β), Im(β) ∈ [−10, 10]. (3.5)

Using eq. 3.2, we obtain values for the three mixing angles and the Dirac CP violating

phase. The best-fit values of the model parameter correspond to the minimum value of

χ2. We found that the model gives a good description of the experimental data for NH

of neutrino masses with χ2
min ≈ 0.24, however, fails to describe the data for IH with

χ2
min > 100. The allowed region of the parameter space of the model is shown in Figure

1 with the colors indicating the range of values of χ2. Here, we have shown the values of

the parameters of the model corresponding to χ2 ≤ 30. The best-fit values of the model

parameters obtained by minimizing the χ2-function are Re(α) = 0.314, Im(α) = −0.255,

Re(β) = 1.293, and Im(β) = 0.032 in NH 1.

Figure 2 shows how well the model describes the neutrino oscillation experimental data

for the case of NH of neutrino masses. The color bar represents the value of χ2 ranging

from (1− 30). The best-fit values of the neutrino oscillation parameters obtained from the

1In our analysis we have accepted only the points that satisfy χ2 ≤ 30, hence, no further analysis is done

for the case of IH.
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Figure 1. Allowed region for the model parameters Re(α), Im(α), Re(β), and Im(β).

Figure 2. Correlation between the neutrino oscillation parameters with the color indicating the

ranges of χ2 values.

model are summarized in Table 3. The best-fit values for the parameters sin2 θ12, sin2 θ23,

sin2 θ13 and the two mass-squared differences lies well within the 1σ range of experimental
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sin2 θ12 sin2 θ23 sin2 θ13 δCP /
◦ ∆m2

21 (eV 2) ∆m2
31 (eV 2)

0.303 0.575 0.0225 370.087 7.42× 10−5 2.510× 10−3

Table 3. The best-fit values for the neutrino oscillation parameters from χ2 analysis.

Figure 3. Range of values for the mass scale, m0 and the sum of light neutrino masses,
∑

imi.

values shown in Table 2. The value of the Dirac CP-violating phase δCP corresponding

to the χ2
min value is 370.078◦, which is within the 3σ range of neutrino oscillation data.

Thus the model presented in the previous section provides a decent description of the

recent experimental data and whose prediction on δCP may be tested in future precision

experiments.

In Figure 3 we present the sum of neutrino masses as a function of the mass scale, m0

which effectively influences the absolute neutrino masses. There is a cosmological upper

bound on the sum of the light neutrino masses,
∑

imi < 0.12 eV [37] and our model shows

a consistent value ranging from 56.67 to 61.12 meV.

The effective Majorana neutrino mass |〈mee〉| that characterizes the process of neutrino-

less double beta decay (0νββ) is given by

|〈mee〉| = |
∑
i

miU
2
ei| = |c2

12c
2
13m1e

iαM + s2
12c

2
13m2e

iβM + s2
13e
−2iδCP | = |(mν)11| (3.6)

From equation 3.6 we can see that the effective Majorana neutrino mass depends on
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Figure 4. The effective Majorana electron neutrino mass, |〈mee〉| as a function of the sum of light

neutrino masses,
∑

imi.

the Majorana phases as well as the Dirac CP phase and can be given as the (1, 1) element

of the neutrino mass matrix of equation (2.5). Using the parameter space of Figure 1 we

evaluated the |〈mee〉| and the results are represented in Figure 4. The predicted values

of |〈mee〉| lie between (6.25 − 8) meV and it is well below the sensitivity reach of 0νββ

experiments.

4 Conclusion

This paper examined the minimal form of the inverse seesaw model ISS(2, 2) with S4

flavour symmetry. The S4 flavour symmetry aids in determining the texture of the mass

matrices and eventually describing the mixing pattern in the leptonic sector. We performed

a test and studied how well the model describes the experimental data using χ2 analysis.

We found that the model describes the experimental neutrino data for NH of neutrino

masses with the best-fit value at χ2
min ≈ 0.24. The model, however, rules out the case

of IH of neutrino masses, with χ2
min > 100. The prediction of the Dirac CP phase at

the best-fit point is δCP ≈ 370.087◦ which can be tested in future precision experiments.

Prediction of the model on effective Majorana neutrino mass is also made. The points

in the parameter space that satisfy χ2 ≤ 30 have been considered the allowed region for

the model parameters. Using this allowed region of the model parameters we evaluate the

effective Majorana neutrino mass and found that the obtained values are very small to be

– 9 –



tested in future experiments. Experiments such as T2K and NOνA can resolve the octant

of the mixing angle θ23 and give a precision measurement on Dirac CP-violating phase δCP ,

which will help us validate our model. Further, the constrained parameter space obtained

from our model may be used to study low-scale leptogenesis and is left for future work.
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Abstract

Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleon scattering, challenged by the low nucleus recoil energy of

a few tens of keV, has been observed by the COHERENT experiment using targets CsI and

Ar. We study the contribution of a light Z ′ mediator in a gauged U(1)Lµ−Lτ symmetry. In

contrast to the mechanism from the kinetic mixing between U(1)em and U(1)Lµ−Lτ , we adopt

a dynamical symmetry breaking of the U(1)Lµ−Lτ by employing an extra Higgs doublet. As a

result, the weak charge mediated by Z ′ only depends on the mass of light gauge boson. Since two

Goldstone bosons are required to serve as the longitudinal components of Z and Z ′, the model does

not contain a physical CP-odd scalar. Using the introduced Higgs doublet carrying the U(1)µ−τ

charge, new Higgs decay channels h → Z1Z1/Z1Z2 with percent-level branching fractions become

accessible. The W -mass anomaly observed by CDF II can be resolved by enhancing the oblique

parameter T . With the flavored gauge symmetry, the Yukawa couplings to fermion flavors are

strictly limited. By utilizing the characteristic and introducing a scalar leptoquark S
1
3 = (3, 1, 2/3)

that uniquely couples to the τ lepton, the excesses of R(D) and R(D∗) can be explained. Moreover,

τ → µ(Z1 →)e−e+ via the resonant light gauge boson decay can reach the sensitivity of Belle II

at an integrated luminosity of 50 ab−1.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the proposal of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleon scattering (CEνNS) [1], it has

been a challenging experiment. The difficulty in measuring this process is not due to its

small cross section, but rather due to the maximum nucleus recoil energy being only several

tens of keV. The long-standing difficult measurement of CEνNS has finally been observed by

the COHERENT experiment using CsI and Ar targets [2–4], where the total cross sections

averaged over neutrino fluxes are obtained as:

〈σ〉φ = (16.5+3.0
−2.5)× 10−39 cm2 [CsI] ,

〈σ〉φ = (2.2± 0.7)× 10−39 cm2 [Ar] . (1)

The standard model (SM) predictions are 18.9 × 10−39 cm2 [3] and 1.8 × 10−39 cm2 [4],

respectively.

In addition to providing an alternative understanding of the properties of atomic nucleus

and neutrino, precision measurements of CEνNS can be used to probe or constrain physics

beyond the SM [5–14]. Since the momentum transfer to the nucleus is at the sub-MeV level,

new light vector or scalar mediators that can mediate the CEνNS process are among the

more attractive extensions of the SM [15–25]. In light of this finding, we investigate the

impact of a light gauge boson Z ′ in a gauged U(1)Lµ−Lτ ≡ U(1)µ−τ model. Instead of the

effect induced by kinetic mixing between U(1)em and U(1)µ−τ [16, 20, 25], we examine the

Z ′−Z mass mixing scenario, which primarily arises from the spontaneous U(1)µ−τ symmetry

breaking when a new scalar field carrying the U(1)µ−τ charge is introduced.

Having U(1)µ−τ symmetry as a gauge extension of the SM has many advantages from a

phenomenological viewpoint. The gauge coupling gZ′ of O(10−4) with Z ′ mass of O(10 −

200) MeV can explain the anomalous magnetic dipole moment of muon (muon g − 2) [26],

where the discrepancy between experimental measurements and theoretical calculations,

that use the data-driven approach to evaluate the hadronic vacuum polarization (HVP),

reaches ∼ 4σ and is given as [27]:

∆aµ = aexp
µ − aSM

µ = (2.51± 0.59)× 10−9 . (2)

Due to the flavored U(1)µ−τ symmetry, the Yukawa couplings to different lepton flavors

are strictly limited. With this property, if we further introduce a scalar leptoquark (LQ)

2



as the origin of lepton non-universality [43–48], the LQ coupling to the τ -lepton is uniquely

selected when appropriate U(1)µ−τ charges are assigned. The anomalies found in the ratio

of branching fractions in semileptonic charmed B decays, defined by

R(M) =
BR(B →Mτν̄)

BR(B →M`ν̄)
, (3)

can then be resolved, where the SM predictions are R(D) ≈ 0.30 and R(D∗) ≈ 0.25 [28–

35] while the current experimental values are R(D) = 0.356 ± 0.029 and R(D∗) = 0.284 ±

0.013 [40]. Recent measurements from LHCb have been included in the average [41, 42].

As seen, there is a 3.2σ deviation from the SM. Although R(J/Ψ) and R(Λc) have the

potential to observe the breakdown of lepton-universality as well, their statistical errors in

the experimental data are still large [49–51]. Hence, we concentrate on just R(D) and D(D∗)

in this work.

To spontaneously break the U(1)µ−τ symmetry, we introduce a new scalar field. It would

be useful if the new scalar field could also resolve any potential anomalies from a phe-

nomenological perspective. Interestingly, the CDF II Collaboration used the full dataset

from proton-antiproton collisions at
√
s = 1.96 TeV to measure the mass of the W boson

as [52]:

mW = 80.4335± 0.0094 GeV . (4)

The newly observed value differs from earlier measurements of mW = 80.385 ± 0.015 GeV

from the combined results of LEP and Tevatron [53] and mW = 80.360 ± 0.016 GeV from

the updated ATLAS result [54]. Moreover, it deviates from the SM prediction of mW =

80.361 GeV [55] by 7σ. If the anomaly in the W -mass measurement is confirmed with

more data from the LHC, it would provide very strong evidence for new physics. [56–74].

Motivated by this anomaly, we adopt a Higgs doublet charged under the U(1)µ−τ symmetry

as the new scalar field.

Here we highlight the interesting properties in the simple extension of the SM with a

gauged U(1)µ−τ symmetry.

• The gauge coupling gZ′ and the Z ′ mass mZ′ are correlated by spontaneous U(1)µ−τ

symmetry breakdown.

• The contribution of the Z ′ gauge boson to the cross section of CEνNS depends only

on the mass of the physical light gauge boson mZ1 .
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• The ratio of the two doublet vacuum expectation values (VEVs) tan β = v2/v1 and

the mixing parameter cos(β−α) are strongly constrained by the partial widths of the

h → HH and h → Z1Z1 decays, where α denotes the mixing angle of two CP-even

scalars, and H is one of the CP-even scalars with mass less than half that of the

125-GeV Higgs boson h. A large tan β scheme is inevitable when a small cos(β − α)

is required to accommodate the precision Higgs decays.

• The pseudoscalar in the conventional two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM) now becomes

the longitudinal mode of Z ′. Consequently, the scalar sector contains just two CP-even

scalars, h and H, and one charged-Higgs H+.

• The mixing between h and H leads to new Higgs decay channels, h → Z1Z1/Z1Z2,

and their percent-level branching ratios (BRs) could be interesting collider signals of

the model.

• The oblique parameters (S, T and U) are only functions of mH and mH+ when the

cos(β−α)� 1 limit is taken. The new physics effects on the S and U parameters are

up to the percent level, while the contribution to T is significant and can accommodate

the W mass anomaly.

• Due to the µ− τ flavor mixing, a BR of O(10−3) for the lepton-flavor violating (LFV)

process τ → µZ1 can be achieved. Combined with the BR of O(10−6) for the Z1 →

e−e+ decay, the BR for τ → µ(Z1 →)e−e+ can reach O(10−9), a level that Belle II is

sensitive to.

In addition to the total cross section of CEνNS and R(D(∗)), we propose new observables

sensitive to new physics as a function of incident neutrino energy for elastic neutrino-nucleus

scattering and as a function of invariant mass-square q2 of `ν for semileptonic charmed B

decays. We find that CEνNS mediated by Z1 can deviate significantly from the SM in the

low neutrino energy regime. Additionally, R(D) in the large q2 regime is more sensitive to

the leptoquark effects and can have a significant deviation from the SM.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we formulate the model and derive the

spectra of scalar bosons and various new couplings. The Z ′ − Z mixing and lepton-flavor

mixing are also discussed in detail. With the new interactions, Sec. III discusses the new

physics effects on various phenomena, including the cross section of CEνNS, values of R(D)
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and R(D∗), new Higgs decay channels h → HH/Z1Z1/Z1Z2, LFV processes, lepton g − 2,

and the oblique parameters. Constraints on the model parameters and a detailed numerical

analysis are presented in Sec. IV. A summary of our findings is given in Sec. V.

II. THE MODEL

We consider in this work a model that extends the SM gauge symmetry by the U(1)µ−τ

gauge symmetry, under which only the µ and τ leptons in the SM are charged. In addition to

the SM Higgs doublet, denoted by H2, whose neutral component has a vacuum expectation

value (VEV), v2, to spontaneously break SU(2)L×U(1)Y , we introduce an additional Higgs

doublet, denoted by H1, which carries not only the U(1)µ−τ charge, twice that of µ, but also

the weak isospin and U(1)Y hypercharge. The new Higgs doublet is assumed to also develop

a VEV, v1, in its neutral component to break U(1)µ−τ besides SU(2)L×U(1)Y , resulting in

a massive Z ′ boson. Therefore, unlike the conventional two-Higgs-doublet model (2HDM),

the model has one charged Higgs and two CP-even scalar bosons but has no pseudoscalar,

as it has become the longitudinal component of Z ′. Finally, we include an SU(2)L-singlet

scalar leptoquark (LQ) with hypercharge Y = 2/3 that also has the same U(1)µ−τ charge

as µ. The quantum number assignment of the leptons, the Higgs doublets, and the LQ

are given in Table I. As we will see, such a model can simultaneously accommodate the

measured lepton g − 2, R(D(∗)), and W mass anomalies while enhancing the cross section

of the CEνNS process can deviate from the SM expectation by up to 25%.

TABLE I: Quantum numbers of the leptons, Higgs doublets, and scalar leptoquark.

eL(R) µL(R) τL(R) H2 H1 S
1
3

Lµ − Lτ 0 qX −qX 0 2qX qX

SU(2)L 2(1) 2(1) 2 (1) 2 2 1

U(1)Y −1(−2) −1(−2) −1(−2) 1 1 2/3

In the following subsections, we analyze the spectra of scalar and gauge bosons and

determine their physical eigenstates. In addition, we also derive the gauge, Yukawa, and

trilinear couplings of scalars, which are used for phenomenological analysis presented in the

paper.
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A. Spectra of scalars and Higgs-related trilinear couplings

We first write down the scalar potential consistent with the SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)µ−τ

gauge symmetry as:

V (H1, H2, S
1
3 ) =µ2

1H
†
1H1 + µ2

2H
†
2H2 +

λ1

2
(H†1H1)2 +

λ2

2
(H†2H2)2 + λ3H

†
1H1H

†
2H2

+ λ4H
†
1H2H

†
2H1 + µ2

SS
− 1

3S
1
3 + S−

1
3S

1
3

(
λS1H

†
1H1 + λS2H

†
2H2

)
. (5)

Since all the operators in Eq. (5) are self-Hermitian, their coefficients are real. Owing to

the U(1)µ−τ symmetry, there is no so-called µ term that couples H1,2 quadratically and all

terms are self-Hermitian due to the U(1)µ−τ symmetry. The components of Higgs doublets

can be parametrized as:

Hi =

 φ+

1√
2
(vi + φ0

i + iηi)

 . (6)

Using the tadpole conditions ∂V/∂v1,2 = 0, we obtain two equalities:

µ2
1 +

λ1

2
v2

1 +
λ34

2
v2

2 = 0 ,

µ2
2 +

λ2

2
v2

2 +
λ34

2
v2

1 = 0 ,

(7)

with λ34 ≡ λ3 + λ4. To achieve spontaneous breakdown of the SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)µ−τ

gauge symmetry, we require µ2
1,2 < 0. For the vacuum stability, where the scalar potential

is bounded from below in all field configurations, the quartic couplings have to satisfy the

criteria given by [78, 79]

λ1,2 ≥ 0 , λ3 +
√
λ1λ2 ≥ 0 , λ34 +

√
λ1λ2 ≥ 0 . (8)

Two neutral Goldstone bosons result from the mixing between the two CP-odd compo-

nents: G0
Z′

G0
Z

 =

 cβ sβ

−sβ cβ

η1

η2

 ≡ Uβ

η1

η2

 , (9)

where β is defined by tβ ≡ tan β = v2/v1, v =
√
v2

1 + v2
2, cβ ≡ cos β, and sβ ≡ sin β. To

obtain the states of charged Goldstone and charged Higgs bosons, we can use Eq. (9) by

substituting (G±, H±) and (φ+
1 , φ

+
2 ) for (G0

Z′ , G
0
Z) and (η1, η2), respectively. As a result, the

mass-squared of the charged Higgs boson is solely dependent on the parameter λ4 as follows:

m2
H± = −λ4

2
v2 . (10)
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Since the massive LQ is irrelevant to the EWSB, its mass-squared with the assumption that

µ2
S > 0 is found as:

m2
S = µ2

S +
v2

2

(
λS1 c

2
β + λS2 s

2
β

)
. (11)

and can be as heavy as O(TeV).

From the scalar potential in Eq. (5) and the tadpole conditions in Eq. (7), the mass terms

for the CP -even scalars can be written as:

1

2

(
φ0

1 , φ
0
2

) λ1v
2
1 v1v2λ34

v1v2λ34 λ2v
2
2

φ0
1

φ0
2

 . (12)

Eq. (12) can be diagonalized by a 2× 2 orthogonal matrix, and the resulting eigenstates of

neutral Higgses can be parametrized using a mixing angle α as:H
h

 =

 cα sα

−sα cα

φ0
1

φ0
2

 ≡ Uα

φ0
1

φ0
2

 , (13)

where h is the 125-GeV SM-like Higgs boson, cα ≡ cosα, and sα ≡ sinα. In the following,

we would focus on the scenario where the new CP -even state is a lighter than the SM-like

Higgs boson, i.e., mh > mH . Using the parameters λi and vi, the masses of the h and H

states, as well as the mixing angle between them, can be obtained as:

m2
h,H =

λ1v
2
1 + λ2v

2
2

2
± 1

2

√
(λ1v2

1 − λ2v2
2)2 + 4v2

1v
2
2λ

2
34 ,

tan 2α = − 2v1v2λ34

λ2v2
2 − λ1v2

1

.
(14)

The scalar potential in the model involves six parameters, namely, µ2
1,2 and λ1−4. One

can write them in terms of the physical parameters {mH±,h,H , v, α, β} as

µ2
1 = − 1

2cβ

(
−sαsβ−αm2

h + cαcβ−αm
2
H

)
, (15a)

µ2
2 = − 1

2sβ

(
cαsβ−αm

2
h + sαcβ−αm

2
H

)
, (15b)

λ1 =
1

v2c2
β

(
m2
hs

2
α +m2

Hc
2
α

)
, (15c)

λ2 =
1

v2s2
β

(
m2
hc

2
α +m2

Hs
2
α

)
, (15d)

λ3 = − s2α

v2s2β

(
m2
h −m2

H

)
+

2m2
H±

v2
, (15e)

λ4 = −
2m2

H±

v2
. (15f)
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An important parameter of the scalar potential in the SM is the quartic parameter λSM,

which not only determines the mass of the SM Higgs via m2
h = λSMv

2, but also controls

the potential shape. Therefore, to probe the existence of extra scalars, it becomes crucial

to precisely determine the Higgs self-coupling through the hh production that involves the

Higgs trilinear coupling [80]. In the 2HDM, the scalar potential is more complicated than

that in the SM, and the SM-like Higgs field is a linear combination of φ0
1,2. Therefore, instead

of a factor of 3m2
h/v for the SM, the Higgs self-coupling also involves the parameters β and

α. Moreover, when mH < mh/2, the decay channel h → HH becomes accessible. Current

measurements of Higgs decays can impose stringent constraints on the related parameters.

To take these constraints into account, we present all the Higgs trilinear couplings as follows:

−L ⊃− s2αsβ−α
vs2β

(
m2
h + 2m2

H

) hH2

2
+
s2αcβ−α
vs2β

(
2m2

h +m2
H

) h2H

2

+
3m2

h

v

(
sβ−α +

2

s2β

cβ+αc
2
β−α

)
h3

3!
+

3m2
H

v

(
cβ−α +

2

s2β

sβ+αs
2
β−α

)
H3

3!

+ v
(
λS+cβ−α + λS−cβ+α

)
HS−

1
3S

1
3 + v

(
λS+sβ−α − λS−sβ+α

)
hS−

1
3S

1
3 . (16)

Taking the limits of α→ 0 and sβ → 1, it can be seen that only the self-couplings of h and

H remain. We note that the scalar couplings to the LQ are also included, which can be used

to analyze the loop-induced scalar decays.

B. Z ′ − Z mixing and gauge couplings of scalars

The masses of the gauge bosons and the gauge couplings of scalars are determined by the

kinetic terms of H1,2, with the covariant derivatives given as:

DµH1 =

(
∂µ + i

g

2
~τ · ~Wµ + i

g′

2
Bµ + gZ′XZ

′
µ

)
H1 ,

DµH2 =

(
∂µ + i

g

2
~τ · ~Wµ + i

g′

2
Bµ

)
H2 ,

DµS
1
3 =

(
∂µ + iQSg

′Bµ + igZ′qXZ
′
µ

)
S

1
3 ,

(17)

where g, g′, and gZ′ denote the gauge couplings of SU(2)L, U(1)Y , and U(1)µ−τ , respectively,

X = 2qX is the U(1)µ−τ charge of H1, and QS = 1/3 is the electric charge of LQ. As in the

conventional 2HDM, the tree-level W boson mass can be obtained as mW = gv/2. However,

since H1 carries the charges of both electroweak and U(1)µ−τ symmetries, its VEV breaks
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not only SU(2)L × U(1)Y but also U(1)µ−τ at the same time. As a result, the Z and Z ′

states are not physical and generally mix with each other. More explicitly, the mass-squared

matrix for Z and Z ′ is given by:

1

2

(
Z ′ , Z

) m2
Z′ m2

Z′Z

m2
Z′Z m2

Z

Z ′
Z

 , (18)

where m2
Z′ , m

2
Z , and m2

Z′Z are defined as:

m2
Z′ = g2

Z′X
2v2

1 =
(gZ′Xv)2

1 + t2β
,

m2
Z =

g2 + g′2

4
v2 =

g2v2

4

(
1 + t2W

)
,

m2
Z′Z = −ggZ

′X

2cW
v2

1 = − ggZ′Xv
2

2cW (1 + t2β)
.

(19)

The states of the photon and Z boson fields are written, as in the SM, as:

Aµ = cWBµ + sWW
3
µ ,

Zµ = −sWBµ + cWW
3
µ ,

(20)

where cW ≡ cos θW , sW ≡ sin θW , and θW is the weak mixing angle. The mass-squared

matrix in Eq. (18) can be diagonalized using a 2× 2 orthogonal matrix, parametrized by a

mixing angle θZ , in a fashion analogous to Eq. (13). Assuming that mZ′ � mZ and taking

Z1 and Z2 as the physical states of the neutral gauge bosons, their mass-squares and mixing

angle can be approximately obtained as follows:

m2
Z1
' m2

Z′ −
m4
Z′Z

m2
Z

= m2
Z′

t2β
1 + t2β

,

m2
Z2
' m2

Z +
m4
Z′Z

m2
Z

,

sθZ ' −sign(θZ)
m2
Z′Z

m2
Z

= sign(θZ)
2cW
gtβ

mZ1

v
,

(21)

where sign(θZ) = ±1 represents the sign of the mixing angle. Apparently, the mixing angle

is suppressed by mZ1/(vtβ) as tβ gets large. If the mass of mZ1 is of O(10) MeV, sθZ is at

most of O(10−5).

To study the loop-induced processes or variables (e.g., lepton g − 2) mediated by the Z1

9



boson, we also need the gauge couplings of scalars and LQ as follows:

L ⊃ i g

2cW

[
(∂µH−)H+ −H−∂µH+

]
(s2WAµ + c2WZµ)

+
[
−igsβ−α

2
W+
µ

(
H∂µH− −H−∂µH

)
+i
gcβ−α

2
W+
µ

(
h∂µH− −H−∂µh

)
+ H.c.

]
+ gmWW

−
µ W

+µ (sβ−αh+ cβ−αH)

− iQSe (Aµ − tWZµ)
(
S−

1
3∂µS

1
3 − S

1
3∂µS−

1
3

)
+

2m2
Z

v
(cβ−αH + sβ−αh)

ZµZ
µ

2
+

2m2
Z′

v1

(cαH − sαh)
Z ′µZ

′µ

2

− gmZ′

cW
(cαH − sαh)Z ′µZ

µ . (22)

C. Yukawa Couplings of Fermions

The Yukawa sector plays a crucial role in flavor physics as it governs the mass generation

of the SM fermions and the couplings of scalars to fermions in the model. The Lagrangian of

the Yukawa sector under SU(2)L ×U(1)Y ×U(1)µ−τ gauge symmetry can be written based

on the quantum number assignments in Table I as:

−LY = QLH2Y
ddR +QLH̃2Y

uuR + L̄`H2Y
``R + yµτ L̄µH1τR

+Qc
Liτ2y

q
LLτS

1
3 + ucRy

u
RτRS

1
3 + H.c. , (23)

where, except for the L̄µH1τR term, the flavor indices are all suppressed, QT
L = (u, d)L and

LT = (ν`, `)L represent the quark and lepton doublets, respectively, `R denotes the right-

handed charged lepton, and F c = Cγ0F ∗ with C being the charge conjugation operator.

The U(1)µ−τ gauge symmetry restricts the 3×3 Yukawa matrix Y` to be a diagonal matrix,

i.e., Y` = diag(ye, yµ, yτ ). We note that because H1 and H2 simultaneously couple to the

charged leptons, the term L̄µH1τR will induce flavor-changing neutral-currents (FCNCs) at

tree level. After diagonalizing the quark mass matrices and using the physical states of

scalars, the Yukawa couplings of quarks to h(H) and H± are found to be the same as those

in type-I 2HDM [81]. Although the charged Higgs boson could in principle enhance the

b→ cτν transition [75–77], the involved Yukawa couplings in this model are suppressed by

mb,c/(tan β
√
v2

1 + v2
2) and are irrelevant for our later discussions. The explicit expressions

of the couplings can be found in Ref. [81].
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While the diagonal Y` matrix contributes to the charged lepton masses, the L̄µH1τR

term induces flavor mixing between the µ and τ leptons. Thus, the electron mass is simply

me = yev2/
√

2, and the mass matrix for the µ and τ leptons is expressed as:

(µ̄L , τ̄L)M`

µR
τR

 = (µ̄L , τ̄L)

m̂µ m̂µτ

0 m̂τ

µR
τR

 , (24)

where m̂µ(τ) = yµ(τ)v2/
√

2 and m̂µτ = yµτv1/
√

2. The matrix M` can be diagonalized

through a bi-unitary transformation: m` = V `
LM`V

`†
R . Accordingly, the Yukawa couplings

of the scalars to the leptons are found as:

−LY ⊃ `Lm``R + `L
m`

v
`R

(
cα
sβ
h+

sα
sβ
H

)
+ `L

X`

v
`R

(
−2cβ−α

s2β

h+
2sβ−α
s2β

H

)
+ νL

(√
2m`

vtβ
− 2
√

2X`

s2βv

)
`RH

+ + H.c. , (25)

where X` is defined as:

X` = V `
L

0 m̂µτ

0 0

V `†
R . (26)

It is worth mentioning that X` induces the tree-level FCNCs mediated by the scalars in the

lepton sector. To see the decoupling and large tan β limits, it is useful to rewrite cα/sβ and

sα/sβ as:

cα
sβ

= sβ−α + t−1
β cβ−α ,

sα
sβ

= cβ−α − t−1
β sβ−α . (27)

When the lepton Yukawa couplings are real, we can obtain the 2×2 flavor mixing matrices

V `
R,L using the identities:

m†`m` = V `
RM

†
`M`V

`†
R ,

m`m
†
` = V `

LM`M
†
`V

`†
L . (28)

By parametrizing V `
R,L in the same form as Uα in Eq. (13), we can obtain the mixing angles

θR,L as:

tan 2θR = − 2m̂µm̂µτ

m̂2
τ + m̂2

µτ − m̂2
µ

,

tan 2θL = − 2m̂τm̂µτ

m̂2
τ − m̂2

µτ − m̂2
µ

. (29)
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In the limit when m̂µm̂µτ/m̂
2
τ is negligible, these mixing angles can be obtained to a good

approximation as:

θR ≈ 0, sθL ' −m̂µτ/m̂τ . (30)

As a free parameter with the mass dimension that appears only in the µ − τ element of

X`, m̂µτ can be parametrized in terms of a free parameter χµτ as m̂µτ = χµτ
√
mµmτ , where

mµ,τ are the physical masses of µ and τ leptons. Using the approximate mixing angles in

Eq. (30), we obtain

m̂2
µ ' m2

µ

(
1− χ2

µτ

mµ

mτ

)
≈ m2

µ ,

m̂2
τ ' m2

τ

(
1− χ2

µτ

mµ

mτ

)
,

X` '

 0 χµτ
√
mµmτ

0 χ2
µτmµ

 . (31)

We now discuss the LQ couplings to quarks and leptons. Since the Yukawa couplings yqL

and yuR are free parameters, the up-type quark flavor mixings can be absorbed into these

parameters. As such, the up-type quark fields appearing in the LQ couplings in Eq. (23)

can be treated as the physical states. However, the same yqL also appears in the couplings

to the down-type quarks. Therefore, in addition to V d
L , the LQ couplings to the down-type

quarks must include V u
L . With V `

R ' 1 and VCKM = V u
L V

d†
L , we can express the Yukawa

couplings of the LQ as:

−LY ⊃
(
uCLy

q
LV

`†
Lτ`PL`+ uCRy

u
RPRτ

)
S

1
3 − dCLV

T
CKMyqLPLντS

1
3 + H.c. (32)

D. Gauge Couplings of Fermions

Next, we consider the gauge couplings to the fermions. Since the U(1)µ−τ gauge symmetry

does not affect the weak charged currents, they remain the same as those in the SM. Although

quarks do not carry the U(1)µ−τ charge and thus do not directly couple to the Z ′ gauge

boson, their couplings to the Z ′ boson can be induced through the mixing with the SM Z

boson. Intriguingly, the distinct U(1)µ−τ charges carried by the muon and tau-lepton lead to

a lepton FCNC in the interaction µ̄Lγ
µτLZ

′
µ. Due to the Z ′ −Z mixing, they then result in

Z-mediated lepton FCNC although such FCNC effects are suppressed by sθLsθZ . Using the
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results shown in Eq. (21) and Eq. (30) for the lepton-flavor and Z ′−Z mixings, respectively,

we obtain the neutral gauge couplings to fermions as follows:

LNffV =−
∑
f

Qfef̄γ
µfAµ −

g

2cW

∑
f

f̄γµ
(
Cf
iV − C

f
iAγ5

)
fZiµ

+ [gZ′qXs2θLµLγ
µτL(cθZZ1µ − sθZZ2µ) + H.c.] , (33)

where the coefficients Cf
iV,iA are explicitly given by:

Cf
1V = cfV sθZ +

cWmZ1cθZ
gv

Xf
V

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β ,

Cf
1A = cfAsθZ +

cWmZ1cθZ
gv

Xf
A

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β ,

Cf
2V = cfV cθZ −

cWmZ1sθZ
gv

Xf
V

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β ,

Cf
2A = cfAcθZ −

cWmZ1sθZ
gv

Xf
A

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β , (34)

with cfV = T 3
f − 2s2

WQf , cfA = T 3
f given in terms of the weak isospin T 3

f and the

electric charge Qf of the fermion f , and Xf
V = (0, 1/2,−1/2, 0, 1,−1, 0, 0) and Xf

A =

(0, 1/2,−1/2, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) for f = (νe, νµ, ντ , e, µ, τ, u, d). Because only vector currents are

involved in the Z ′ couplings to the charged leptons, X`
A = 0. However, X

νµ,ντ
A are non-

vanishing because neutrinos are left-handed particles in the model.

III. PHENOMENOLOGY

In this section, we derive the formalisms for the processes studied in this work. These

include the cross section for CEνNS via the Z ′ − Z mixing, the R(D) and R(D∗) from LQ

interactions, new Higgs decay modes, lepton g−2, and the effects on the oblique parameters

and the W mass.

A. CEνNS through the Z ′ − Z mixing

In the model, elastic electron- and muon-neutrino (including anti-neutrino) scatterings

off a nucleus arise from gauge interactions with the neutral gauge bosons Z1 and Z2. Using

the gauge couplings given in Eq. (33), we can write the effective Hamiltonian for neutrino
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scattering at the quark level as:

Hν`q→ν`q =
√

2GF

(
mZcθZ
mZ2

)2 [
1 + ∆`(q2)

]
[ν̄`γ

µPLν`] [q̄γµ (cqV − c
q
Aγ5) q] , (35)

∆`(q2) = sign(θZ)
m2
Z1

c2
θZ

(q2 +m2
Z1

)

m2
Z2

m2
Zt

2
β

(
1 + δ`µ

1 + t2β
2

)
,

' sign(θZ)
m2
Z1

q2 +m2
Z1

(
1

t2β
+
δ`µ
2

)
, (36)

where the Kronecker delta δ`µ indicates that only the muon-neutrino or anti-muon-neutrino

contributes. The second line in Eq. (36) results from the limits of cθZ ' 1, mZ2 ' mZ

and large tβ. We will demonstrate that due to the h → HH and h → Z1Z1 constraints,

a large tβ is required for the model. As a result, the electron-neutrino scattering becomes

insignificant and negligible. Since the structure of the four-fermion interaction in Eq. (35) is

the same as that in the SM, the new physics contribution can be obtained simply by replacing

CSM with CSM

[
1 + ∆`(q2)

]
. In contrast to the effects induced by the kinetic mixing in the

conventional U(1)µ−τ model, the gZ′ dependence has been absorbed into mZ1 . Thus, the

new physics effect depends only on mZ1 in the large-tβ scheme. Because the LQ mass is of

O(1) TeV, its contribution is negligible. As such, we skip the discussion related to the LQ

effects.

The cross section for the elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering can be written as [13]:

dσ

dEr
=
G2
FmA

π

(
1− mAEr

2E2
ν

− Er
Eν

) ∣∣Q`
w(q2)

∣∣2 , (37)

Q`
w(q2) = Zg`pFp(q

2) +Ng`nFn(q2) , (38)

where mA is the nucleus mass, Z(N) is the proton (neutron) number of the target nucleus,

Eν is the incident neutrino energy, Er is the nuclear recoil energy, and q2 ' 2mAEr. The

couplings to the proton gp and to the neutron gn are given by:

g`p = (2cuV + cdV )
[
1 + ∆`(q2)

]
,

g`n = (cuV + 2cdV )
[
1 + ∆`(q2)

]
. (39)

Since the contribution from the weak axial-vector currents is much smaller than that from

the vector currents, we have ignored their effects in Eq. (37). To include the nuclear effects,

we adopt the Klein-Nystrand approach [36] for Fp/n(q2), expressed as [13]

FKN(q2) =
3j1(qRA)

qRA

1

1 + qaK
, (40)
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where RA = 1.2A1/3 with A being the mass number, j1 is the spherical Bessel function of

order one, and aK denotes the range of a short-range Yukawa potential. For a numerical

estimate, we take aK = 0.7 fm. In the study, we assume that the shapes of neutrino fluxes

are the same as their energy spectra, expressed as [37, 38]:

dφµ(Eν)

dEν
= N δ

(
Eν −

m2
π −m2

µ

2mπ

)
,

dφµ̄(Eν)

dEν
= N 64

mµ

E2
ν

m2
µ

(
3

4
− Eν
mµ

)
,

dφe(Eν)

dEν
= N 192

mµ

E2
ν

m2
µ

(
1

2
− Eν
mµ

)
, (41)

with N being a normalization factor. Hence, the total cross section averaged over the

neutrino fluxes can be obtained as:

〈σ〉φ =
∑

`=e,µ,µ̄

∫ Emax
ν

Emin
ν

dE ′ν

∫ Emax
r

Emin
r

dEr
dσ(ν`A→ ν`A)

dEr

dφ`(E
′
ν)

dE ′ν
, (42)

where E
max,νµ
r = 2E2

νµ/(mA + 2Eνµ), Eνµ = (m2
π −m2

µ)/2mπ, E
max,νe,µ̄
r = 2E ′2ν /(mA + 2E ′ν),

Emax
ν = mµ/2.

B. R(D) and R(D∗)

The model has two different mechanisms contributing to the b→ c`ν process: one involves

the charged Higgs boson, and the other is from the LQ. However, the effects of the charged

Higgs are not significant as its couplings to quarks and leptons are suppressed by mb,c,`/(vtβ).

We thus focus exclusively on the LQ contributions. Based on the Yukawa couplings of LQ

in Eq. (32), the effective Hamiltonian for b→ c`ν mediated by the W gauge boson and S1/3

can be obtained as [47]:

Hb→c`ν =
4GFVcb√

2

[
(δ`
′

` + C`
V δ

`′

τ )c̄γµPLb ¯̀γµPLν`′ + C`
S c̄PLb

¯̀PLντ + C`
T c̄σµνPLb

¯̀σµνPLντ

]
,

(43)

where the effective Wilson coefficients at the mS scale are given as:

C`
V =

√
2

4GFVcb

yqL3y
q
L2V

`
L`τ

2m2
S

,

C`
S = −

√
2

4GFVcb

yqL3y
u
R2V

`
L`τ

2m2
S

,

C`
T =

√
2

4GFVcb

yqL3y
u
R2V

`
L`τ

8m2
S

. (44)
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We note that since the electron does not mix with the µ and τ leptons, the b→ ceν process

only arises from the SM contribution. In addition, because the LQ contribution to b→ c`ν

only involves the tau-neutrino, the induced b → cµντ decay does not interfere with the

SM contribution. The effective couplings C`
S and C`

T at the mb scale can be obtained from

the LQ mass scale via the renormalization group (RG) equations. Following the results in

Ref. [82], we obtain C`
S(mb) ≈ 1.57C`

S(mS) and C`
T (mb) = 0.86C`

T (mS).

To calculate the BRs for the B̄ → (D,D∗)`ν decays, one requires the hadronic effects for

the B → D(∗) transitions. The parametrization of form factors for different weak currents

can be found in Appendix A 1. By utilizing these form factors, the differential decay rate

for the B̄ → D`ν̄ process as a function of the invariant mass q2 of `ν can be expressed as:

dΓ`D
dq2

=
G2
F |Vcb|2

√
λD

256π3m3
B

(
1− m2

`

q2

)2 [
2

3

(
2 +

m2
`

q2

)(
δ`µ|Xe

+|2 + |X`
+|2
)

+
2m2

`

q2

δ`µ |Xe
0 |

2 +

∣∣∣∣∣X`
0 +

√
q2

m`

X`
S

∣∣∣∣∣
2


+16

(
2

3

(
1 +

2m2
`

q2

)
|X`

T |2 −
m`√
q2
X`
TX

`
0

)]
, (45)

where X`
+,0,S,T and λM are defined as:

Xe,µ,τ
+ =

√
λDF+ (1, Cµ

V , 1 + Cτ
V ) ,

Xe,µ,τ
0 = (m2

B −m2
D)F0 (1, Cµ

V , 1 + Cτ
V ) ,

X`
S = (mB +mD)C`

S

√
q2FS ,

X`
T = −

√
q2λD

mB +mD

C`
TFT

λM = m4
B +m4

M + q4 − 2(m2
Bm

2
M +m2

Mq
2 + q2m2

B) . (46)

The q2 dependence of the form factors has been suppressed.

The B̄ → D∗`ν̄` decay involves D∗ polarizations, and the transition form factors are

more complicated. Using the parametrization in Eq. (A2), the differential decay rate after

summing all D∗ helicities is given by:

dΓ`D∗

dq2
=

∑
h=L,+,−

dΓ`hD∗

dq2
=
G2
F |Vcb|2

√
λD∗

256π3m3
B

(
1− m2

`

q2

)2 ∑
h=L,+,−

V `h
D∗(q

2) , (47)

16



where λD∗ can be found in Eq. (46) and

V `L
D∗(q

2) =
2

3

(
2 +

m2
`

q2

)(
δ`µ|he0|2 + |h`0|2

)
+

2

3

(
1 + 2

m2
`

q2

)
|h0`
T |2

+
2m2

`

q2
λD∗

(
δ`µ |Xe

VA0|2 +

∣∣∣∣X`
VA0 +

C`
S q

2 FP
m`(mB +mD∗)

∣∣∣∣2
)
− 16m`√

q
h`0h

0`
T ,

V `±
D∗ (q2) =

2q2

3

(
2 +

m2
`

q2

)(
δ`µ|he±|2 + |h`±|2

)
+

32q2

3

(
1 +

2m2
`

q2

)
|h±`T |

2 − 16m`

√
q2h`±h

±`
T . (48)

The quantities h`0, h0`
T , h`±, and h±`T are defined by:

he,µ,τ0 =
Xe,µ,τ
V

2mD∗

(
(m2

B −m2
D∗ − q2)(mB +mD∗)A1 −

λD∗

mB +mD∗
A2

)
,

h0`
T =

C`
T

√
q2

2mD∗

(
(m2

B + 3m2
D∗ − q2)T2 −

λD∗

m2
B −m2

D∗
T3

)
,

he,µ,τ± = Xe,µ,τ
V

[
(mB +mD∗)A1 ∓

√
λD∗

mB +mD∗
V

]
,

h±`T =
C`
T√
q2

[(
m2
B −m2

D∗

)
T2 ±

√
λD∗T1

]
, (49)

with Xe,µ,τ
V = (1, Cµ

V , 1+Cτ
V ), respectively. Based on Eqs. (45) and (47), R(M) (M = D,D∗)

can be calculated by:

RM =

∫ q2
max

m2
τ

dq2 dΓτM
dq2∫ q2

max

m2
`

dq2 dΓ`
′
M

dq2

, (50)

with q2
max = (mB −mM)2 and Γ`

′
M = (ΓeM + ΓµM)/2.

C. New Higgs decays

Eq. (21) shows that utilizing an additional Higgs doublet to spontaneously break the

U(1)µ−τ gauge symmetry leads to a strong correlation among mZ1 , gZ′ , and tβ. As a result,

several processes involving the same set of parameters exhibit distinct behaviors. In the

following, we discuss these interesting processes.

With focus on the scenario with mH < mh/2 and mZ1 < 200 MeV, the new Higgs decay

channels h→ HH and h→ (Z1Z1, Z1Z2) become kinematically accessible. Using the Higgs
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trilinear and gauge couplings given in Eqs. (16) and (22), the partial decay rates for these

channels are obtained as:

Γ(h→ HH) =
mh

32π

(
ξm2

h

v2

)(
1 +

2m2
H

m2
h

)2
√

1− 4m2
H

m2
h

,

with ξ = s2
β−α (cβ−α + tβsβ−α)2 (cβ−α − t−1

β sβ−α
)2
, (51)

Γ(h→ Z1Z1) ' mh

32π

m2
h

v2

(
sβ−α −

t2β − 1

tβ
cβ−α

)2

,

Γ(h→ Z1Z2) ' mh

16π

(
gmh

2cWmZ2

cβ−α

)2(
1−

m2
Z2

m2
h

)3

. (52)

In the decoupling limit when sβ−α → 1, as required by the current Higgs signal strength

measurements, the processes h→ (HH,Z1Z1) can in principle have large decay rates. Hence,

the observed Higgs width Γh strongly constrains the values of tβ and cβ−α. Therefore, from

Eq. (51), the condition of cβ−α ∼ sβ−α/tβ � 1 has to be satisfied, i.e., a large tβ scheme

is demanded by data in the model. Interestingly, when we use a large tβ value, the same

condition can be used to suppress the partial decay width of h → Z1Z1. Moreover, since

h → Z1Z2 does not depend on the tβ parameter, we can use the limit of Γ(h → Z1Z2)

as an independent constraint on cβ−α. Although our analysis does not focus on the search

for collider signals, the percent-level BR for h → Z1Z2 with invisible Z1 decay could be an

interesting channel for detecting new physics. We note that cβ−α ∼ 0.1 is still permissible

when considering the constraints from the current measurements of Higgs decays. We will see

later that the BRs of new Higgs decay modes can reach the percent level with cβ−α ∼ 0.05.

In addition to the flavor-conserving Higgs Yukawa couplings, which are suppressed by

m`/v according to Eq. (25), there is a tree-level LFV Higgs coupling, i.e., hµ̄LτR, where

the strength of this LFV coupling is primarily determined by χµτcβ−α
√
mµmτ/(s2βv). The

partial decay rate for h→ µτ can thus be written as:

Γ(h→ µτ) =
mh

16π
|cβ−αζµτ |2 , with ζµτ =

√
mµmτ

v
χµτ

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β . (53)

When cβ−α and tβ are determined from the processes h → HH/Z1Z2, the h → µτ decay

rate then depends only on χµτ .

From Eq. (33), it can be seen that the tree-level lepton FCNC arises not only from the

Higgs couplings but also from the Zi couplings. For a light Z1 gauge boson, the τ → µZ1
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decay can be induced at the tree level and the BR can be obtained as:

BR(τ → µZ1) ' mτ (gZ′qXs2θLcθZ )2

32πΓτ

(
1 +

m2
τ

m2
Z1

)
, (54)

where we have dropped the mµ,Z1/mτ factors because mµ,Z1 � mτ . The 1/m2
Z1

factor

in the parentheses from the contribution of the longitudinal component of Z1 will largely

enhance the BR as mZ1 is taken at the sub-GeV level. Since the BR of this decay is mainly

determined by gZ′ , mZ1 , and sθL , we can use τ → µZ1 to constrain the θL parameter when

gZ′ and mZ1 are fixed by other processes.

D. Lepton (g − 2)’s

Our model makes additional contributions to the lepton g − 2 through the mediations

of Z1, H, and LQ at the one-loop level. One can neglect the contribution from LQ as it is

suppressed by m2
µ/m

2
S. Based on the gauge couplings given in Eq. (33), although the LFV

coupling µτZ1 can contribute to the muon and tau (g − 2)’s, its effect is negligible as the

coupling is proportional to gZ′sθL , where gZ′ is of O(10−4) and sθL is highly constrained by

the τ → µZ1 decay, as argued at the end of last subsection. On the contrary, the contribution

from the light H is through the LFV coupling µτH. From Eq. (25), it can be seen that

although this coupling is suppressed by a factor of m`/v, the factor 1/cβ can enhance the

lepton g − 2 in the regime of large tβ and small mH .

The explicit expression of the Z1 and H contributions to the lepton g−2 are respectively

given by:

∆aZ1
` =

g2

32π2c2
W

(
C`2

1V + C`2

1A

)∫ 1

0

dx
2m2

`x
2(1− x)

m2
Z1

(1− x) +m2
`x

2
,

− g2

32π2c2
W

C`2

1A

∫ 1

0

dx
8m2

`x(1− x)

m2
Z1

(1− x) +m2
`x

2
, (55)

∆aH`′ =
m2
`′

8π2m2
H

|sβ−αζµτ |2 , (56)

with ` = (e, µ, τ) and `′ = (µ, τ). Although the couplings of Z2, excluding the SM part, can

contribute to the lepton g − 2, the suppression factors of (sθZ , gZ′)m
2
`/m

2
Z2

make the effects

negligible. We therefore disregard the new physics contribution from Z2.
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E. Oblique parameters and the W mass

An important set of precision measurements for constraining new physics comprises the

oblique parameters denoted by S, T , and U . These quantities are related to the loop-

induced vacuum polarizations of vector gauge bosons, and their detailed definitions can be

found in Refs. [83, 84]. In our model, in addition to the SM-like Higgs doublet H2, the

oblique parameters receive effects from the extra SU(2) Higgs doublet H1 and the new

gauge coupling to Z ′. Since we will focus on gZ′ ∼ O(10−4), we ignore the Z ′ contribution

and take mZ2 ' mZ in the analysis. Therefore, the situation is somewhat analogous to

that of the conventional 2HDM. However, a distinctive difference is that the pseudoscalar

in the conventional 2HDM becomes the longitudinal component of Z ′. Thus, the main

contributions running in the loops to the oblique parameters are from H±, h, and H.

To calculate the S, T , and U parameters in the model, we apply the results obtained in

Ref. [85], where the resulting oblique parameters are suitable for the multi-Higgs-doublet

models, and even for the models with new singlet charged scalars. Using the mixing matrices

of Goldstone and scalar bosons shown in Eqs. (9) and (13), the resulting T parameter

subtracting the SM result is expressed as:

αemT =
1

16π2v2

[
c2
β−αF (m2

H+ ,mh) + s2
β−αF (m2

H+ ,mH)

+3c2
β−α

(
F (m2

Z ,m
2
H)− F (m2

W ,m
2
H)− F (m2

Z ,m
2
h) + F (m2

W ,m
2
h)
)]
, (57)

where αem = e2/4π is the fine structure constant of QED, and the function F is defined as:

F (m2
a,m

2
b) =

m2
a +m2

b

2
− m2

am
2
b

m2
a −m2

b

ln
m2
a

m2
b

. (58)

In the limit of sβ−α → 1, the H±- and H-mediated loop effects are the most dominant.

The S and U parameters are respectively given by:

S =
1

24π

[
(c2
W − s2

W )2G(m2
H+ ,m2

H+ ,m2
Z) + ln

m2
H+

m2
H

+c2
β−α

(
Ĝ(m2

H ,m
2
Z)− Ĝ(m2

h,m
2
Z)
)]

, (59)

and

U =
1

24π

[
c2
β−αG(m2

H+ ,m2
h,m

2
W ) + s2

β−αG(m2
H+ ,m2

H ,m
2
W )− (2s2

W − 1)2G(m2
H+ ,m2

H+ ,m2
Z)

+c2
β−α

(
Ĝ(m2

H ,m
2
W )− Ĝ(m2

H ,m
2
Z)− Ĝ(m2

h,m
2
W ) + Ĝ(m2

h,m
2
Z)
)]

, (60)
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where the functions of G and G̃ are given by:

G(m2
a,m

2
b ,m

2
c) =− 16

3
+

5(m2
a +m2

b)

m2
c

− 2(m2
a −m2

b)
2

m4
c

+
r

m6
c

f(t, r)

+
3

m2
c

(
m4
a +m4

b

m2
a −m2

b

− m4
a −m4

b

m2
c

+
(m2

a −m2
b)

3

3m4
c

)
ln
m2
a

m2
b

, (61)

G̃(m2
a,m

2
b ,m

2
c) =− 2 +

(
m2
a −m2

b

m2
c

− m2
a +m2

b

m2
a −m2

b

)
ln
m2
a

m2
b

+
f(t, r)

m2
c

. (62)

and Ĝ, t, r, and f(t, r) are defined as:

Ĝ(m2
a,m

2
b) = G(m2

a,m
2
b ,m

2
b) + 12G̃(m2

a,m
2
b ,m

2
b) ,

t = m2
a +m2

b −m2
c ,

r = m4
c − 2m2

c(m
2
a +m2

b) + (m2
a −m2

b)
2 ,

f(t, r) =


√
r ln

∣∣∣ t−√rt+
√
r

∣∣∣ for r > 0 ,

0 for r = 0 ,

2
√
−r arctan

√
−r
t

for r < 0 .

(63)

Using the obtained oblique parameters, the W mass under the influence of new radiative

corrections can be expressed as [84, 86, 87]:

mW ≡ mSM
W δO = mSM

W

[
1 +

αem

c2
W − s2

W

(
c2
WT −

S

2
+
c2
W − s2

W

4s2
W

U

)]1/2

, (64)

where mSM
W denotes the W mass in the SM, and its relationship with mZ is defined to be

the same as that in the SM, i.e., mSM
W = mZcW . It is worth mentioning that the tree-level

Z ′ −Z mixing can affect the oblique parameters and modify the relation between mSM
W and

mZ [87]. However, since the mixing angle θZ in the model is of O(10−5) in our study, the

effects can be safely ignored.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

Before conducting a numerical analysis of the physical processes studied in this work, we

should first find the viable ranges of new physics parameters in the U(1)µ−τ -extended model.

For example, as alluded to before, the most influential parameter for the CEνNS is mZ1 and

its cross section can be potentially enhanced by a larger value of mZ1 . The magnitude of

mZ1 , on the other hand, is proportional to gZ′ whose value can be constrained by, e.g., the
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observed muon g − 2. In the following, we start by setting bounds on the parameter space,

and then make predictions for the CEνNS cross section, R(D(∗)), and the oblique parameters

and W boson mass. We will also study the decays of the Z1 and H bosons in the model.

A. Constraints of parameters

The free parameters considered in this study are mH , mZ1 , mS, gZ′ , χµτ , cβ−α, and tβ,

where χµτ parametrizes the µ− τ mixing effect through sθL ' χµτ
√
mµ/mτ and the Z ′−Z

mixing is determined by mZ1 and tβ. Based on the constraints from the neutrino trident

process [88], measured by CCFR [89], and the 4µ final states in the BaBar experiment [90],

we can conservatively take the bounds of gZ′qX . 1.3×10−3 and mZ1 < 200 MeV. According

to Eq. (55), the Z1 boson makes an important contribution to the muon g−2. Therefore, we

show in Fig. 1 the CCFR bound [88] and the ±3σ contours (blue dot-dashed curves) of the

measured muon g−2 in the mZ1-gZ′qX plane, where the shaded region above the red dashed

curve is ruled out by the CCFR experiment. Although ∆aZ1
µ depends on tβ via the Z ′ − Z

mixing, its effect is negligibly small because sθ ∼ O(10−5) in the considered range of mZ1 . As

a result, the electron g− 2 mediated by Z1 and induced through Z ′−Z mixing is estimated

to be ∆aZ1
e ≈ −1.4× 10−16, completely negligible. We will show later that due to the small

lepton-flavor mixing, as constrained by other processes, the effect mediated by H for the

lepton g − 2 is also highly suppressed. In the model, mZ1 and gZ′qX are not independent

parameters and are related by mZ1 = 2vtβgZ′qX/(1+ t2β). In Fig. 1, we also show contours of

tβ using solid lines. The large tβ scheme as required to restrict the h→ HH and h→ Z1Z1

rates, to be discussed in more detail below, further narrows down the preferred mZ1 range.

The SM prediction for the Higgs boson width is ΓSM
h ≈ 4.1 MeV [91], while the current

measurement gives Γexp
h = 3.2+2.8

−2.2 MeV [92]. As an illustrated example, we assume that each

new Higgs decay channel in the model contributes less than 5% of ΓSM
h , i.e., ΓNP

h ≤ 0.20 MeV.

This assumption is consistent with the current upper limit on the Higgs invisible decays,

BR(h → invisible) < 0.19 [92]. To fit the observed Higgs signal strengths, the Higgs

couplings to the fermions and the W± and Z gauge bosons should have sβ−α ≈ 1.

We now use Γ(h→ HH) to bound cβ−α and tβ. Since the h→ HH process depends on
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FIG. 1: Parameter space preferred by the muon g− 2 (shaded region bounded by blue dot-dashed

curves) and ruled out by the CCFR experiment (shaded region above the red dashed curve). The

solid lines represent the contours for tβ.

mH , we show the upper bound on ξ, defined in Eq. (51), for some benchmarks of mH :

ξ .
10−3Γ(h→ HH)

0.20 MeV
×


0.59 mH = 30 GeV ,

0.61 mH = 50 GeV ,

1.07 mH = 60 GeV .

(65)

To illustrate the dependence of ξ on cβ−α and tβ, we show in Fig. 2 the contour plot of ξ in

the tβ-cβ−α plane, where we have fixed ξ = 0.61 × 10−3 and Γ(h → HH) = 0.20 MeV. It

is found that there are two slightly separated contours, which are insensitive to the chosen

value of ξ and indicate that cβ−α decreases as tβ increases. With the choice of tβ = 25,

mH = 50 GeV, and ξ = 0.61 × 10−3, we obtain cβ−α ≈ 4.095% and sβ−α ≈ 99.92%. The

values in turn determine that Γ(h→ Z1Z1) ≈ 0.17 MeV and Γ(h→ Z1Z2) ≈ 0.11 MeV.

In the large tβ scheme now, Γ(h → Z1Z2) only depends on cβ−α. With mh = 125 GeV

and mZ2 = 91.187 GeV, the limit of cβ−α can be determined as:

cβ−α . 0.0544

(
Γ(h→ Z1Z2)

0.20 MeV

)1/2

. (66)
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cβ-α ≲ 0.0544
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FIG. 2: Contours of ξ (blue solid curves) in the tβ-cβ−α plane, assuming ξ = 0.61 × 10−3 and

Γ(h→ HH) = 0.20 MeV. The dashed line denotes the upper bound on cβ−α from Γ(h→ Z1Z2) ≤

0.20 MeV.

The assumption of Γ(h→ Z1Z2) ≤ 0.20 MeV then translates into the dashed line in Fig. 2.

According to the result in Eq. (21), we can estimate the Z ′ − Z mixing angle to have:

|sθZ | ≈ 1.08× 10−5

(
20

tβ

)( mZ1

20 MeV

)
. (67)

Clearly, sθZ can be larger than the loop-induced kinetic mixing between Z ′ and γ, charac-

terized by the mixing parameter [26, 93]:

ε =
gZ′e

6π2
ln
mτ

mµ

≈ 8.68× 10−6

(
gZ′

6× 10−4

)
. (68)

Consequently, we concentrate on the contributions from the Z ′ − Z mixing in this study.

The χµτ parameter is related to the h → µτ and τ → µZ1 decays and ∆aH` . Since

the τ → µZ1 process is strongly enhanced by m2
τ/m

2
Z1

, its measurement will put a strict

constraint on χµτ . Although currently there is no experimental search of τ → µZ1, we can

use the upper limit of the process τ → µ + light boson as an estimate, where the current

data give BR(τ → µ + light boson) < 5 × 10−3 [92]. With cθL ≈ cθZ ≈ 1 and the result in

Eq. (54), we obtain an upper bound on χµτ as:

χµτ < 1.82× 10−5

(
25

tβ

)
. (69)
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The resulting BR(h→ µτ) and ∆aHµ are then less than O(10−11) and O(10−16), respectively.

The primary purpose of introducing the LQ, S1/3, in the model is to address the R(D(∗))

anomalies. Along with the mass of LQ, the related parameters are yqL3,L2, yuR2, and V `
L`τ .

Due to the τ → µZ1 constraint, the lepton-flavor mixing matrix can be approximated as

V `
L ≈ 1, allowing us to ignore its contribution to the muon mode. Consequently, the LQ

only couples to the third-generation leptons. According to Eq. (32), unlike the independent

couplings to the different up-type quarks, the LQ couplings to the different flavor down-type

quarks are related by the CKM matrix and can be written as:

(V T
CKMyqL)d ≈

10

3
λ4yqL3 − λy

q
L2 + yqL1 ,

(V T
CKMyqL)s ≈ −

4

5
λ2yqL3 + yqL2 + λyqL1 ,

(V T
CKMyqL)b ≈ yqL3 , (70)

where λ ≈ 0.2257 is a Wolfenstein parameter and Vub � Vcb � Vtb ≈ Vcs ≈ Vud ≈ 1 has

been applied. To suppress the LQ couplings to the first- and second-generation quarks so

as to satisfy constraints from low-energy physics, such as P − P̄ mixing and qi → qj f̄
′f ′,

where P and f ′ are respectively possible neutral mesons and leptons, we require the Yukawa

couplings to have the hierarchy:

yqL3 ∼ O(1) , yqL2 ∼ O(λ2) , yqL1 ∼ O(λ3) . (71)

If cancellations are allowed in the terms of (V T
CKMyqL)d,s, small LQ couplings to the first two

generations of down-type quarks can be easily achieved in the model. Although D − D̄

mixing can constrain yuR2y
u
R1, we can take a small yuR1 to avoid this constraint on |yuR2|, for

which we need yuR2 ∼ O(0.5) to enhance R(D(∗)).

In this model, the LQ couplings to the third-generation quarks are dominant. Both

CMS [94] and ATLAS [95] have searched for the scalar LQ with a charge of e/3 using the

tτ and bν production channels. ATLAS has placed a stronger upper bound on the LQ mass

when BR(S−1/3 → tτ) = 1/2, obtaining mS ≥ 1.22 TeV. If we set yuR3 = 0, then the ATLAS

measurement can be directly applied to our model and we thus assume that tτ and bντ are

the dominant decays of the LQ. To be more conservative, we use mS = 1.5 TeV in our

numerical calculations.

25



B. Phenomenological Analysis

Here we present the numerical results of the observables discussed in Sec. III and high-

light their features, while taking into account the constrained parameter space obtained in

Sec. IV A.

1. Cross sections of CEνNS on Ar and CsI targets

Since the targets of the measured coherent elastic neutrino scattering in the COHERENT

experiment are Ar and CsI, we focus on both targets in the following numerical analysis.

Because CsI is a compound of cesium and iodide, the fraction of each nucleus contributing

to the cross section is defined by fi = Ai/(ACs +AAr) [39]. Based on COHERENT’s best-fit

results for 〈σ〉e and 〈σ〉µ+µ̄ [3], where the resulting 〈σ〉µ+µ̄ is noticeably smaller than the SM

prediction, we choose to present the numerical results with sign(θZ) = −1.

Using Eq. (42), we show the total cross section of CEνNS for Ar (solid) and CsI (dashed)

as a function of mZ1 in Fig. 3(a). We estimate the SM results for Ar and CsI to be 18.2×10−40

cm2 and 183.12×10−40 cm2, respectively. Since the cross section is plotted in the logarithmic

scale, the sensitivity in mZ1 is not obvious. To illustrate the new physics effects, we show

the deviation from the SM result, defined by (〈σNP+SM〉φ − 〈σSM〉φ)/〈σSM〉φ, in Fig. 3(b). It

can be seen that the influence of new physics can exceed 10% when mZ1 & 12 MeV, with a

slightly larger influence on CsI than on Ar.

In addition to the total cross section of CEνNS, the cross section at specific incident

neutrino energy Eν serves as another useful physical observable for probing the new physics

effects. For clarity, we define the averaged total cross section as a function of Eν as follows:

〈Σ〉 =
1

Φ(Eν)

∑
`=e,µ,µ̄

∫ Emax
r

Emin
r

dEr
dσ(ν`A→ ν`A)

dEr

dφ`(Eν)

dEν
,

Φ(Eν) =
∑

`=e,µ,µ̄

dφ`(Eν)

dEν
. (72)

In Fig. 4(a), we show 〈Σ〉 as a function of Eν in the SM for the targets of Ar, I, and Cs

by the solid, dot-dashed, and dashed curves, respectively. To demonstrate the sensitivity

of 〈Σ〉 to the new physics effects, we present the results for Ar and CsI in Figs. 4(b) and

(c), respectively, where the solid, dot-dashed, and dashed curves denote cases with mZ1 =
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FIG. 3: (a) Cross section averaged by neutrino fluxes for Ar and CsI targets as a function of mZ1 ,

where the points for mZ1 = 0 correspond to the SM results. (b) Fractional deviation on the total

cross section 〈σ〉φ from its SM value as a function of mZ1 . In both plots, the solid and dashed

curves represent the results for Ar and CsI targets, respectively.

(0, 10, 30) MeV. It can be seen that the deviation from the SM increases with mZ1 . To

illustrate the sensitivity of 〈Σ〉 on the Z ′ mass, we exhibit δ〈Σ〉 = (〈ΣNP+SM〉−〈ΣSM〉)/〈ΣSM〉

in Fig. 4(d) for Ar and CsI, where the dot-dashed and dashed curves are for mZ1 = 10 and

30 MeV. From the results, we find that the sensitivity level |δ〈Σ〉| first decreases with Eν

increases and then turn to increase with Eν at some higher Eν , e.g. at Eν ∼ (41, 36) MeV

for mZ1 = (10, 30) MeV. Hence, the deviation from the SM result can reach ∼ 11% (22%)

at Eν = 15 MeV and ∼ 7% (25%) at Eν = 50 MeV for mZ1 = 10 (30) MeV.

2. R(D) and D(D∗) mediated by LQ

The calculations of R(D) and R(D∗) depend on the form factors of the B → (D,D∗)

transitions. In the study, we use the form factors given in Ref. [31], obtained using the

heavy quark effective theory (HQET). With the input values of mB+ = 5.28 GeV, mD0 =

1.864 GeV, mD0∗ = 2.007 GeV, τB− = 2.450 × 1012 GeV−1, and Vub = 0.0395, the BRs for

B+ → (D0, D0∗)`ν are found to be consistent with current experimental data, as shown in

Table II. Using the formulas presented in Sec. III B, we obtain for the SM that:

RSM(D) ≈ 0.297 , RSM(D∗) ≈ 0.258 . (73)
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FIG. 4: (a) 〈Σ〉 as a function of Eν for Ar (solid), I (dot-dashed) , and Cs (dashed) in the SM. 〈Σ〉

for (b) Ar and (c) CsI with mZ1 = 0 MeV (solid), 10 MeV (dot-dashed), and 30 MeV (dashed). (d)

Sensitivity of 〈Σ〉 on the Z ′ boson for Ar and CsI with mZ1 = 10 MeV (dot-dashed) and 30 MeV

(dashed).

The values are within 1σ errors of those obtained in Ref. [31] and are consistent with the

results given in Refs. [28–35].

The parameters involved in the b → cτν transitions mediated by the LQ appear in

the combinations of yqL3y
q
L2/m

2
S and yqL3y

u
R2/m

2
S. For the numerical analysis, we fix mS =

1.5 TeV. From Eq. (70), we see that yqL2 ∼ O(λ2) � yqL3, indicating that the dominant

effect on R(D) and R(D∗) comes from the combination yqL3y
u
R2. To simplify the analysis,

we take the assumption that yqL2 = 0, in which case R(D(∗)) is found to deviate from that

with yqL2 = 0.04 by only ∼ 2%. We present the contours of R(D) and R(D∗) in the yqL3-yuR2

plane in the left plot of Fig. 5, with the shaded areas (light-green and grey, respectively)
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TABLE II: Branching ratios of the B− → D0(∗)`ν decays in the SM and their experimental mea-

surements.

Mode B− → D0`ν B− → Dτν B− → D0∗`ν B− → D0∗τν

SM 2.32% 6.89× 10−3 5.84% 1.50%

Exp [92] (2.30± 0.09)% (7.7± 2.5)× 10−3 (5.58± 0.22)% (1.88± 0.20)%

covering the 2σ ranges of their world averages. It is seen that the low boundaries of R(D)

and R(D∗) match exactly, while the upper boundary for R(D) = 0.414 is close to the contour

of R(D∗) = 0.297. This illustrates that an accurate measurement of R(D) can indirectly

constrain the value of R(D∗), and vice versa. The right plot of Fig. 5 shows the dependence

of R(D(∗)) on the product yqL3y
u
R2. To explain the R(D) and R(D∗) anomalies, we need

−1 < yqL3y
u
R2 < 0 for mLQ = 1.5 TeV. It is observed that R(D) is more sensitive to the S1/3

contribution.
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FIG. 5: Left: Contours of R(D) and R(D∗) in the yqL3-yuR2 plane. The solid (darker-green) and

dashed (red) lines cover the 2σ range of the world-averaged R(D) and R(D∗), respectively. Right:

Dependence of R(D(∗)) on yqL3y
u
R2. The light-green [pink] shaded region represents the 2σ range of

the world-averaged R(D) [R(D∗)].

In addition to the ratio of the BR for τν to that for `ν, there are other physical observables

that may be sensitive to new physics, such as forward-backward asymmetry of the charged
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lepton, τ -polarization [75, 77], and q2-dependent differential decay rates. The BR is sensitive

to the CKM matrix elements and the form factors of the B → (D,D∗) transitions. To

eliminate these factors, we propose the ratio of the q2-dependent differential decay rates,

defined to be:

RM(q2) =
dΓτM/dq

2

dΓ`
′
M/dq

2
H(q2 −m2

τ ) , (74)

where H(x) is the Heaviside step function, and dΓ`
′
M/dq

2 is the average of the electron and

muon modes. Because the threshold invariant mass-squared of τν in the B →Mτν decay is

q2 = m2
τ , we thus require that the denominator dΓ`

′
M/dq

2 also starts from the same invariant

mass-squared. To appreciate the benefit of considering the observable defined in Eq. (74),

we first show the q2-dependent BRs for B− → (D0, D0∗)`ν in the SM in Figs. 6(a) and (b).

Plot (a) shows that when q2 & 8 GeV2, the decay B− → D0τν becomes larger than the

light lepton mode, and it is expected that RD(q2) > 1 in this region. D∗ is a vector meson

and has longitudinal (PL) and transverse (PT ) components. To exhibit their contributions,

we separately show PL and PT in Fig. 6 (b). The results indicate that PT becomes larger

than PL at somewhat large q2 regions in both light lepton and τ modes. In contrast to

the B− → D0`ν decay, dΓ`
′
D∗/dq

2 is always larger than dΓτD∗/dq
2 in the allowed kinematic

region, thus, it is expected that RD∗(q
2) < 1.

The q2-dependence of RD(q2) and RD∗(q
2) in the SM is shown in Figs. 6(c) and (d),

respectively, using the solid curves. It is confirmed that RD(q2) & 1 at q2 & 8 GeV,

while RD∗(q
2) < 1 in the physical kinematic region. Additionally, we find that RM(q2)

increases monotonically with q2. This means that the decreasing rate of dΓ`
′
M/dq

2 in q2

is faster than that of dΓτM/dq
2. To see how sensitive RM(q2) is to new physics effects,

we show the results using benchmarks of yqL3y
u
R2 = −0.5 (dashed) and yqL3y

u
R2 = −1 (dot-

dashed) for RD(q2) and RD∗(q
2) in the corresponding plots. We also consider the quantity

(RNP
M (q2) − RSM(q2))/RSM

M (q2) to show the deviation caused by the new physics effects in

RM(q2) from the SM result, and show the results in Fig. 7. The variations of these curves

show that RD(q2) is more sensitive to new physics than RD∗(q
2) in the model.
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FIG. 6: Differential BR as a function of q2 in the SM for (a) B− → D0`′ν and (b) B− → D∗τν.

The ratios RD(q2) (c) and RD∗(q
2) (d) as functions of q2, where the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed

curves are for yqL3y
u
R2 = 0, −0.5, and −1, respectively.

3. The oblique parameters and W -mass

By combining the CDF II measurement of mW with others, the oblique parameters are

determined to be [96]:

U ≡ 0 , S = 0.10± 0.073 , T = 0.202± 0.056 ,

U = 0.134± 0.087 , S = 0.05± 0.096 , T = 0.040± 0.120 . (75)
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FIG. 7: Deviation of RM (q2) from the SM result for B− → D0`ν (left) and B−D0∗`ν (right).

We can use these results to constrain the free parameters in the model. Based on Eqs. (57),

(59), and (60), the oblique parameters have a quadratic dependence on cβ−α. However,

cβ−α . O(0.04) as previously discussed, meaning that its effects on the S, T , and U pa-

rameters are negligible. Therefore, these parameters can be approximated for the model as

follows:

T ' 1

16αemπ2v2
s2
β−αF (m2

H+ ,mH) ,

S ' 1

24π

[
(c2
W − s2

W )2G(m2
H+ ,m2

H+ ,m2
Z) + ln

m2
H+

m2
H

]
,

U ' 1

24π

[
s2
β−αG(m2

H+ ,m2
H ,m

2
W )− (2s2

W − 1)2G(m2
H+ ,m2

H+ ,m2
Z)
]
. (76)

In this simplified form, the oblique parameters depend only on the ratio mH+/mH . The

contours for S (solid), T (dashed), and U (dot-dashed) in the plane of mH+ and mH for

the model are drawn in Fig. 8(a), where sβ−α ≈ 1 is taken in the estimates. From the

results, the values of S and U in the model can only be up to the percent level and can

be neglected in the numerical estimates for futher phenomenological analysis. Thus, using

the obtained T parameter, the loop-corrected W mass in the model is shown in Fig. 8(b),

where the contours correspond to the central value, ±2σ and ±5σ of the world average of

mW = 80.4133±0.0080 [96]. We observe that mW increases with mH+ for a given mH , while

a lower mH is needed to increase mW when mH+ is fixed. For instance, mW ≈ 80.43 GeV

can be achieved as mH ≈ 50 GeV and mH+ ≈ 150 GeV.
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FIG. 8: (a) Contours of the oblique parameters, S, T , and U , in the mH -mH+ plane. (b) Contours

of mW in the mH -mH+ plane.

4. Z1 and H decays

Finally, let’s discuss possible decays of light Z1 and H. Because the mass of the light

gauge boson is limited in the region of mZ1 ∈ (10, 100) MeV, it can only decay dominantly

into on-shell light leptons through two-body decay. The Z1 partial decay rate for possible

final leptons is given by:

Γ(Z1 → ff̄) ' g2mZ1

96c2
W

(
|Cf

R|
2 + |Cf

L|
2
)
, (77)

where Cf
R(L) = Cf

1V ∓ Cf
1A, f denotes the possible light leptons (such as the three active

neutrinos and electron), and m2
f/m

2
Z1
≈ 0 is applied. The effective couplings of Cf

R,L for

each involved f are given as follows:

Cν`
R = 0 , Cνe

L = sθZ ,

C
νµ,τ
L = sθZ ±

cWmZ1cθZ
gv

√
2 + t2β + t−2

β , (78)

Ce
R = 2s2

W sθZ , C
e
L = (−1 + 2s2

W )sθZ .

Although Z ′ does not couple to the first-generation leptons, the physical Z1 can decay to

them via Z ′ − Z mixing.

If sθZ were not significantly smaller than gZ′ , the decay rates for Z1 → (ν̄eνe, e
−e+) could

be sizable compared to the Z1 → ν̄`′ν`′ decays. However, due to the large tβ enhancement
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in the Z1 gauge coupling to νµ,τ , the dominant decay channels are Z1 → νµν̄µ/ντ ν̄τ , with

estimated BRs of approximately 50.5% and 49.5%, respectively. The BRs for νeν̄e and

e−e+ as functions of tβ are presented in Fig. 9(a). It is found that the BRs are more

sensitive to tβ and less sensitive to mZ1 . Because Z1 can be produced in the τ → µZ1

decay, which depends on the lepton-flavor mixing θL, a significant BR(Z1 → e−e+) thus

implies a large BR for the LFV process τ → µZ1 → µe−e+, where the current upper limit is

BR(τ → µe−e+) < 1.8× 10−8 [92]. Our estimate of BR(τ → µe−e+) is shown in Fig. 9(b),

where χµτ = 10−5 is used. Since τ → µZ1 is also not sensitive to mZ1 , the dependence of mZ1

in BR(τ → µe−e+) is not manifest. Assuming the integrated luminosity of 50 ab−1, Belle II

will be capable of probing the LFV process BRs down to the level of 10−10− 10−9 [97]. The

BR of O(10−9) for τ → µe−e+ predicted in this model can thus be probed at Belle II.
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FIG. 9: BRs for (a) Z1 → (νeν̄e, eē) and (b) τ → µZ1 → µe−e+ as functions of tβ.

As discussed earlier, when mH < mh/2, H can be produced through the h → HH

decay. The partial decay width of this process can provide a strict limit on the tβ and cβ−α

parameters. In the following, we concentrate on this scenario, even though H generally can

be heavier.

For two-body decays, H should decay into a pair of fermions, as long as the phase space

permits. From Eq. (25), its Yukawa couplings to fermions are suppressed by mf/v and

(cβ−α− tβsβ−α), with no other factors that can enhance the partial decay width. As a result,

Γ(H → ff̄) is small and negligible. However, even though suppressed by m2
Z1
/v from the
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gauge coupling as shown in

LHZ1Z1 '
2(t2β − 1)

tβ

m2
Z1

v
sβ−α

HZ1µZ
µ
1

2
, (79)

the H → Z1Z1 decay rate can be enhanced by the longitudinal component, which is propor-

tional to 1/mZ1 . This leads to a partial decay width,

Γ(H → Z1Z1) ' mH

32π

m2
H

v2

∣∣∣∣t2β − 1

tβ
sβ−α

∣∣∣∣2 . (80)

The original suppression factor from the gauge coupling is seen to be canceled by the lon-

gitudinal effect of 1/m2
Z1

from each Z1 boson. With mH = 50 GeV and tβ = 20, we obtain

Γ(H → Z1Z1) ≈ 8.2 GeV. The other decay processes are subdominant. For example, the

H → Z1Z
∗
2 → Z1ff̄ decay has additional suppression factors due to the phase space and

1/m2
Z2

. An explicit estimate shows that the partial width for H → Z1Z
∗
2 is of O(10−5).

According to the earlier analysis, Z1 → νν̄ is the dominant decay channel. Consequently, H

predominantly decays into invisible neutrinos and becomes missing energy in the detector.

We now turn to the production of H at the LHC. First, H could also be singly produced

according to Eq. (22) via the vector boson fusion (VBF) processing. But the W−W+(ZZ)H

coupling is suppressed by cβ−α. Additionally, the Yukawa coupling for the bremsstrahlung

production of H with the top quark is determined by (mt/v)(cβ−α−sβ−α/tβ) and is also sup-

pressed. However, H can be pair-produced more copiously through the hHH and W−H+H

couplings. In the former case, the H pair is produced by the on-shell Higgs boson, i.e.,

pp → h → HH. From Eq. (51), although Γ(h → HH) is associated with the small factor

ξ, its BR can still be at the percent level. This amounts to the invisible decay of the Higgs

boson [98]. In the latter case, the W−H+H coupling, as given in Eq. (22), is determined

by the gauge coupling g with sβ−α ≈ 1. When H+ is taken as an intermediate state in the

t-channel scattering, H pair production occurs via the VBF channel, i.e., pp→ HH + jets.

We may probe such an effect by the search for invisible decays of the new scalar H [98].

V. SUMMARY

Motivated by the observation of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS)

measured by the COHERENT experiment, we have studied in this work an extension of the

SM with a gauged U(1)µ−τ symmetry. To dynamically break the new U(1) gauge symmetry
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and to accommodate several other observed anomalies, such as the muon g − 2, R(D) and

R(D∗), and the W mass deviation, we introduce a new Higgs doublet and a scalar singlet

leptoquark S1/3.

In such a two-Higgs-doublet model, two Goldstone bosons serve as the longitudinal com-

ponents of the Z and Z ′ bosons. As a result, the physical scalar states include two CP-even

Higgs and one charged Higgs boson. With the new Higgs doublet carrying also the U(1)µ−τ

charge, the mixing between the new scalar boson and the SM-like Higgs leads to new de-

cay channels for the Higgs boson, including h → µτ/Z1Z1/Z1Z2 (and h → HH when

mH < mh/2). It was found that the τ → µZ1 decay strictly constrains the µ − τ flavor

mixing, resulting in a highly suppressed h→ µτ decay. By assuming proper partial widths

to the new Higgs decay channels, the tan β and cos(β − α) parameters are limited, and the

large tan β scheme is favored. Although the µ − τ flavor-changing coupling is restricted to

be small, the τ → µZ1 → µe−e+ decay can still reach the sensitivity of O(10−9) at Belle II.

Taking into account all potential constraints, we have found that the cross section of

CEνNS induced by the Z ′−Z mixing depends solely on the light gauge boson mass, mZ1 . The

mass region of mZ1 that is used to fit the CEνNS cross section, measured by COHERENT

using the CsI target [3], can also explain the muon g−2 anomaly within 3σ. To demonstrate

the sensitivity of new physics to CEνNS in the model, we propose to study the cross section

as a function of the incident neutrino energy. Our results show that in the low energy region,

such as Eν ∼ 10 MeV, the deviation from the SM can exceed 15%, depending on the value

of mZ1 .

In addition to explaining the observed excesses in R(D) and R(D∗) using the introduced

leptoquark, we have proposed a q2-dependent ratio of dΓ/dq2(B → Mτν) to dΓ/dq2(B →

M`ν), denoted by RM(q2). Our results show that in the high q2 region, RD(q2) is more

sensitive to the new physics effects and exhibits a significant deviation from the SM.

We have also studied the impact of the two-Higgs-doublet model on the oblique parame-

ters and their relations to the W boson mass. With the approximation that cos(β−α)� 1,

the parameters involved in the oblique parameters are mH and mH+ . We find that there

is a significant space in the mH-mH+ plane that allows an enhancement of mW up to the

value observed by CDF II. Finally, we have discussed the possible decay channels for Z1 and

H in the scenario where mZ1 ∈ (10, 100) MeV and mH < mh/2. The analysis shows that

Z1 → νµν̄µ/ντ ν̄τ and H → Z1Z2 are the dominant decay channels.
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Appendix A: B̄ → D(∗) transition form factors

1. Form factor parameterization

In this section, we define the B̄ → D(∗) transition form factors for the B̄ → D(∗)`ν decays.

First, the transition form factors associated with the various currents mediating the B̄ → D

transitions are parametrized as:

〈D(p2)|qb|B̄(p1)〉 = (mB +mD)FS(q2) ,

〈D(p2)|qγµb|B̄(p1)〉 = F+(q2)

(
(p1 + p2)µ − m2

B −m2
D

q2
qµ
)

+
m2
B −m2

D

q2
qµF0(q2) ,

〈D(p2)|qσµνb|B̄(p1)〉 = −i(p1µp2ν − p1νp2µ)
2FT (q2)

mB +mD

, (A1)

where the momentum transfer q = p1 − p2. For the B̄ → D∗ transitions, the form factors

are parametrized as:

〈D∗(p2, ε)|q̄γµb|B̄(p1)〉 =iεµνρσε
ν∗pρ1p

σ
2

2V (q2)

mB +mD∗
,

〈D∗(p2, ε)|q̄γ5b|B̄(p1)〉 =− 2mD∗

mB +mD∗
FP (q2)ε∗ · q ,

〈D∗(p2, ε)|q̄γµγ5b|B̄(p1)〉 =2mD∗A0(q2)
ε∗ · q
q2

qµ + (mB +mD∗)A1(q2)

(
ε∗µ −

ε∗ · q
q2

qµ

)
− A2(q2)

ε∗ · q
mB +mD∗

(
(p1 + p2)µ −

m2
B −m2

D∗

q2
qµ

)
,

〈D∗(p2, ε)|q̄σµνb|B̄(p1)〉 =εµνρσ

[
ερ∗(p1 + p2)σT1(q2) + ερ∗qσ

m2
B −m2

D∗

q2
(T2(q2)− T1(q2))

+2
ε∗ · q
q2

pρ1p
σ
2

(
T2(q2)− T1(q2) +

q2

m2
B −m2

D∗
T3(q2)

)]
, (A2)

where ε0123 ≡ 1, σµνγ5 = i
2
εµνρσσ

ρσ, and εµ denotes the polarization vector of the D∗ meson.
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2. Form factors in the HQET

To numerically estimate the BRs of the B̄ → D(∗)`ν decays, a QCD approach is necessary

to evaluate the involved form factors. In this study, we use the results presented in Ref. [31],

which is based on the HQET. Since the parametrization of the form factors in the HQET

differs from those in Eqs. (A1) and (A2), we introduce here the HQET notation and provide

the relationship between the different parametrizations. We first define the dimensionless

kinetic variables in the HQET:

vµ =
pµB
mB

, v′µ =
pµ
D(∗)

mD(∗)
, w = v · v′ =

m2
B +m2

D(∗) − q2

2mBmD(∗)
. (A3)

The form factors for the B̄ → D transitions are then parametrized as [31]:

〈D|c̄b|B̄〉 =
√
mBmDhS(w + 1) ,

〈D|c̄γµb|B̄〉 =
√
mBmD [h+(v + v′)µ + h−(v − v′)µ] ,

〈D|c̄σµνb|B̄〉 = i
√
mBmDhT (v′µvν − v′νvµ) , (A4)

and those for the B̄ → D∗ transitions are:

〈D∗|c̄γ5b|B̄〉 = −
√
mBmD∗hP ε

∗ · v ,

〈D∗|c̄γµb|B̄〉 = i
√
mBmD∗hV ε

µναβε∗νv
′
αvβ ,

〈D∗|c̄γµγ5b|B̄〉 =
√
mBmD∗ [hA1(w + 1)ε∗µ − hA2(ε∗ · v)vµ − hA3(ε∗ · v)v′µ] ,

〈D∗|c̄σµνb|B̄〉 = −
√
mBmD∗

[
hT1ε

∗
α(v + v′)β + hT2ε

∗
α(v − v′)β + hT3(ε∗ · v)vαv

′
β

]
, (A5)

where h−, hA2 , and hT2,3 vanish in the heavy quark limit, and the remaining form factors

are equal to the leading-order Isgur-Wise function ξ(w).

We take the parametrization of the leading-order Isgur-Wise function as [99]:

ξ(w)

ξ(w0)
' 1− 8a2ρ̄2

∗z∗ +
[
V21ρ̄

2
∗ − V20 + ∆(eb, ec, αs)

]
z2
∗ , (A6)

where V21 = 57.0, V20 = 7.5, z∗ and a are defined as [99]:

z∗ =

√
w + 1−

√
2a

√
w + 1 +

√
2a

, a =

√
1 + rD
2
√
rD

, (A7)

rD = mD/mB, w0 is determined from solving z∗(w0) = 0, ρ̄2
∗ is the slope parameter of

ξ(w)/ξ(w0), and ∆(eb, ec, αs) denotes the correction effects of O(eb,c) with eb(c) = Λ̄/mb(c)
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and O(αs). For numerical estimates, we take the results from the fit scenario of “Lw≥1+SR”

shown in [31]. In addition to ρ̄2
∗ = 1.24±0.08, the values of sub-leading Isgur-Wise functions

at w = 1 are given in Table III. Using these results, the correction of O(eb,c) and O(αs) can

be obtained as:

∆(eb, ec, αs) ≈ 0.582± 0.298 , (A8)

where we take the 1S scheme for mb and m1S
b = 4.71± 0.05 GeV [31]. In addition, δmbc =

mb −mc = 3.40± 0.02 GeV and Λ̄ = 0.45 GeV are used.

TABLE III: The results of sub-leading Isgur-Wise functions from the “Lw≥1+SR” fit scenario.

FS χ̂2(1) χ̂′2(1) χ̂′3(1) η(1) η′(1)

Lw≥1 + SR −0.06± 0.02 −0.00± 0.02 0.05± 0.02 0.30± 0.03 −0.05± 0.09

Hence, the form factors up to O(eb,c) and O(αs) can be expressed by factoring out ξ, i.e.,

hi = ĥi ξ, where ĥi for the B̄ → D transitions are given by [31]:

ĥ+ = 1 + α̂s

[
CV1 +

w + 1

2
(CV1 + CV3)

]
+ (ec + eb)L̂1 , (A9a)

ĥ− = α̂s
w + 1

2
(CV2 − CV3) + (ec − eb)L̂4 , (A9b)

ĥS = 1 + α̂sCS + (ec + eb)

[
L̂1 − L̂4

w − 1

w + 1

]
, (A9c)

ĥT = 1 + α̂s(CT1 − CT2 + CT3) + (ec + eb)(L̂1 − L̂4) , (A9d)

and those for the B̄ → D∗ transitions are given by:

ĥV = 1 + αsCV1 + ec(L̂2 − L̂5) + eb(L̂1 − L̂4) , (A10a)

ĥA1 = 1 + α̂sCA1 + ec

(
L̂2 − L̂5

w − 1

w + 1

)
+ eb

(
L̂1 − L̂4

w − 1

w + 1

)
, (A10b)

ĥA2 = α̂sCA2 + ec(L̂3 + L̂6) , (A10c)

ĥA3 = 1 + α̂s(CA1 + CA3) + ec(L̂2 − L̂3 + L̂6 − L̂5) + eb(L̂1 − L̂4) , (A10d)

ĥP = 1 + α̂sCP + ec

[
L̂2 + L̂3(w − 1) + L̂5 − L̂6(w + 1)

]
+ eb(L̂1 − L̂4) , (A10e)

ĥT1 = 1 + α̂s

[
CT1 +

w − 1

2
(CT2 − CT3)

]
+ ecL̂2 + ebL̂1 , (A10f)

ĥT2 = α̂s
w + 1

2
(CT2 + CT3) + ecL̂5 − ebL̂4 , (A10g)

ĥT3 = α̂sCT2 + ec(L̂6 − L̂3) . (A10h)
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The w-dependent functions CΓi can be found in Ref. [100], and the sub-leading Isgur-Wise

functions are [101]:

L̂1 = −4(w − 1)χ̂2 + 12χ̂3 , L̂2 = −4χ̂3 , L̂3 = 4χ̂2 ,

L̂4 = 2η − 1 , L̂5 = −1 , L̂6 = −2
1 + η

w + 1
, (A11)

where the w-dependent functions χ̂i and η can be approximated as:

χ̂2(w) ' χ̂2(1) + χ̂′2(1)(w − 1) ,

χ̂3(w) ' χ̂′3(1)(w − 1) ,

η(w) ' η(1) + η′(1)(w − 1) . (A12)

The form factor parametrizations in Eqs. (A1) and (A2), using which we formulate the

BRs, and in Eqs. (A4) and (A5), for which we evaluate within the framework of the HQET,

are related as follows:

FS(q2) =

√
mBmD

mB +mD

(w − 1)hS(w) ,

F+(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD

[(mB +mD)h+(w)− (mB −mD)h−(w)] ,

F0(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD

[
(mB +mD)2 − q2

mB +mD

h+(w)− (mB −mD)2 − q2

mB −mD

h−(w)

]
,

FT (q2) =
mB +mD

2
√
mBmD

hT (w) . (A13)

The relations for the form factors arising from the pseudoscalar, vector, and axial-vector

currents for the B̄ → D∗ transitions are found to be:

FP (q2) =
mB +mD∗

2
√
mBmD∗

hP (w) ,

V (q2) =
mB +mD∗

2
√
mBmD∗

hV (w) ,

A0(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD∗

[
(mB +mD∗)

2 − q2

2mD∗
hA1(w)

−m
2
B −m2

D∗ + q2

2mB

hA2(w)− m2
B −m2

D∗ − q2

2mD∗
hA3(w)

]
,

A1(q2) =
(mB +mD∗)

2 − q2

2
√
mBmD∗(mB +mD∗)

hA1(w) ,

A2(q2) =
mB +mD∗

2
√
mBmD

(
hA3(w) +

mD∗

mB

hA2(w)

)
. (A14)
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Finally, the tensor form factors for the B̄ → D∗ transitions are related by:

T1(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD∗

[(mB +mD∗)hT1(w)− (mB −mD∗)hT2(w)] ,

T2(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD∗

[
(mB +mD∗)

2 − q2

mB +mD∗
hT1(w)− (mB −mD∗)

2 − q2

mB −mD∗
hT2(w)

]
,

T3(q2) =
1

2
√
mBmD∗

[(mB −mD∗)hT1(w)− (mB +mD∗)hT2(w)

+
m2
B −m2

D∗

mB

hT3(w)

]
. (A15)
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Abstract

The relic density of Dark Matter (DM) in the freeze-in scenario is highly dependent on the evo-

lution history of the universe and changes significantly in a non-standard (NS) cosmological frame-

work prior to Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN). In this scenario, an additional species dominates

the energy budget of the universe at early times (before BBN), resulting in a larger cosmological

expansion rate at a given temperature compared to the standard radiation-dominated (RD) uni-

verse. To investigate the production of DM in the freeze-in scenario, we consider both standard

RD and NS cosmological picture before BBN and perform a comparative analysis. We extend the

Standard Model (SM) particle content with a SM singlet DM particle χ and an axion-like particle

(ALP) a. The interactions between ALP, SM particles, and DM are generated by higher dimen-

sional effective operators. This setup allows the production of DM χ from SM bath through the

mediation of ALP, via ALP-portal processes. These interactions involve non-renormalizable op-

erators, leading to ultraviolet (UV) freeze-in, which depends on the reheating temperature (TRH)

of the early universe. In the NS cosmological scenario, the faster expansion rate suppresses the

DM production processes, allowing for enhanced effective couplings between the visible and dark

sectors to satisfy the observed DM abundance compared to RD scenario. This improved coupling

increases the detection prospects for freeze-in DM via the ALP-portal, which is otherwise chal-

lenging to detect in RD universe due to small couplings involved. Using an effective field theory

set-up, we show that various ALP searches such as in FASER, DUNE, and SHiP, etc. will be able

to probe significant parameter space depending on the different model parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A variety of independent astrophysical observations have established the presence of an

ample non-baryonic as well as electrically neutral dark matter (DM) constituent in our

universe [1–4]. Additionally, from cosmological point of view, the presence of DM component

of the universe is expected to play a significant role in the large scale structure formation

of our universe [4]. However, the origin and composition of the particle nature of DM

hypothesis is a modern day intriguing puzzle for both theoretical and experimental particle

physics world so to say. Since the standard model (SM) with its current particle contents

can not accommodate DM, several well motivated beyond the SM (BSM) scenarios suggest

a suitable candidate for DM [5–7]. One such popular candidate is the weakly interacting

massive particle (WIMP), which is attracts a lot of attentions in the context of thermal dark

matter models [8, 9]. The WIMP scenario demands dark sector-SM interaction cross-section

of the order of electro-weak (EW) interaction strength (also known as WIMP Miracle) [10–

12]. For the past several decades multiple DM search experiments have provided null results,

thus pushing a very stringent bounds on the interaction strength between DM and the SM

particles from direct detection experiments [13–18], indirect detection [19, 20] and through

collider searches, as in for example, at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [21–23].

In order to avoid these bounds on the WIMP scenario, alternative avenues where DM

abundance may have been created out of equilibrium by the so-called freeze-in mecha-

nism [24–26]. In this framework, DM particle is a feebly interacting massive particle (FIMP)

having extremely suppressed coupling . O(10−12 − 10−10) with the SM particles. Thus in

this scenario, if DM exists it resides in a dark sector with such a tiny coupling with the SM

particles so that DM particles never maintains thermal equilibrium with SM bath in the

early Universe. Rather the DM particles get produced non-thermally from the decay or via

annihilation of the SM bath particles. Thus from an initial negligible number density DM

abundance increases and freezes in after sometime resulting a fixed relic abundance. This

freeze in scenario is broadly classified into (a) Infra-red (IR) freeze-in relevant at lower tem-

perature [24–32] and (b) Ultra-violate (UV) freeze-in which occurs at higher temperatures

(approximately the reheating temperature of the Universe) [33–41]. The main challenging

aspect of this scenario to see any laboratory imprints (direct searches or otherwise) due to

the smallness of the coupling strengths (therefore weakly interacting dark sector) involved in
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the processes. However, some possibilities have been proposed to probe such scenarios. For

example, if the DM production in the early Universe proceeds via the decay or scattering

of thermal bath particles then feeble couplings associated with such decays would make the

dark sector particles very long-lived and can be looked at the LHC and beyond [42–52]. Re-

cently Gravitational Waves from early universe has also been proposed to test such freeze-in

DM scenarios and weakly coupled dark sector in general [53, 54].

Taking a slight detour from the ongoing discussion let us mention another shortcomings

of the SM, which involves the strong CP problem which states that the θ-parameter of

QCD is highly constrained (| θ |. 10−10) from measurements of the neutron electric dipole

moment. It has been postulated by Peccei and Quinn (PQ) that to resolve this puzzle, one

has to introduce a hypothetical particle known as axion [55–58] which is a (pseudo) Nambu-

Goldstone boson of a spontaneously broken global chiral U(1) symmetry (known as PQ

symmetry and denoted by U(1)PQ) at some high scale fa >> ΛQCD ≈ O(100) MeV. On the

other hand, the QCD anomaly explicitly breakes this U(1)PQ at the quantum level, leading

to a tiny QCD axion mass, ma ∼ mπfπ/fa, where mπ is the pion mass and fπ is the pion

decay constant. In general, QCD axion mass and the magnitude of its couplings to the SM

particles are inversely proportional to the axion decay constant fa. The main characteristic

features of the QCD axion, like smallness of its mass and weak derivative couplings with the

SM particles arise from its pseudo-Nambu Goldstone property. However, exact couplings

of the QCD axion to the SM particles are highly model dependent and there are three

well known UV complete models of QCD axion, namely PQWW [55–57], KSVZ [59, 60]

and DFSZ [61, 62] have been extensively investigated in the literature. Among these, the

PQWW axion model, where fa ∼ vSM, where vSM = 246 GeV is the SM vev, and ma ∼ 10

KeV is already ruled out from experimental measurement of rare karon decays, K+ → π+a

[63]. On the other hand for large fa >> vSM the axion is very light and very weakly coupled

with the SM sector and can be long lived too. These are invisible axions and can be a

suitable candidate for dark matter (DM) satisfying the observed relic density of DM via the

misalignment mechanism [64–69]. For example, with fa ≈ 1011 GeV and ma = 6 × 10−5

eV, axions can accommodate ∼ 1% of the observed DM relic density [70]. Pseudo-Nambu

Goldstone bosons (pNGBs) may appear in phethora of beyond the standard model scenarios,

typically those having spontaneously broken one or more global symmetries at some high

scale. Such pNGBs are broadly called axion like particles (ALP) . Unlike QCD axions,
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ALPs are neither required to solve the strong CP problem nor their mass and couplings are

related to the QCD anomaly. Consequently, one can treat masses and couplings of ALPs

as independent quantities, thus allowing for larger parameter space that can be probed

and more scope for the study of model realizations. Like invisible QCD axion, ALPs are

also valid dark matter candidates [71–74] or they can as well be a portal to Dark matter

(DM) [75, 76]. Moreover ALPs have been extensively studied in the area of flavour physics,

collider physics, astrophysics, cosmology (for extensive discussions see [77, 78] and references

therein). ALPs being a pseudo-Nambu Goldstone states, their mass can be much smaller

than the underlying U(1) global symmetry breaking scale that suppresses their interactions

with SM sector, i.e. ma << fa. Thus by taking a large value of fa, one can still make ALP

scenario feasible to be explored in multiple current and upcoming experimental facilities (see

for example [77]).

Based on the aforementioned discussions, one study the phenomenology of ALPs at the

electroweak scale in the effective field theory (EFT) framework. While doing this one is

agnostic about the details of the underlying ultra-violet (UV) complete physics at the high

scale Λ ∼ 4πfa [79, 80]. In this picture, we assume that the ALP a is the SM gauge singlet

pure pseudo-scalar with only CP conserving couplings with the SM particles and its mass

ma . vSM. Based on this ALP EFT framework can play a crucial role in many interesting

particle physics phenomenology. For example, ALPs have been suggested to explain the

current discrepancy between theoretically expected and measured value of the anomalous

magnetic moment of Muon [81],recently claimed apparent resonance in a particular nuclear

transition of 8Be in the Atom ki pair spectrometer experiment [82] and more recently ob-

served anomalous resonance in 4He [83]. In addition, many collider studies have been carried

out to look for the signatures of both stable and decaying ALPs [80, 84–87]. Motivated by

these active research on ALPs, in this paper we plan to explore ALP’s role as a portal to

FIMP like fermionic dark matter. For this we first introduce a fermionic dark matter χ

which is SM gauge singlet in the particle spectrum. The stability of the DM (χ) is obtained

by imposing a discrete Z2 symmetry under which χ is odd and rest of the particles are

even. Based on the aforementioned discussed EFT formalism, one can express interaction

of the ALP with DM, which makes ALP to act as the portal connecting weakly interacting

DM with SM particles. It should be noted that the phenomenology of this ALP-mediated

DM [88] is very similar to that of pseudo-scalar portal DM [89, 90]. In a nut-shell we in-
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vestigate ALP-portal to FIMP DM on one hand and identify the parameter spaces that are

constrained from current limits from ALP searches and also show the regions which will be

probed in upcoming facilities in ALP laboratories as discussed before that also satisfy the

correct DM relic via ALP-portal.

In the early universe after the end of inflation, the dynamics of thermal DM production

and its decoupling from the thermal bath or non-thermal DM production are highly de-

pendent on the evolution history of our universe. In the standard cosmological framework,

one assumes that from the time scale of end of the inflation till the onset of the Big Bang

Nucleosynthesis(BBN) at the temperature TBBN ∼ few MeV the universe is mostly radiation

dominated (RD) [91, 92]. It is interesting to note that there is no underlying guiding prin-

ciple that can forbid one to assume the possibility of non-standard source that dominates

the total energy budget of the universe at early epoch i.e. up to pre-BBN temperature. The

presence of such non-standard species may significantly modify the dark matter dynamics at

the early universe leading to many interesting consequences on DM phenomenology [93]. It

turns out that if the total energy budget of the universe is governed by some non-standard

species, the Hubble parameter (H) at any given temperature is always larger than the corre-

sponding value of the Hubble parameter in the standard cosmology at the same temperature.

Thus in this non-standard cosmological picture having larger Hubble parameter, the uni-

verse expands faster at earlier time (higher temperature) and eventually at some later epoch

(before TBBN) standard radiation density (ρrad) overcomes the non-standard energy density

(ρNS) of the universe. This phase of the universe is identified by the temperature Teq, where

ρNS(Teq) = ρrad(Teq) [93]. From this equality condition, one can assume that when the tem-

perature T > Teq, the universe was in the non-standard cosmological era. Several studies

have shown that WIMP or FIMP relic estimations may differ by several orders of magnitude

in non standard cosmological scenario [48, 93–100]. It is observed that freeze-in production

of DM is drastically suppressed in a faster expanding universe than in RD universe and hence

larger couplings (between the visible and the dark sector) are required in order to obtain

observed relic density [48, 93, 98]. In this paper we allude to this alternative cosmological

pathway that may give rise to observed DM relic abundance for larger couplings with the

visible sector, and thus boost the detection prospects for freeze-in DM. In this work also

we show that assuming a non standard cosmological scenario prior to BBN results a better

testability of our ALP portal DM framework in ALP search experiments.
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The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we introduce our model and discussed

all higher dimensional operators that are relevant for the DM phenomenology. In Section

III we discuss the basic formalism for DM freeze-in production via ALP. In Section IV we

summarize constraints on ALP-DM parameter space from DM relic density. We also show

the effect of reheating temperature (TRH) on the parameter model parameter space. Section

V contains discussions on the DM freeze-in production non standard cosmology, while in

Section VI we study the consequences of non-standard cosmology in the numerical estimation

of DM relic density. We summarize various laboratory and astrophysical searches of axion

like particles in Section VII. In Section VIII we briefly mention the direct detection prospect

of DM in this scenario. Finally, we provide our conclusions in Section IX. Some important

mathematical results are discussed in the Appendices A and B.

II. BASIC SET-UP

In this current frame work we extend the SM particle content by adding a SM gauge

singlet Majorana fermion χ and an axion like particle (ALP) a which is a pseudo Nambu-

Goldstone boson of a spontaneously broken global U(1) symmetry at some energy scale

Λ which is much higher than the electroweak scale v. We also impose an additional Z2

symmetry under which χ is odd and rest of the particles are even such that χ is stable and

play the role of dark matter candidate in this set up. At low energy, interaction of ALP (a)

with SM fields and dark matter (χ) is described by the following Effective Lagrangian up to

dimension 5:

Leff = LALP + LALP−SM + LALP−DM (1)

where, LALP,LALP−SM and LALP−DM denote the effective Lagrangians involving ALP only,

ALP with SM fields and ALP with dark matter respectively. The couplings of a to the

SM fields and DM arise after integrating out heavy fields at scale Λ ∼ 4πfa producing

interactions through dimension 5 operators [79, 80]:

LALP =
1

2
∂µa∂

µa− 1

2
M2

aa
2, (2)

LALP−SM = −CG
fa
aGaµνG̃

aµν − CB
fa
aBµνB̃

µν − CW
fa

aWaµνW̃
aµν
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+ i
∑
f

Cf
2fa

(
mf +

yf√
2
h

)
f̄γ5f a, (3)

where, G,W,B are SU(3)C , SU(2)L, U(1)Y vector bosons respectively and Ci
fa

,(i =

G,B,W, f) are the respective dimensionful couplings. f denotes both quark and leptons

with mass mf and Yukawa coupling yf . The SM Higgs is denoted by h. The mass of ALP

is denoted by Ma.

The Lagrangian containing DM χ can be written as:

LALP−DM = χ̄i∂µγ
µχ−Mχχ̄cχ−

Cχ
fa

(χ̄γµγ5χ)∂µa, (4)

where, Mχ denotes the mass of χ and Cχ
fa

is the effective coupling of DM and a. The last

term in the above equation is crucial for our analysis as it describes the interaction between

DM and ALP. The interactions mentioned in eq.(3) along with eq.(4) provides a viable

connection between SM and DM via ALP portal, and lead to the following interactions:

• Freeze out from SM bath mediated by a e.g. gg ↔ χχ, ff ↔ χχ, ffh ↔ χχ,

V V ↔ χχ (where, V ≡ W±, Z) as well as elastic scattering like fχ ↔ fχ,gχ ↔ gχ,

V χ↔ V χ.

• Freeze in from SM bath mediated by a e.g. ff → χχ, gg → χχ, V V → χχ .

• Freeze out from ALPs when ALPs may or may not be in thermal bath e.g. aa↔ χχ.

• Freeze in from ALPs when ALPs may or may not be in thermal bath in thermal bath

e.g. aa→ χχ

Detailed description of aforementioned scenarios are discussed in ref.[76, 101]. Since ALP-

SM and ALP-DM couplings are naturally suppressed it motivates us to study DM freeze-in

production from the SM bath with ALP as the mediator. We show the parameter space

where both ALPs and χ were not in thermal bath due to their feeble couplings. From the

above mentioned Lagrangian in eq.(3) & eq.(4) it is understood that DM can be produced

from processes like: ff̄/gg → χχ, and also from the fusion of other vector bosons. However,

the same Lagrangian can lead to different two step production mechanisms like ff̄/gg → aa

followed by aa → χχ. This mechanism of DM production is often named as “sequential

7



freeze-in” in literature [101]. However, we restrict our parameter space where DM relic

contributions from the processes like ff̄/gg → aa with aa → χχ are negligible compared

to direct freeze-in (mediated via ALP) 1. The sequential freeze-in is less effective from the

perspective of laboratory searches (for ALP as the mediator) of our scenario which will

be addressed in the later part (sec.IV) of this paper. The independent parameters of our

scenario are:

CG/fa, CB/fa, CW/fa, Cf/fa, Cχ/fa, Ma ,Mχ (5)

In principle all five operators may be present at the same time in the DM production process.

Simultaneous presence of several such operators not only complicate the numerical analysis

but also hide the crucial underlying dynamics of DM production mechanism we allude to

explore. Hence for simplicity we will consider one effective operator at a time describing the

ALP-SM interaction to understand the dependencies of the involved parameters better. We

will focus in details on the following two cases:

1. Gluon Dominance: in this case we consider DM production only from gluon fusions

and assume CB/fa = CW/fa = Cf/fa = 0, CG/fa 6= 0. Here the freeze in production

channel will be gg → χχ only.

2. Fermion Dominance: in this case we consider DM production from fermions only

assuming CB/fa = CW/fa = CG/fa = 0, Cf/fa 6= 0. Here the production channels will

be ff̄ → χχ and ff̄ → χχh. Before electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB)(TEW)

only ff̄ → χχh process is available as understood from eq.(3). Another production

channel will be ff̄h → χχ which is more phase space suppressed compared to ff̄ →

χχh.

The Feynman diagrams are shown in fig.1. DM production from other vector boson fusions

are perfectly possible. However, in this work we study only the aforementioned two pos-

sibilities and confine our analysis in more minimal set up. Ref. [76] has also studied DM

freeze in from SM bath via ALP mediated processes and considered only fermion dominance

1 In the case of direct freeze in from gluon fusion DM relic is proportional to (CG/fa)2.(Cχ/fa)2, whereas

in the case of “sequential freeze-in”, DM relic scales as (Cχ/fa)4. Thus “sequential freeze-in” dilutes the

connection of DM production and late time observables (which rely on ALP-SM couplings not on the

ALP-DM coupling) [76, 102]. To avoid such scenario we choose CG/fa, Cf/fa � Cχ/fa and neglect

“sequential freeze-in”.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams involved in ALP-portal freeze in of DM of χ assuming (a) gluon

dominance and (b) fermion dominance.

scenario. In this work we consider gluon dominance scenario also and discuss the prospects

of laboratory searches in the non-standard cosmological frame-work which is absent in the

existing literature.

III. FREEZE-IN DARK MATTER

From our discussions in the previous section, it is evident that the freeze-in production

of DM and DM relic density in the acceptable range can be induced by various dimension 5

operators. This mechanism of freeze in by higher dimensional operators is popularly known

as ultra violate (UV) freeze-in [33]. In this case, DM relic density not only depends on various

model parameters, but also directly proportional to the reheating temperature (TRH) of the

visible sector [33]. Hence for the two dominant higher dimension operators the DM relic

density depends on these model parameters:

Cχ/fa, Ma, Mχ, TRH , CG/fa, Cf/fa. (6)

With these set of parameters in hand, we now discuss the freeze-in production of χ for these

two cases one at a time:

• Gluon Dominance process

• Fermion Dominance process

In the first case DM (χ) is produced non-thermally through ALP mediated gluon fusion

process. To find the number density of χ produced in this process we solve the following
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Boltzmann equation,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ = c[Fg], (7)

where, c[Fg] is the collision term corresponding to this process and is given by

c[Fg] =

∫
dΠgdΠgdΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)|M |2g(p1)g(p2)→χ(p3)χ(p4)Fg(p1)Fg(p2), (8)

where, Πi (i = g, χ) denote the Lorentz invariant phase space, with initial and final state

4 momenta p1, p2 and p3, p4 respectively. The dynamics of the process is clubbed in the

matrix element |M |2gg−χχ and Fg stands for the gluon distribution function.As gluons are

relativistic particles one should use the relativistic treatment and take Fg as the Bose-

Einstein (BE) distribution in principle. However,it turns out that at high temperature the

thermal averaged cross-section differs by only factor of about 3 if we use Maxwell-Boltzmann

(MB) statistics instead of BE and leads to same number at low temperature as shown in

Appendix A. Since both BE and MB distribution give more or less same number density, we

can use MB distribution for gluon to find the thermal averaged cross-section. Converting

the number density (nχ) to dimensionless variable Yχ (where ,Yχ = nχ/s and s is the entropy

density), popularly knwon as the DM yield we get the following equation:

dYχ
dT

= − 1

sHT
〈σv〉gg→χχ (Y eq

g )2, (9)

where, Y eq
g is the equilibrium abundance of gluon and 〈σv〉gg→χχ is the thermally averaged

cross section σgg→χχ given in eq.(A4). s is the co-moving entropy density and H is the Hubble

parameter that decides expansion rate of the universe. The details of yield calculation is

given in Appendix A. However using simple dimensional arguments one can see dark matter

yield, Yχ has the following functional dependence on various model parameters [33]:

Yχ ∼
(
CG
fa

)2(
Cχ
fa

)2

M2
χ Mpl TRH (10)

In Fig.2 we display the variation of the co-moving abundance Yχ with 1/T for a rep-

resentative value of Cχ/fa = 10−12, CG/fa = 10−10, Ma = 0.1 GeV and Mχ = 103 GeV

with TRH = 109, 108 and 107 GeV depicted by the red,magenta and green lines respectively.

From Fig.2 we note that with an increase in TRH the freeze-in takes place at earlier time
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FIG. 2: Variation of abundance Yχ with 1/T (GeV−1) with Cχ/fa = 10−12, CG/fa = 10−10,Mχ =

103 GeV and varying TRH . Here the red, magenta and green solid lines depict TRH ∈ (109, 108, 107)

GeV respectively.

with higher abundance. This behavior can be easily understood from the dependence of Yχ

on TRH in eq.(10).

Similar kind of analysis is performed with fermion dominance for which the collision term

C[F ] in eq.(7) involves processes like ff̄ → χχ and ff̄ → χχh. As realized from eq.(3),

that before the electroweak symmetry breaking (EWSB)(TEW) only ff̄ → χχh process is

available, and for T � TEW the abundance, Yχ has the following functional form [33, 76]:

Yχ ∼ y2
fNc

(
Cf
fa

)2(
Cχ
fa

)2

M2
χ Mpl TRH , (11)

where, Nc is the color factor associated with quarks. The detailed numerical formulation

is shown in Appendix eq.(B7). Comparing eq.(10) and (11) one notices that for fermion

dominance Yχ has same dependence on Cf as on Cg in gluon dominance apart from the

Yukawa coupling and the color factor. We also have considered other production channels

like ff̄h → χχ, fh → fχχ and Yχ will have similar form like in eq.(11). Nevertheless for

fermion dominance also, DM will be produced from the UV freeze-in and will have the same

functional dependence on TRH as shown in Fig.2. For TRH < TEW, ff̄ → χχ process also

becomes relevant. However we find that for low TRH the DM remains under abundant (as

Yχ ∝ TRH) for most of the parameter space. This motivates us to consider TRH > TEW

throughout our analysis.

Since we are interested in freeze-in production of DM, the criterion of non-thermal pro-
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duction of DM χ gives us an upper bound on the interaction rates. Hence, to forbid the

thermalization of χ one must satisfy the following conditions,

Γgg→χχ(TRH) < H(TRH) (gluon dominance), (12)

Γff̄→χχh(TRH) < H(TRH) (fermion dominance). (13)

where, H is the Hubble expansion rate (H ∼ 1.66T 2/Mpl) and Γgg→χχ is the interaction rate

of the process gg → χχ given by neqg 〈σgg→χχv〉 where neqg is the equilibrium number density

of gluons. Similarly Γff̄→χχh is the interaction rate for ff̄ → χχh given by neqf
〈
σff̄→χχhv

〉
where neqf is the equilibrium number density of fermions. In this UV freeze in scenario,

since most of the DM production happens at a temperature T = TRH , we check the DM

thermalization condition at T = TRH . As the interaction rate increases with increasing

temperature, the annihilation process might get thermalized at high TRH . This leads to an

upper bound on TRH beyond which χ will be thermalised and the DM mass Mχ upper limit

depends on the couplings Cg(Cf ), Cχ and the mass of DM Mχ. From eq.(12) and (13) one

can approximate the upper limit on TRH as,

TRH .

(
Cg
fa

)−2(
Cχ
fa

)−2

M−2
χ M−1

pl (gluon dominance), (14)

TRH .

(
yfCf
fa

)−2(
Cχ
fa

)−2

M−2
χ M−1

pl (fermion dominance). (15)

where, Mpl is the Planck mass and the details are shown in appendix A. From eqns. (13)-

(14), the upper limits on TRH can be understood. On the other hand, the lower bound on

TRH > few MeV comes from Big Bang Neucleosynthesis (BBN) [91, 92].

IV. RELIC DENSITY

In the previous section we have discussed that the DM (χ) abundance is generated due to

the non-thermal production from SM bath via ALP portal. The abundance of χ is decided

by the annihilation cross section of gluons (fermions) or in other words, by SM-ALP coupling

(CG/fa, Cf/fa) as well as ALP-dark sector coupling (Cχ/fa) as understood from our earlier

discussions. We estimate the relic density of χ after solving for Yχ from eq.(7) and is given
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by,

Ωh2 = 2.755× 108 Yχ

(
Mχ

GeV

)
(16)

In this UV-freeze-in process besides the couplings and Mχ, the relic density also depends

on TRH . We are interested in ALP mass Ma ∼ O(MeV- 10 GeV) as this is this the ball-

park region that is suitable to long-lived ALP-portal searches as we will show in subsequent

section. However the freeze-in production takes place mostly at TRH ∼ a few TeV which is

much higher than the mediator mass. In this limit the thermally averaged cross-sections,

〈σv〉gg→χχ, and 〈σv〉f̄f→χχh are almost independent of Ma. Thus our relic density analysis

is almost insensitive of ALP mass 2. Before diving into relic density analysis and laboratory

searches we want to shed some light on the allowed parameter space from the conditions of

thermalization in early universe.

There is an upper bound on the effective ALP-gluon (fermion) coupling(s) and ALP-DM

coupling from the (non-)thermalization conditions as described in eq.(12) or eq.(13). For

sufficiently large couplings, processes like gg → χχ or f̄f → χχh may get thermalized (see

fig. 3). The cross-sections for the processes gg → χχ and f̄f → χχh are proportional to(
Cg
fa

)2 (
Cχ
fa

)2

and
(
Cf
fa

)2 (
Cχ
fa

)2

respectively (see eqs.(14) or (15)). In Fig.3 we present the

(non-)thermalization constraint in CG/fa vs Cχ/fa plane for gluon dominance and Cf/fa vs

Cχ/fa plane for fermion dominance. Within the wide range of allowed parameter space the

relative strength between these effective couplings (CG/fa, Cf/fa and Cχ/fa) will decide the

interplay of SM sector, ALP and dark sector leading to numerous production mechanisms

of DM as discussed in Ref.[76, 101]. However, we restrict our analysis in more simplified

set up where we study only DM production from SM bath mediated by ALPs. ALPs

produced from SM particles may get thermalized in early universe leading to ALP freeze-

out from thermal bath making the scenario more complicated. For this reason we restrict

our analysis to the parameter space where ALPs do not get thermalized. This helps us to

understand the underlying dynamics of the ALP portal dark matter freeze-in process and

enable us tp probe the corresponding parameter space after taking into account constraints

from various laboratory searches of ALPs. To prevent the production of ALPs we impose

the thermalization condition on the processes ij ↔ aa and i↔ aa (i, j = SM particles) [76].

As large CG/fa or Cf/fa leads to thermalization of ALPs irrespective of Cχ/fa, the bound

2 For the dependence of light mediator mass on relic density see Ref.[46, 49]
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FIG. 3: Allowed parameter space from non thermalization condition at early universe in CG/fa vs.

Cχ/fa plane shown in (a),(b)(top panel) and in Cf/fa vs. Cχ/fa plane shown in (c),(d)((bottom

panel). We have chosen Mχ = 103 GeV for the plots shown in (a),(c)(left panel) and Mχ = 105

GeV for (b),(d )(right panel). The regions below different colored solid lines correspond to allowed

parameter space where the DM production (SM SM→ χχ) does not thermalize. The regions right

to the colored dashed lines correspond to the parameter space where ALP production (SM SM→ aa)

thermalizes. We have chosen a benchmark Ma = 0.1 GeV for all the plots. Different values of

TRH ∈ (108, 106, 104, 102) GeV are shown by black, magenta, blue and red respectively.

is a vertical line in effective couplings plane further constraining the parameter space [101].

We incorporate these conditions and the viable parameter space is shown in Fig.3. In

the top panel in Fig.3(a) and Fig.3(b) we have consider gluon dominance with Mχ = 103

GeV (top left panel) and Mχ = 105 GeV (top right panel) respectively. Parameter space

using fermion dominance is shown in Fig.3(c) and Fig.3(d) with Mχ = 103 GeV (bottom

left panel) and Mχ = 105 GeV (bottom right panel) respectively. We set Ma = 0.1 GeV for

all four plots. In Fig.3 different colored lines in green, magenta, blue and red correspond

to different values of TRH ∈ {102, 104, 106, 108} GeV respectively. The area under the solid
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curves represent the allowed parameter space where DM production doesn’t thermalize.

The region correspond to the right of colored dashed lines corresponds to the parameter

space where ALPs thermalize. From all plots in the above figure one notices that with

increasing TRH one has to choose smaller couplings to meet the thermalization condition of

DM production. The interaction strength Γgg→χχ and Γff̄→χχh increases with temperature

faster than the Hubble H, as dictated by the functional dependence on temperature. To

compensate the increment in interaction strength with higher TRH, the effective couplings

face more stringent bound. Similarly, as the ALP production also increases faster than

H with increasing TRH the allowed value of Cg/fa (Cf/fa) for gluon dominance (fermion

dominance) is lower for higher TRH . For this reason we see the stronger (weaker) limits on

parameter space correspond to TRH = 108 GeV (102 GeV) shown by the area under the green

(red) lines for all four plots in Fig.3. Also with increasing Mχ the interaction rate Γgg→χχ

increases. That is why we see lesser allowed parameter space in Fig.3(b) than in Fig.3(a)

for a fixed TRH . Same physical reasoning holds also for fermion dominance which lead to

less allowed parameter space in Fig.3(d) than in Fig.3(c) for same TRH . Another point we

note from the above figure is that fermion dominance leads to more allowed parameter space

than in gluon dominance for a fixed Mχ and TRH . Comparing the plots in the left panels

we find that for same TRH the solid lines have moved to upward in bottom panel (fermion

dominance) than in top panel (gluon dominance). The reason behind this feature is the

color factor associated with gluon annihilation which leads to more interaction strength

than fermion annihilation for same values of involved parameters. For the same reason the

dashed lines have moved to rightward in bottom panel (fermion dominance) than in top

panel (gluon dominance) for same TRH . All the effective couplings we use to evaluate relic

density already lie within the allowed range.

We discuss the laboratory search prospects of our scenario in sec.VII. However due to

very tiny couplings most of the parameter space satisfying the observed relic is not within

the reach of ALP search experiments as shown in Ref. [76]. This motivates us to explore

the same scenario in modified cosmological framework which will be discussed through out

the latter part of this paper.
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V. NON STANDARD COSMOLOGY

In this work hitherto we assume the universe at the time of freeze-in production was

radiation dominated (RD) whose energy density (ρrad) red-shifts with scale factor a as

ρrad ∼ a−4. The ALP portal couplings between visible and dark sector that provides the

correct observed relic density is too small to be explored in current laboratory search for

ALPs, as shown in [76, 103]. On the other hand the effective coupling of DM pair with

ALP also requires to be small to keep the DM and ALP non-thermalized in the early

universe (eq.(12) & eq.(13)). . This small ALP-portal coupling automatically leads to

highly suppressed DM nucleon scattering cross-section, thus evading current dark matter

direct detection limits, which is the general feature of any freeze-in dark matter production

process.

The dark matter relic density highly sensitive to the cosmic evolution history. Any

drastic change in the dynamics of the cosmic evolution may have nontrivial impact on

the dark matter relic density. So far, while discussing the dark matter relic density we

have considered that the universe was radiation dominated (RD), i.e. within the standard

cosmological paradigm. And this is motivated from the fact that the universe was RD at

the time of BBN only [91, 92]. However, due to the lack of our understanding of the nature

of universe before BBN, one can possibly consider that our universe was not radiation

dominated prior to BBN. Thus it is fair to assume that at early epoch of time, the universe

was dominated by some non-standard species and the corresponding scenario is popularly

known as the non-standard (NS) cosmological framework [94, 98, 104]. The DM abundance

in freeze-in scenario changes rather dramatically if we assume cosmic history other than RD

at the time of freeze-in [94, 98]. realized shortly at the end of this section. We present a brief

summary of NS cosmology here. Non standard cosmology may be realized by introducing a

scalar field φ with equation of state (EOS) pφ = ωρφ, where pφ, ρφ denote the pressure and

energy density of φ respectively and ω is the EOS parameter [104]. The energy density of

such a species dilutes with scale factor z as

ρφ ∼ z−(4+n), (17)

where, n is given by n = 3ω − 1. For n > 0 i.e. ω > 1
3
, ρφ red-shifts faster than radiation
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energy density [105–109].

In the early stage or at high temperature, in presence of this φ the total energy density

(ρtot) of the universe becomes ρtot = ρrad + ρφ. As the universe cools down, it becomes

radiation dominated again prior to BBN temperature (TBBN ' 1 MeV) [91, 92], so that

the BBN predictions of light element abundances remain unaltered and during this process

at some temperature Teq & TBBN, ρrad becomes equal to ρφ. If one considers Teq close

to TBBN ' 1 MeV, the number of active neutrino flavours (Nν) receives an additional

contribution from ρφ which can significantly modify bound on ∆Nν ≡ Nν − NSM
ν from the

BBN [110]. Thus to comply with this BBN bound Teq and n are restricted by the following

condition[104]:

Teq & (15.4)1/n MeV (18)

Following ref. [104] using the definition of Teq and entropy conservation one can write the

total energy density as,

ρtot(T ) = ρrad(T )

[
1 +

g∗(Teq)

g∗(T )

(
g∗s(T )

g∗s(Teq)

) 4+n
3
(
T

Teq

)n]
, (19)

where, g∗ and g∗s are the relativistic degrees of freedom associated with energy density and

entropy density. With this total energy density in NS cosmology the Hubble parameter is

defined as H(T ) ∼ √ρtot/Mpl in contrast to RD universe where Hubble parameter scales as

H(T ) ∼ √ρrad/Mpl. Since for any n > 0 and T > Teq, ρtot is larger than ρrad,H(T ) is also

larger in NS cosmology compared to the case when the universe is only radiation dominated.

Thus NS cosmology leads to the scenario when the universe expands faster than the usual

RD universe. At the limit T � Teq the Hubble scales as [104]

H(T ) ∼ T 2

Mpl

(
T

Teq

)n/2
(20)

We will now study the phenomenological consequence of non standard cosmology in the

context of our present set up and show how the analysis differ from that in RD universe for

any n > 0.

After introducing the basic idea and motivation of non standard cosmology we are now

set to discuss the modified freeze-in abundance of DM in NS cosmological era. In such fast
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FIG. 4: Evolution of gg → χχ interaction rate (Γgg→χχ) with inverse of temperature (1/T ) for

TRH = 106 GeV, Mχ = 103 GeV, Cχ/fa = 10−8 GeV and Teq = 20 MeV. The solid lines

correspond to interaction rate for different values of CG/fa ∈ ( 10−1, 10−2, 10−3, 10−4)GeV−1 as

shown by blue, green, red and black lines respectively. The dashed lines correspond to H for different

n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} and depicted by black, magenta, blue, brown and red dashed lines respectively.

expanding universe, to keep the DM particle χ non-thermalized at early universe, eq.(12)

has to be satisfied but with a modified Hubble parameter as in eq.(20). In Fig.4 we show the

evolution Γgg→χχ with 1/T (GeV−1) with a benchmark value of TRH = 106 GeV, Teq = 20

MeV, Mχ = 103 GeV and Cχ/fa = 10−8GeV−1 for four different values of CG/fa depicted

by the solid lines (CG/fa = 10−1(Blue),CG/fa = 10−2(Green),CG/fa = 10−3(Red),CG/fa =

10−4(Black)). Whereas the dashed lines correspond to H with different values of n (n =

0(Black),n = 1(Magenta),n = 2(Blue), n = 3(Brown), n = 4(Red). Note that n = 0

represents standard RD universe. From Fig.4 we notice that with an increase in the values

of n, H(T ) increases as elaborated before in the context of eq.(19). From this figure it is

also evident that with higher values CG/fa (& 10−3), the process gg → χχ gets thermalized

in RD universe (n = 0) but fails to thermalize in non-standard (NS) scenario (n 6= 0). This

leads to the relaxation of the parameter space in the effective coupling plane (Cg/fa vs.

Cχ/fa), allowing larger values of these effective coupling for the non-thermal production of

DM which will be analyzed in the next section. Similar kind of conclusion can be also drawn

for fermion dominance also i.e. for the evolution of Γf̄f→χ̄χ.

To understand the impact of this faster than radiation expansion history of the universe

on DM abundance we again solve eq.(7) with the Hubble parameter, H defined as in eq.(20).

We now have two more free parameters n and Teq in addition to what we had in standard
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cosmological scenario. The free parameters in NS scenario are given by,

Cg/fa, Cf/fa, Cχ/fa, Ma, Mχ, TRH , n, Teq (21)

Considering gluon dominance we solve eq.(7) to evaluate the co-moving abundance Y with
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FIG. 5: Evolution of abundance Y with 1/T for TRH = 106 GeV, Cg/fa = 10−8 GeV−1, Cχ/fa =

10−10, Mχ = 103 GeV, Ma = 0.1 GeV with (a) Teq = 20 MeV (left panel) and (b) Teq = 200

MeV (right panel). Different solid lines correspond to different values of n ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3, 4) shown

in black, magenta, red, blue, green colors respectively from top towards bottom. n = 0 represents

the standard cosmological scenario.

different values of n ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3, 4) and present the evolution of Y with 1/T (GeV−1) in

Fig. 5. For this plot we take fixed values of TRH = 106 GeV, CG/fa = 10−8 GeV−1,

Cχ/fa = 10−10 GeV−1, Mχ = 103 GeV with Teq = 20 MeV in Fig.5(a) and with Teq = 200

MeV in Fig.5(b). The different solid lines correspond to different values of n ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3, 4)

and depicted by black, magenta, red, blue, green respectively. From the above mentioned

plot we notice that for a fixed Teq higher value of n results lower value of Y . From eq.

(20) it is clear that by increasing the value of n leads to faster expansion rate H, which in

turn results the suppression of non thermal DM abundance as Y ∼ 1/H. This feature is

highly luminous in both the plots in Fig.5(a) & Fig.5(b). Comparing Fig.5(a) and Fig.5(b)

we perceive that for same n > 0 with higher Teq leads to higher DM abundance. This can

be readily comprehended by noting the functional dependence of H on Teq in eq.(20) which

apprises that an increase in Teq leads to a decrease in H consequently an increase in Y . In

the aforementioned figure, the line corresponding to n = 0(black line) which represents RD

universe remains unaltered with the variation of Teq. This is also true for fermion dominance

case.
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From the above discussion we conclude that same couplings will produce lower abundance

in fast expanding universe than in RD universe. Needless to say while other parameters are

kept fixed, one has to pick higher values of effective couplings in fast expanding scenario than

in RD universe in order to satisfy correct relic density without violating the thermalization

bound. Such large value of effective ALP couplings can be further probed using various

laboratory searches of ALP. This motivates us to explore the ALP phenomenology in the

non standard cosmological scenario in the rest of this paper.

VI. RELIC DENSITY IN NON-STANDARD COSMOLOGY

Following the discussion of the previous section here we investigate the consequences

of non-standard cosmology in deciding the relic density. In Fig.6 we present the allowed

parameter space where the DM production processes do not thermalize at the time of freeze-

in. We show the parameter space in CG/fa vs Cχ/fa plane for gluon dominance and Cf/fa

vs Cχ/fa plane for fermion dominance. In Fig.6(a) and Fig.6(b) we have considered gluon

dominance with Mχ = 103 GeV and Mχ = 105 GeV respectively. Parameter space using

fermion dominance is shown in Fig.6(c) and Fig.6(d) with Mχ = 103 GeV and Mχ = 105

GeV respectively. We set fixed values of Ma = 0.1 GeV,Teq = 20 MeV and TRH = 108

GeV for all four plots. The area under solid lines correspond to the allowed parameter

space in the effective coupling plane where DM production doesn’t thermalize. The region

correspond to the right of colored dashed lines represents the parameter space where ALPs

thermalize. The red, green, magenta and blue lines (both solid and dashed) correspond to

different values of n = 1, 2, 3, 4 respectively.

From all four plots in Fig.6 we notice that with increase in n, the allowed parameter

space also increases in the effective coupling plane. This feature can be explained using

eq.(20) where we see the expansion rate of universe H increases with increase in n and with

this larger value of H the process fails to thermalize even with higher values of CG/fa (or,

Cf/fa)and Cχ/fa satisfying eq. (12). Comparing plots in left panel (Fig.6(a),6(c)) and right

panel (Fig.6(b),6(d)) one notices that with lower value of Mχ the allowed parameter space is

larger. The reason behind this is that the interaction rate is proportional to M2
χ(eq. (A8))

and smaller Mχ results smaller interaction rate. Comparing Fig.3 and Fig.6 one notices that

for a same TRH non standard cosmology provides larger values of effective couplings within
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FIG. 6: Allowed parameter space from (non-)thermalization condition at early universe in CG/fa vs.

Cχ/fa plane shown in (a),(b)(top panel) and in Cf/fa vs. Cχ/fa plane shown in (c),(d)((bottom

panel). We have chosen Mχ = 103 GeV for the plots shown in (a),(c)(left panel) and Mχ = 105

GeV for (b),(d )(right panel). We have chosen a benchmark Ma = 0.1 GeV, TRH = 107 GeV

and Teq = 20 MeV for all the plots. The regions below different colored solid lines correspond

to allowed parameter space where the DM production (SM SM → χχ) does not thermalize. The

regions right to the colored dashed lines correspond to the parameter space where ALP production

(SM SM → aa) thermalizes. The different colored curves (both solid and dashed) correspond to

n ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}as shown by red,green,magenta and blue respectively.

the allowed parameter space in effective coupling plane than in the standard cosmology

(RD). This behaviour is compatible with what we discussed in the previous section. This

opens up the opportunity to use higher values of effective coupling and still satisfying eq.(12)

as we have shown in the above mentioned figure.

In Fig.7 we present the relic satisfied contours in Teq vs. n plane to showcase

the dependence of n and Teq in deciding relic density while other parameters are kept

fixed. Here we consider gluon dominance and take fixed values of TRH = 107 GeV,

Cχ/fa = 10−10, Mχ = 103 GeV and the different colored lines depict different values of
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FIG. 7: Lines satisfying the observed relic abundance for different values of CG/fa for mass Mχ =

103 GeV in the Teq vs. n plane. The grey shaded region is excluded from the BBN constraint on

Teq. CG/fa has been fixed to 4× 10−9(magenta),4× 10−8(blue),4× 10−6(red),4× 10−4(black).

CG/fa ∈ (4 × 10−9, 4 × 10−8, 4 × 10−6, 4 × 10−4) shown in magenta, blue, red and black

curves respectively. The gray shaded region is excluded from the bound on Teq from BBN

as mentioned in eq.(18). One can see that for a fixed Teq higher CG/fa demands higher

values of n to satisfy the relic density as we have already pointed out in the context of Fig.5.

Hence we see CG/fa = 4× 10−4 (black line) contour lies on the top while CG/fa = 4× 10−9

(magenta line) in the bottom in Teq − n plane. Another noteworthy feature from the above

mentioned figure is that for a fixed value of Cg/fa an increase in Teq calls for an increase in

n also. This can be explained by the fact that higher Teq results lower value of H and to

satisfy the relic density n has to be increased to compensate the effect of Teq.

VII. LABORATORY AND ASTROPHYSICAL SEARCHES

In this section we will discuss the detection prospects of ALP for our set up. We present

all sources of astrophysical, cosmological and collider constraints depending on the mass

of ALP and effective ALP-SM couplings. Our results show that significant portion of the

parameter space satisfying observed relic density in NS cosmology is excluded by various

existing constraints. However some of the parameter space satisfying observed relic density

in RD universe is far below the sensitivity reaches for all kinds of constraints. We now

discuss implications of those constraints on our scenario.
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• Astrophysical constraints: Among the astrophysical bounds SN1987A puts the

most stringent bound on the effective ALP-SM coupling. In standard picture of core-

collapse super nova, it cools by emitting most of its energy via neutrino emission.

However it might get affected in the presence of additional weakly interacting particles

which can carry away additional energy from the core. Likewise in our set up ALP-

gluon couplings (CG/fa) or, ALP-fermion couplings (Cf/fa) will be responsible for

additional cooling via nucleon (N) scattering (N N → N N a) [111–113]. For a large

ALP couplings although ALP would be produced in a large number due to stronger

interaction, the same coupling will lead to re-absorption of ALPs in the core [111]. For

small ALP mass (Ma < 100 MeV) the constraint from SN1987A is relevant and we

incorporate that bound in our analysis [103, 111]. There is another relevant constraint

coming from Horizontal Branch (HB) star [114, 115]. Any pseudo-scalar that can

couple to electron or photon can interact with particles in the core of HB stars and

disrupt the stellar evolution. Similar to SN1987A , ALPs can also affect the cooling

mechanism of HB stars and hence constraints from HB stars put limit on the effective

coupling of ALPs [76]. However this bound is sensitive only in the keV range of Ma

[114].

• Cosmological constraints: For sufficient low Ma values, ALP may be relativistic

even at the time of BBN. The presence of additional relativistic pseudo-scalar degrees

of freedom would naturally contribute to the radiation energy density and thus increase

the expansion rate of universe H. Faster expansion of the universe can alter the light

element abundances at the time of BBN. Thus BBN puts an upper bound on the

effective number of degrees of freedom (∆Neff) and this can be used to constrain the

ALP mass vs. coupling plane [116, 117].

• Collider searches: With the effective couplings ALP can decay to pair of photons

via loop for sufficiently low Ma values while for higher Ma values the hadronic decay

channels are open. Electron beam dump experiment (E137) puts constraint on the

effective ALP-SM coupling [118]. Here ALP can be produced by bremsstrahlung or

positron annihilation and decay to visible particles (a → e+e−, γγ) via either tree

level or loop level processes. On the other hand for small effective coupling with SM,

ALP becomes a long lived particle (LLP) which can be separable from background
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[119]. These ALP’s can be produced in proton collision and can be within the reach

of displaced decay search with LHC Track trigger [103]. The FASER experiment at

LHC will also be able to probe ALP’s with mass above few MeV [120]. Another bound

on ALPs come from the decay of heavy mesons and this bound is sensitive in Ma ∼

MeV to few GeV region. For processes like B+ → K+a(→ µ+µ−/e+e−) LHCb puts

limit on effective ALP-SM coupling [121]. Experiment like CHARM also constrains

the effective coupling considering the process B0 → K∗0a(→ µ+µ−/e+e−) [122]. For

MeV scale mass another constraint arises from NA62 which is designed to measure rare

Kaon decays. NA62 puts constraint on the effective ALP-SM coupling using the decay

of charged Kaon(K+) to pion(π+) and ALP, where ALP acts as the long lived particle

and [111]. However this experiment is sensitive to Ma < Mπ and loses sensitivity for

Ma ≈Mπ due to large background. DUNE (Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment)

can also be used to search for ALPs where ALPs are produced with meson mixing or

with gluon fusion [84] and later they decay to photons or hadrons in the near detector

(ND) [103].

After demonstrating all kinds of existing constraints and future sensitvity reaches we present

the result in Ma vs. effective coupling plane in the following two subsections.

A. Gluon dominance scenario

Here, we consider gluon dominance scenario where only CG/fa and Cχ/fa non zero while

rest of the effective ALP couplings are zero. We present all the constraints discussed above

in the Ma vs. CG/fa plane. We also portray the parameter space that reproduce observed

relic density in the same plane.

In Fig.8 we showcase all the constraints as well as the future experimental reaches on

CG/fa as a function of Ma. The horizontal colored lines in the plots are the contours

satisfying observed relic density for different values of involved parameter. For relic satisfying

contours we use bench mark values of model parameters, TRH = 106 GeV, Cχ/fa = 10−10

in all the plots. We show relic satisfying parameter space with different colored lines for

different values of n with Teq = 20 MeV in Fig.8(a) and Teq = 2 GeV in Fig.8(b) respectively

with fixed value of Mχ = 103 GeV. The contours with different values of n ∈ {2, 3, 4} are

shown by blue, green and red dashed line respectively in the top panel. From these two

24



plots we notice that the higher the value of n the better the experimental sensitivity as

discussed in sec.VI. We also note that for RD (n = 0) universe and for n = 1 (NS) the relic

satisfying contours (CG/fa < 10−10) are far below the existing and future constraints and

we do not portray them here. This is what we expect from the thermalization condition

discussed in sec-IV. Comparing Fig.8(a) and Fig.8(b) we notice that for a fixed n, the lower

the value of Teq the higher the value of CG/fa required (as discussed in sec.VI) and hence

better experimental sensitivity. From the above figures we notice that though in RD universe

the relic satisfying couplings for Mχ = 103 GeV are far below experimental sensitivity but

significant amount of parameter space reproducing observed relic density is excluded in

NS cosmology. SN1987A and BBN puts most stringent bound for Ma < 100 MeV and

lower values of CG/fa. The region “Existing Constraints” include the bounds from partially

invisible kaon decays [111], electron beam dump, CHARM, visible kaon decays, B decays

[123], LHC dijet searches [124]. However, there is still some unexcluded parameter space in

NS cosmology which can be probed in future experiments like DUNE ND (CG/fa > 10−9),

LHC track Trigger (CG/fa > 10−8) and FASER(CG/fa > 10−6).

In Fig.9 we showcase all the constraints as well as the future experimental reaches in Ma

vs. CG/fa plane with Mχ = 1 GeV and other parameters are kept same as in Fig.8. The

horizontal colored lines in black,magenta, blue dashed line the contours satisfying observed

relic density for different values of of n ∈ {0, 1, 2} with Teq = 20 MeV in Fig.9(a) and Teq = 2

GeV in Fig.9(b) respectively. From these two plots we again opine that the higher the value

of n better the experimental sensitivity as discussed in sec.VI. Relic satisfying lines for n ≥ 2

in Fig.9(a) and n ≥ 3 in Fig.9(b) are excluded by existing constraints (CG/fa > 10−2) and

hence not shown in the plot. For the chosen values of involved parameters correct relic

satisfying lines for Mχ . 50 MeV lie within the existing constraints (CG/fa > 10−2) in both

RD and NS cosmology.

B. Fermion dominance scenario

In this subsection we consider fermion dominance only where only Cf/fa and Cχ/fa non

zero while rest of the ALP couplings are zero. Similar to previous sub-section we now present

all the constraints as well as parameter space that reproduce observed relic density in the

Ma vs. Cf/fa plane.
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FIG. 8: Constraints plot in the Ma versus CG/fa plane. All kind of astrophysical and collider con-

straints are shown in different shades. Observed relic satisfying contours are also shown by different

horizontal lines in the same plane considering TRH = 106 GeV and Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1 for all

four plots. Here we show lines satisfying observed relic density for different values of n ∈ {2, 3, 4}
shown by blue, green and red dashed line respectively for fixed Mχ = 103 GeV. We considered

Teq = 20 MeV in (a) (top panel) and Teq = 2 GeV in (b) (bottom panel). Relic satisfying

lines for n ≤ 1 are beyond existing constraints.

Before going to the discussion of future detection prospects we first elaborate on the

various existing constraints relevant on the the ALP parameter space (Cf/fa versus Ma)
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FIG. 9: Constraints plot in the Ma versus CG/fa plane. All kind of astrophysical and collider

constraints are shown in different shades. Observed relic satisfying contours are also shown by

different horizontal lines in the same plane considering TRH = 106 GeV and Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1

for both plots. Here we show lines satisfying observed relic density for different values of n ∈
{0, 1, 2} shown by black,magenta, blue dashed line respectively for fixed Mχ = 1 GeV. We considered

Teq = 20 MeV in (a) (top panel) and Teq = 2 GeV in (b) (bottom panel). Relic satisfying

lines for n ≥ 3 (CG/fa > 10−2)are excluded by existing constraints.

in Fig.10. The horizontal colored lines in Fig.10(a) & Fig.10(b) are the contours satisfying

observed relic density with fixed values of TRH = 106 GeV and Cχ/fa = 10−10. We showcase

the relic density contours with different colored lines for different values of n with Teq = 20

MeV and Teq = 2 GeV in Fig.10(a) & Fig.10(b) respectively with fixed value of Mχ = 103

27



GeV. The contours with different values of n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} are shown by black, magenta,

blue, green and red dashed line respectively. From these two plots we observe that higher

values of n give better experimental sensitivity keeping other parameters fixed, as discussed

in sec.VI. Here also we claim that for RD (n = 0) universe the relic satisfying contours

(Cf/fa < 10−10) are far below the existing constraints as expected from the thermalization

condition discussed in sec-IV. From this plot we conclude that for a fixed n lower values

of Teq provides better experimental sensitivity than higher values of Teq (as discussed in

sec.VI).

Similar sets of constraints are obtained in Fig.11(a) & 11(b) for Mχ = 1 GeV keeping

other paramters same as in Fig.10(a) & 10(b) respectively. From these plots (Fig.11(a)

& 11(b)) we again observe that higher values of n give better the experimental sensitivity

keeping other parameters fixed. With Mχ = 1 GeV and Teq = 20 MeV universe the relic

satisfying contours for n ≥ 3 are within (Cf/fa > 10−1) the existing constraints and not

shown in Fig.11(b). As mentioned in the previous subsection we again conclude that with

same n and Teq, lower values of Mχ are more sensitive to experimental constraints (see

sec.VI).

Just like gluon dominance, the most stringent bound in this case also comes from SN1987A

which excludes Cf/fa upto 10−9 for Ma < 100 MeV. The limits obtained from various collider

experiments like E137,invisible decay of Kaon and LHCb stifle higher values of Cf/fa for

Ma ranging from KeV to few GeV. From Fig.10 we again surmise that the relic satisfying

couplings for higher DM mass (Mχ ∼ 1TeV) are far below experimental sensitivity in RD

universe. However, sizable portion of contours reproducing observed relic density is excluded

in NS cosmology.

Inspite of all of these stringent limits, there is still some unexcluded parameter space

providing observed relic density in NS cosmology which can be probed in future generation

experiments. In Fig.12 we present such future projection along with relic satisfying contours

in Ma vs. Cf/fa plane. There is a mass window for Ma = 0.2 − 1.3 GeV which can be

explored in future as discussed in detail in ref.[125] and we present the same in the context

of our analysis. Here in Fig.12 also the horizontal colored lines in all plots depict contours

satisfying observed relic density with fixed values of TRH = 106 GeV , Cχ/fa = 10−10 and

Mχ = 103 GeV. We exhibit the relic density contours with different colored lines for different

values of n with Teq = 20 MeV in Fig.12(a) and Teq = 2 GeV in Fig.12(b) respectively with
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FIG. 10: Constraints plot in the Ma versus Cf/fa plane. Existing astrophysical and collider con-

straints are shown in different shades. Observed relic satisfying contours are also shown by different

horizontal lines in the same plane considering TRH = 106 GeV, Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1, Mχ = 103

GeV with (a) (top panel) Teq = 20 MeV and (b) (bottom panel) Teq = 2 GeV. We show lines

satisfying observed relic density for different values of n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} shown by black,magenta

blue, green and red dashed line respectively.

fixed value of Mχ = 103 GeV. The black, magenta, blue, green and red solid lines signify

different values of n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} respectively. In Fig.12 we just focus on the mass range

Ma ∼ 0.2− 1.3 GeV and all the dependence of involved parameters on relic density is same

as in Fig.10. We show similar plot showing constraints for Mχ = 1 GeV with Teq = 20 MeV
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FIG. 11: Constraints plot in the Ma versus Cf/fa plane. Existing astrophysical and collider con-

straints are shown in different shades. Observed relic satisfying contours are also shown by different

horizontal lines in the same plane considering TRH = 106 GeV, Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1, Mχ = 1

GeV with (a) (top panel) Teq = 20 MeV and (b) (bottom panel) Teq = 2 GeV. We show lines

satisfying observed relic density for different values of n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} shown by black,magenta

blue, green and red dashed line respectively. Relic satisfying lines for n ≥ 3 in (a) and for n = 4

in (b) are excluded by existing constraints and hence not shown in the plot.

in Fig.13(a) and Teq = 2 GeV in Fig.13(b) respectively, while other parameters are taken

same as in Fig.12(a) and Fig.12(b) respectively. For Mχ = 1 GeV in Fig.13(a) and 13(b)

we don’t show the relic satisfying lines for n ≥ 2 as the required coupling Cf/fa > 10−3 is
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FIG. 12: Future probes from laboratory seacrhes in the Ma versus Cf/fa plane for TRH = 106

GeV, Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1, Mχ = 103 GeV with (a) Teq = 20 MeV and (b) Teq = 2 GeV. The

thick solid colored lines depict relic satisfying contours for n ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3, 4) in black, magenta, blue,

green, red color respectively.

already excluded from existing constraints. For brevity we don’t discuss again the features

of the contours satisfying relic density here. However, it is easy to infer that, while holding

all other parameters constant, contours characterized by higher values of n and lower values

of Teq are more sensitive to future projections. Likewise when n and Teq are held fixed, we

find that sensitivities of future experiments are such that lighter DM masses can be easily

probed.

The gray shaded region in all the plots in Fig.12 and Fig.13 is excluded from ArgoNeuT

experiment at Fermilab where they serach for ALPs produced from neutrino beam target
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FIG. 13: Future probes from laboratory seacrhes in the Ma versus Cf/fa plane for TRH = 106 GeV,

Cχ/fa = 10−10GeV−1, Mχ = 1 GeV with (a) Teq = 20 MeV and (b) Teq = 2 GeV. The dashed

colored lines depict relic satisfying contours for n ∈ (0, 1) in black, magenta respectively. n ≥ 2 are

beyond future sensitivities and hence not shown in the plot.

and deacying to dimuon pairs [126]. Experiments like SBND[127], ICARUS[127], SHiP [128]

and FASER 2 [129] will be able to probe a significant amount of parameter space reproducing

observed relic density in NS cosmology. The label “ICARUS∗” signify ICARUS experiment

with off axis neutrino beam at the Main Injector [125]. The label “DUNE+” depicts the

result of DUNE experiment with additional 30m length before the front detector panel as

part of the decay volume as discussed in ref.[125].

Therefore we demonstrate that our proposed frame work is more testable in future gen-
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eration experiments 3 for both gluon dominance and fermion dominance scenario when the

fast expansion parameter n takes higher values. This was the primary motivation behind

this work.

VIII. DIRECT DETECTION

To get signal in direct detection the DM in our set up χ has to scatter nucleon. The

elastic scattering can be mediated by the effective Lagrangian

Leff =

(
CG
fa

)(
Cχ
fa

)
1

M2
a

Mχχ̄γ5χGaµνG̃
aµν , (22)

where, we assume the momentum transfer q is much smaller than Ma. From the effective

interaction in the above equation we notice the presence of γ5 in the χχa vertex which will

lead to a suppression of q in non-relativistic limit in the amplitude level [131]. The aGG

vertex will also reduce to a current containing γ5 which will eventually lead to suppression

of another factor q [132, 133]. So the overall cross-section will contain a suppression of q4

which is a general feature of direct detection mediated by pseudo-scalar [134–136]. Apart

from the small effective couplings (CG/fa, Cχ/fa) required to produce χ non thermally the

direct detection cross-section gets a suppression of q4 where as typical value of q2 in current

experiments are O(10KeV) [16] and hence evade the current experimental sensitivity.

IX. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In the parameter space for ALP decay constant not satisfying the limits fa ≤ 109 − 1012

GeV, the axions cannot behave as the dominant cold DM component of the universe via

the traditional misalignment mechanism. However ALP may still act as portal to DM; in

this work we have studied a scenario where an ALP act as a portal to dark sector in an

effective theory framework in radiation-dominated early universe and other non-standard

cosmological histories and proposed detectable regions in such parameter space to be within

the reach of future ALP search experiments satisfying the observed DM relic density. From

our investigations we summarize our major findings below:

3 See Refs. [76, 103, 125, 130] for more discussions on existing constraints and future projections for ALP.

33



• DM relic density is proportional to the effective couplings CG/fa,Cf/fa,Cχ/fa and Mχ

(mass of DM) as shown in eq.(10) and eq.(11). In our analysis we consider higher-

dimensional non-renormalizable operators between dark sector and visible sector via

the ALP-portal, therefore the DM production have dependencies on TRH (see eq.(10),

(11)). We find that the relic density is also proportional to TRH (see Fig.2). However,

for our chosen parameter space the relic density is almost insensitive to the light

mediator Ma due to freeze in happening at high TRH . Conditions from the non-

thermalisation of χ sector with the SM bath imposes a strict limit from the DM

production on the effective couplings as decided by Mχ dependencies in eq.(14) and

eq.(15). Our analysis shows that for Mχ . 50 MeV the effective couplings are already

excluded, whereas Mχ ∼ 1 TeV the effective couplings are too small to be probed by

the present and future generation experiments.

• The aforementioned situation changes drastically if we assume a non standard species

φ contributing significantly to the energy density of early universe at an early epoch. In

such scenario the expansion rate of the universe H is modified which leads to a faster

expansion of the universe than the radiation-dominated universe. In such a frame-

work the value of H allows larger values of effective couplings (CG/fa,Cf/fa,Cχ/fa)

still keeping the dark sector non thermalized. The relaxation of parameter space can be

understood by comparing Fig.3 and Fig.6 where we show that the effective couplings

can be O(102) larger in NS cosmological scenario than in RD universe. After solv-

ing respective Boltzmann equations with modified Hubble H we are able to identify

the parameter space satisfying the observed relic density. This boosts the detection

prospects for the scenario in laboratories.

• The non-standard cosmology allows the involved effective SM-ALP couplings to be

large in order to satisfy the observed relic, therefore this can be probed in present and

future generation experiments. Moreoever from Fig.8 and Fig.10 we find that higher

the value of n, the better the detection prospects for ALP-SM couplings. The most

stringent bound on the relic satisfying parameter comes from astrophysical probes

specially SN1987A and HB stars. The value of ∆Neff (dark radiation) estimated from

BBN gives a lower bound on the ALP mass Ma. Inspite of taking into consideration

the existing bounds on CG/fa and Cf/fa coming from electron beam dump, CHARM,
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visible kaon decays, B decays and LHCb, etc. There remains still leaves some un-

excluded parameter space satisfying the observed DM relic density. The DUNE and

LHC track trigger will be able to probe such experimental parameter space that coore-

spond to CG/fa ∼ 10−5 − 10−9 for the mass range of Ma ∼ 0.1 − 10 GeV as shown

in Fig.8. Similarly, experiments like SHiP, DUNE, FASER2, ICARUS will be able to

probe Cf/fa ∼ 10−4 − 10−6 for the mass range of Ma ∼ 0.2 − 1 GeV as displayed in

Fig.12.

• Finally we point out that our analysis is also an alternative probe for non-standard

cosmological evolution of early universe. In Fig.7 we show that for a fixed (CG/fa),

(Cf/fa) and Cχ/fa one is probing values of n and Teq which satisfy the observed DM

relic density. The detection prospects of various effective couplings for our proposed

scenario are also highly sensitive to n and Teq. For example, comparing Fig.8(a) and

8(b) we note that the future probable regions of relic satisfying contours change with

Teq for the case of gluon dominance. Similar conclusion can be drawn for the fermion

dominance case by comparing Fig.12(a) and 12(b). Hence any signal in the upcoming

experiments will provide us concrete information regarding the cosmic evolution and

dark sector assuming ALP-portal freeze-in DM scenario.

Although we have several possible ways by which the parameter space for ALP-mediated

FIMPs can be extended, some of these are already excluded by the current experimental

limits. For example, heavy ALPs which mediate the entropy transfer through off-shell

interactions (the interactions we considered & other interactions including CP violating

ALP interactions) are excluded by the LEP constraints. One can explore scenarios where

ALPs do not couple to all fermions through a universal Yukawa coupling; rather ALPs

couple only to electrons (electrophilic) or to charged leptons. In such case the constraints

are from SLAC 137 and the muon anomalous magnetic moment is less stringent which is

not addressed so far [84, 137]. Because of the great interest in the ALP search communities

we envisage in near future more dedicated search facilities will be launched to probe ALP

parameter space and thus also paving the way for detectable ALP-portal freeze in DM as

well.
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Appendix A: UV freeze-in from Gluon fiusion

For the case of Gluon dominance scenario, freeze in production of DM from SM bath

takes place via the following two operators :

LALP−SM ⊃ −
CG
fa
aGaµνG̃

aµν (A1)

LALP−χ = −Cχ
fa

(χ̄γµγ5χ)∂µa (A2)

Including the color factor the amplitude square will be,

|M |2gg−χχ = 256
C2
GC

2
aχM

2
χs

3

f 4
a (s−M2

a )2
, (A3)

where, s is the center of mass energy. The cross-section will be

σgg→χχ =
16C2

aχC
2
GM

2
χs

2

πf 4
a (M2

a − s)2

√
1−

4M2
χ

s
(A4)

Consider the process: g + g → χ+ χ The Boltzmann equation is given by,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ =

∫
dΠgdΠgdΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)|M |2gg→χχFg(p1) Fg(p2), (A5)

where, p1,2 are the momentum of incoming gluons and p3,4 are the momentum of outgoing

χ particles. Fg(pi) denotes the distribution function of gluons.
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1. Using MB distribution:

We assume initial bath particles follow the MB distribution, Fg ∼ e−Eg/T . The term in

the R.H.S of eq (A5) is the collision term C[Fg]. After some simplification the collision term

looks like [33]:

C[Fg] =
T

512π6
4π

∫ ∞
4M2

χ

dsPggPχχ |M |2
1√
s
K1

(√
s

T

)
(A6)

where, Pij is given by,

Pij =
1

2
√
s

√
s− (mi +mj)2

√
s− (mi −mj)2 (A7)

Upon proper substitution in eq. (A6) we get,

C[Fg] ≈
T

128π5

256

f 4
a

C2
GC

2
χM

2
χ

∫ ∞
4M2

χ

ds
1

4

√
(s− 4M2

χ)s
s3

(s−M2
a )2

1√
s
K1

(√
s

T

)
≈ T 6

2π5

32C2
GC

2
χM

2
χ

f 4
a

, (A8)

2. Using BE distribution

Using the proper quantum correction the collison term takes the following form [138],

Crel[Fg] =

∫
dΠgdΠgdΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)|M |2gg→χχ

×Fg(p1)Fg(p2) , (A9)

where, Fg is now BE distribution function and we write it as [138],

Fg(p) =
1

e
V.p
T ± 1

, (A10)
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where, Vµ is the 4-velocity in the center of mass frame The cross section for the process

gg → χχ is given by,

σgg→χχ =
1

4 E1E2vmol

∫
dΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)|M |2gg→χχ, (A11)

where E1,2 initial sate particle’s energy and vmol is the Moller velocity. vmol is given by,

vmol =
p1.p2

E1 E2

(A12)

So, incorporating vmol in eq.(A11) one obtains the following equality:

σgg→χχvmol =
1

4 p1p2

∫
dΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4)|M |2gg→χχ, (A13)

Now we define the collison term as

Crel[Fg] =

∫
dΠ1 dΠ24p1p2 σgg→χχvmol Fg(p1)Fg(p2)

Following the notation in ref.[138], in gas rest frame we define

p =
p1 + p2

2
, k =

p1 − p2

2
, (A14)

where, p is related to c.o.m frame by a Lorentz transformation p = Λ(E, 0, 0, 0) , E being

the c.o.m energy and Λ is the Lorentz transformation. Λ is function of rapidity η and

angular variables θ, φ as given in [138]. Similarly k can also be translated to c.o.m frame

k = Λ(η, θk, φk)(0, l1, l2, l3), where |li| = |~p1− ~p2|. where θk, φk are angular variable associated

with k-space. So, for mass less particle |li| = E. For convenience we consider the momentum

along only one direction as k = Λ(η, θk, φk)(0, E, 0, 0).

Following the formalism as in ref.[138] we can write the distribution functions as

Fg(p1) =
1

exp [ 1
T

(E cosh η + E sinh η cos θk)]− 1
, (A15)

Fg(p2) =
1

exp [ 1
T

(E cosh η − E sinh η cos θk)]− 1
. (A16)
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After little algebra we can also write the collision term in eq.(A14) accordingly [138],

Crel[Fg] =

∫ ∞
Mχ

dE E3 4 p1 p2 σgg→χχvmol

∫ ∞
0

dη sinh2 η

∫
dΩp dΩk

×Fg(p1)Fg(p2) , (A17)

where dΩi ≡ sin θi dθi dφi is the solid angle. We perform the solid angle integration first

and get,

∫
dΩp dΩkFg(p1)Fg(p2) =

1

E sinh η (exp [ 1
T

(E cosh η)]− 1)

× ln

(
sinh η

2T
(E cosh η + E sinh η)

sinh η
2T

(E cosh η − E sinh η)

)
(A18)

Incorporating this in eq. (A17) we will find Γgg→χχ = 1/neqg Crel[Fg] using BE distribution.
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FIG. 14: Evaluation of the ratio ΓBE/ΓMB with 1/T (GeV−1) for Cχ/fa = 10−12, CG/fa = 10−10

using two different values of Mχ = 103, 104 GeV shown by the red and blue solid lines.

In Fig.14 we compare the two interaction rates for MB distribution and BE distribution.

We denote ΓBE and ΓMB as interaction rates for g+g → χ+χ using BE and MB distribution

function respectively. We show the evolution of the ratio ΓBE/ΓMB with 1/T (GeV−1) for

Cχ/fa = 10−12, CG/fa = 10−10 using two different values of Mχ = 103, 104 GeV depicted

by the red and blue solid lines. We notice that at higher temperature only, the ratio differs

from 1 i.e. the two interaction rates ΓBE and ΓMB differ by a factor of ∼ 3. However, at low

temperature the ratio becomes 1. This justifies our approximation using MB distribution.
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3. Co-moving abundances

From now on we use MB distribution to compute the collision term. So, we substitute

the collision term from eq.(A8) in eq.(A5) and the Boltzmann equation becomes,

dYχ
dT

(−sHT ) =
16T 6

π5

C2
GC

2
χM

2
χ

f 4
a

(A19)

dYχ
dT

= − 16× 45

2× π7 × 1.66

C2
GC

2
χM

2
χMpl

f 4
a g

s
∗
√
gρ

(A20)

Here ,Yχ = nχ/s and s is the entropy density. Integrating eq.(A20) from T = TRH to T = 0

we will get,

Yχ ∼
C2
GC

2
χM

2
χMpl

f 4
a

TRH (A21)

4. Non-thermalization of gg → χχ

The interaction rate is given by

Γgg→χχ =
1

neqg
C[Fg] (A22)

neqg (T ) =
3ζ(3)

π2
T 3, (A23)

where, ζ(3) is the Riemann zeta function. From eq.(A8) we get,

Γgg→χχ =
T 3

0.36π5

16C2
GC

2
χM

2
χ

f 4
a

(A24)

H(T ) =
1

Mpl

√
8πρ

3
(A25)

where, Mpl = 1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck mass and ρ is radiation energy density given

by,

ρ =
π2

30
gρT

4 (A26)

From eq.(12) comparing Γgg→χχ(TRH) and H(TRH) we get,

TRH .

(
Cg
fa

)−2(
Cχ
fa

)−2

M−2
χ M−1

pl . (A27)
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Appendix B: UV freeze-in from fermion interactions

The amplitude for the process f̄ + f → χ̄+ χ+ h is given by,

|M |2f̄f−χ̄χh = 8 y2
f N

c
f

C2
fC

2
χM

2
χs

f 4
a (s−M2

a )2
(4s− 8m2

f ), (B1)

where, p1,2 are the momentum of incoming fermions and p3,4 are the momentum of outgoing

particles. N c
f is the color factor associated with quarks. Consider the process: f̄ + f →

χ̄+ χ+ h The Boltzmann equation is given by,

ṅχ + 3Hnχ =

∫
dΠfdΠfdΠhdΠχdΠχδ

4(p1 + p2− p3− p4− p5)|M |2f̄f→χχhFf (p1)Ff (p2) (B2)

Here again we assume initial bath particles follow MB distribution, Ff ∼ e−Ef/T . The term

in the R.H.S of eq (A5) is the collison term C[Ff ]. We can simplify C[Ff ] starting from the

initial state phase space

d3p1d
3p2 = (4π|p1|E1dE1)(4π|p2|E2dE2)

(
1

2
cos θ

)
(B3)

Following the notation of ref.[33, 139] we redefine following parameters as:

E+ = E1 + E2, E− = E1 − E2, s = 2M2
f + 2E1E2 − 2|p1||p2| cos θ. (B4)

and after a bit algebra the collision term C[Ff ] further reduces to

C[Ff ] =

∫
ds

T

(2π)4

√
s

4
K1

(√
s

T

)
dΠhdΠχdΠχ ×

×δ4(p1 + p2 − p3 − p4 − p5) |M |2f̄f→χχh. (B5)

Now, more challenging task remains in solving the final state phase space integral. In

c.o.m frame ~p1 + ~p2 = 0. Using the delta function we can write ~p3 + ~p4 + ~p5 = 0 and following

ref.[33] we transform the collision term as

C[Ff ] =
T

16 (2π)7

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ 1

x1

dx2

∫ ∞
smin

ds
s3/2

4
K1

(√
s

T

)
|M |2f̄f→χχh (B6)
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For process like ff → χχh, smin = 4m2
χ (before EWSB). After repeating the same steps as

in eq.(A8)-eq.(A21) we get,

Yχ ∼
N c
f yf C

2
fC

2
χM

2
χMpl

f 4
a

TRH (B7)
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[122] B. Döbrich, F. Ertas, F. Kahlhoefer and T. Spadaro, Model-independent bounds on light

pseudoscalars from rare B-meson decays, Phys. Lett. B 790 (2019) 537 [1810.11336].

[123] D. Aloni, Y. Soreq and M. Williams, Coupling QCD-Scale Axionlike Particles to Gluons,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 031803 [1811.03474].

[124] A. Mariotti, D. Redigolo, F. Sala and K. Tobioka, New LHC bound on low-mass diphoton

resonances, Phys. Lett. B 783 (2018) 13 [1710.01743].

[125] R.T. Co, S. Kumar and Z. Liu, Enhancing Searches for Heavy QCD Axions via Dimuon

Final States, 2210.02462.

[126] ArgoNeuT collaboration, First Constraints on Heavy QCD Axions with a Liquid Argon

Time Projection Chamber using the ArgoNeuT Experiment, 2207.08448.

[127] MicroBooNE, LAr1-ND, ICARUS-WA104 collaboration, A Proposal for a Three

Detector Short-Baseline Neutrino Oscillation Program in the Fermilab Booster Neutrino

Beam, 1503.01520.

[128] SHiP collaboration, A facility to Search for Hidden Particles (SHiP) at the CERN SPS,

1504.04956.

50

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.35.2752
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.023010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04097
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/05/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08370
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.38.3375
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.38.3375
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.221801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.221801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12364
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.095011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.095011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.12522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.071101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07818
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.064
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.11336
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.031803
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.01743
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.02462
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.08448
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01520
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.04956


[129] J.L. Feng, I. Galon, F. Kling and S. Trojanowski, ForwArd Search ExpeRiment at the LHC,

Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 035001 [1708.09389].

[130] M.J. Dolan, T. Ferber, C. Hearty, F. Kahlhoefer and K. Schmidt-Hoberg, Revised

constraints and Belle II sensitivity for visible and invisible axion-like particles, JHEP 12

(2017) 094 [1709.00009].

[131] J. Hisano, R. Nagai and N. Nagata, Effective Theories for Dark Matter Nucleon Scattering,

JHEP 05 (2015) 037 [1502.02244].

[132] H.-Y. Cheng and C.-W. Chiang, Revisiting Scalar and Pseudoscalar Couplings with

Nucleons, JHEP 07 (2012) 009 [1202.1292].

[133] M.A. Shifman, A.I. Vainshtein and V.I. Zakharov, Remarks on Higgs Boson Interactions

with Nucleons, Phys. Lett. B 78 (1978) 443.

[134] T. Abe, M. Fujiwara and J. Hisano, Loop corrections to dark matter direct detection in a

pseudoscalar mediator dark matter model, JHEP 02 (2019) 028 [1810.01039].

[135] G. Arcadi, M. Lindner, F.S. Queiroz, W. Rodejohann and S. Vogl, Pseudoscalar Mediators:

A WIMP model at the Neutrino Floor, JCAP 03 (2018) 042 [1711.02110].

[136] S. Banerjee, D. Barducci, G. Bélanger, B. Fuks, A. Goudelis and B. Zaldivar, Cornering

pseudoscalar-mediated dark matter with the LHC and cosmology, JHEP 07 (2017) 080

[1705.02327].

[137] R. Essig, R. Harnik, J. Kaplan and N. Toro, Discovering New Light States at Neutrino

Experiments, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 113008 [1008.0636].

[138] O. Lebedev and T. Toma, Relativistic Freeze-in, Phys. Lett. B 798 (2019) 134961

[1908.05491].

[139] P. Gondolo and G. Gelmini, Cosmic abundances of stable particles: Improved analysis,

Nucl. Phys. B 360 (1991) 145.

51

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.035001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09389
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)094
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.00009
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2015)037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.02244
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2012)009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.1292
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90481-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.01039
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/03/042
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02110
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02327
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.113008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.0636
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.134961
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.05491
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90438-4


Exotic Hadrons from Scattering in the Diabatic Dynamical Diquark Model
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The diabatic framework generalizes the adiabatic approximation built into the Born-Oppenheimer
(BO) formalism, and is devised to rigorously incorporate the mixing of BO-approximation eigen-
states with two-particle thresholds. We recently applied this framework in a bound-state approxima-
tion to the mixing of hidden-charm dynamical-diquark tetraquark states with open-charm di-meson
thresholds. Since almost all of these states are observed as above-threshold resonances, we here im-
plement the corresponding scattering formalism to allow for a study of exotic tetraquark resonances
within the diabatic framework. We calculate elastic open-charm di-meson cross sections (in chan-
nels with zero, open, and hidden strangeness) as functions of center-of-mass energy, and observe the
development of true resonances, near resonances, and various threshold cusp effects. As an example,
χc1(3872) can originate in the 1++ channel as a diquark-antidiquark state enhanced by the D0D

∗0

threshold, with or without an additional contribution from the conventional charmonium χc1(2P )
state.
Keywords: Exotic hadrons, diquarks, scattering

I. INTRODUCTION

Reaching the 20-year anniversary of the first clear
experimental evidence for the existence of heavy-quark
exotic hadrons—the observation of the charmoniumlike
state now called χc1(3872) [1]—the field of hadron spec-
troscopy now faces the same scientific challenges shared
by many other areas of study. Some definitive answers
on the nature of these states have been obtained; but
many of the original questions remain, and many new
questions have arisen. More than 60 heavy-quark exotic
candidates have been observed to date, notably some of
which that were first seen shortly after the 2003 discov-
ery of χc1(3872) by Belle [1] (e.g., Y (4260) in 2005 by
BaBar [2], which has subsequently been determined by
BESIII to consist of more than one state [3]). Despite a
longstanding need for a theoretical paradigm to describe
the structure, production, and decays of these states, no
universally predictive model has emerged capable of ac-
commodating all of them [4–16]. A number of these ex-
otic candidates (some of which are listed in Table I) lie
remarkably close to some particular di-hadron threshold,
the most notable example being χc1(3872):

mχc1(3872) −mD0 −mD∗0 = −0.04± 0.09 MeV, (1)

using the averaged mass value for each particle provided
by the Particle Data Group (PDG) [17]. Clearly, it can be
no coincidence that so many of these states appear near
a threshold. Some of them, such as χc1(3872), lie close
below the corresponding threshold, suggesting a possi-
ble description via a di-hadron molecular picture, with
the hadron pair (in this case, D0D̄∗0 plus its charge-
conjugate) being bound in part via π0 exchange. In fact,

∗ Richard.Lebed@asu.edu
† srmart16@asu.edu

this interpretation has a rich history, in some cases long
predating the χc1(3872) discovery [18–20]. Others, such
as the Z states of Table I, lie close above a threshold, dis-
couraging the naive meson-exchange molecular descrip-
tion. A complete, self-consisent model must be able to
describe the relation between these exotic states and their
nearby thresholds, as well as states that lie relatively far
from any di-hadron threshold, such as Zc(4430) or many
of the JPC = 1−− Y states.

Adding to the puzzle, χc1(3872) exhibits some behav-
iors that seem to imply the importance of short-distance
components of its wavefunction, such as in its appre-
ciable decays to J/ψ, χc1, and γψ(2S), with the radia-
tive decays being especially significant. However, given
the tiny binding energy [Eq. (1)] available to a molec-
ular χc1(3872), one would expect its observables to be
utterly dominated by long-distance interactions. This
contradiction, in part, has led to the long-standing view
that χc1(3872) contains at least some component of the
fundamental charmonium state χc1(2P ) [21]. However,
an alternate short-range, color-attractive configuration
is available to the χc1(3872), in the form of a diquark-
antidiquark pair: (cu)3̄(c̄ū)3.

In fact, one approach using this paradigm, the dynam-
ical diquark model [22, 23], has made strides in success-
fully representing the χc1(3872) as an exotic diquark-
antidiquark state, as well generating the full accompa-
nying spectra of both tetraquark and pentaquark exotic
multiplets in multiple flavor sectors [23–29]. These ad-
vances include the incorporation of effects such as spin-
and isospin-dependent interactions, SU(3)flavor mixing,
and most recently, mixing between diquark-antidiquark
states and nearby di-hadron thresholds [30].

While the original dynamical diquark model calcula-
tions were performed assuming that di-hadron thresholds
close in mass to those of the diquark-antidiquark states
can be neglected—which imposes the framework of the
Born-Oppenheimer (BO) approximation—the incorpora-
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TABLE I. Examples of heavy-quark exotic candidates lying
particularly close in mass (< 15 MeV) to a di-hadron thresh-
old.

Exotic candidate Di-hadron threshold
χc1(3872) D0D̄∗0

Zc(3900) DD̄∗

Zc(4020) D∗D̄∗

Pc(4312) ΣcD̄
Pc(4450)/Pc(4457) ΣcD̄

∗

Zb(10610) BB̄∗

Zb(10650) B∗B̄∗

tion of di-hadron threshold mixing can be accomplished
through its rigorous generalization; this so-called diabatic
formalism was originally developed for, and has long been
used in, molecular physics [31]. First introduced into
hadronic physics by Ref. [32] to analyze exotic states pro-
duced by the mixing of heavy quarkonium QQ̄ with di-
hadron thresholds, the diabatic framework also provides
a method through which diquark-antidiquark states mix-
ing with di-hadron thresholds can be analyzed [30].

Almost all exotic states lie above the energy threshold
of the lowest possible open-heavy-flavor hadron pair with
the same JPC and flavor quantum numbers. While these
states may, in some cases, be approximated as bound
states (which is the assumption of Refs. [30, 32, 33]), the
more accurate treatment is to view these states as reso-
nant poles within scattering processes. The unification
of the diabatic formalism with scattering theory, again
using QQ̄/di-hadron mixing, was pioneered in Ref. [34].
Here, we expand upon the work of Ref. [30] by developing
the same techniques for δ-δ̄/di-hadron mixing.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we de-
fine the features of the dynamical diquark model, which
generates the spectrum of heavy-quark exotic hadrons
studied here. Section III describes the diabatic formal-
ism that generalizes the adiabatic formalism inherent in
the BO approximation used by the original dynamical
diquark model. The diabatic formalism is incorporated
in Sec. IV into scattering theory, particularly in order
to study open-flavor heavy-meson elastic scattering pro-
cesses, in which exotic resonances (ultimately originating
as dynamical-diquark states) may occur. In Sec. V, we
first reprise our previous bound-state calculations, and
then present numerical results for hidden-charm scatter-
ing cross sections and discuss the diverse interesting fea-
tures that arise. Section VI summarizes our conclusions
and indicates the next directions for research.

II. THE DYNAMICAL DIQUARK MODEL

The dynamical diquark picture [22] provides key con-
text for the construction of the full scattering model de-
veloped in this paper. In the original picture, quark pairs
(qQ) and (q̄Q̄) in (attractive) color-triplet configurations

(Q being heavy) are produced within relative proxim-
ity of each other, and with a high relative momentum
with respect to the opposite pair; such a scenario occurs
in an appreciable fraction of QQ̄ production processes.
Thus, the diquarks δ ≡ (qQ)3̄ and δ̄ ≡ (q̄Q̄)3 can natu-
rally form as compact objects, especially since heavy Q
have less Fermi motion. Due to confinement, they re-
main bound to each other via a color flux tube. The
kinetic energy associated with the high relative momen-
tum is then converted into the potential energy of the
flux tube as the distance between the diquarks increases,
the δ-δ̄ separation eventually reaching a maximum as
the relative momentum between the compact diquarks
drops toward zero. With an appreciable distance now
separating the quark-antiquark pairs that can form color
singlets, this configuration has difficulty hadronizing, al-
lowing it to persist long enough to be observed as an
exotic tetraquark resonance. The analogous process for
the pentaquark case [35] can also be described using this
mechanism by substituting δ̄ → θ̄, where the color-triplet
triquark is defined by θ̄ ≡ [Q̄(q1q2)3̄]3.

The dynamical diquark model is then constructed from
this picture by implementing the BO approximation for
QCD, as described in detail in Sec. III. This approxi-
mation, which has been extensively used to study heavy
hybrid mesons, provides the most natural formalism for
describing such a quasi-static system. The end result of
applying the BO approximation is the generation of a
set of effective static potentials, which in turn are used
to produce a full spectrum of state multiplets. These
BO potentials may be explicitly calculated on the lattice
(see, e.g., Refs. [36–38]). The multiplets of states within
these potentials are denoted by a set of five quantum
numbers: Λεη(nL), where Λεη define the BO potentials
through the symmetries of the light degrees of freedom
(d.o.f.), and n,L indicate the familiar radial and orbital
quantum numbers defining the orbitals of each BO po-
tential. Explicitly, the labels Λεη designate irreducible
representations of the group D∞h, which describes the
symmetries inherent to a cylinder whose axis coincides
with the characteristic radial separation vector r̂ of the
heavy quasiparticle pair.

A more detailed discussion of these potentials, as well
as their application to δδ̄ and δθ̄ systems, may be found
in Refs. [23, 24]. For the purpose of this analysis,
Refs. [24–26] are especially important by providing clear
numerical indications that these potentials correctly de-
scribe multiplet mass averages for heavy-quark exotic
states in each light-flavor sector (e.g., cc̄qq̄′ in 1S and
1P states, cc̄qqq, cc̄ss̄, bb̄qq̄′), and these multiplets are
shown to accommodate the JPC quantum numbers of all
known exotics. The multiplet mass averages may then
be resolved into a fine-structure spectrum by introducing
Hamiltonian spin- and isospin-dependent operators that
are expected to be the ones most relevant for describ-
ing fine-structure effects. In general, the number of free
parameters in the model is then (n + 1), consisting of n
fine-structure operators included in the analysis, plus the



3

diquark (triquark) mass mδ (mθ). A phenomenological
fixing of these parameters, where one fits to the numeri-
cal value of each so that the best-understood exotic states
emerge naturally, is the approach of Refs. [24–29, 39];
mass predictions for every member of the complete spec-
trum of states then immediately follows.

III. THE DIABATIC APPROACH

The incorporation of the diabatic approach into the
dynamical diquark model [30] signifies a departure from
the strict framework of the BO approximation to its rig-
orous generalization [31], and we reprise its development
for hadronic systems here. To describe a (nonrelativistic)
system consisting of two heavy color sources interacting
through light (quark and gluon) fields, one begins with
the Hamiltonian

H = Kheavy +Hlight = p2

2µheavy
+Hlight, (2)

where Hlight contains the light-field static energy, as well
as the heavy-light interaction. Under the BO frame-
work, one writes the solutions to the corresponding
Schrödinger equation as

|ψ〉 =
∑
i

∫
dr ψ̃i(r) |r〉 |ξi(r)〉, (3)

where |r〉 are defined as states of heavy source pairs
with separation vector r, and |ξi(r)〉 are eigenstates of
Hlight. Note that the heavy and light states here refer-
ence the same value of r; Eq. (3) is called the adiabatic
expansion, although the expression at this point remains
general. The set {|ξi(r)〉} forms a complete, orthonor-
mal basis for the light d.o.f. at any given r, but in gen-
eral, configuration mixing occurs at different values of r:
〈ξj(r′)|ξi(r)〉 6= 0 even for j 6= i. Inserting Eq. (3) into
the Schrödinger equation and taking inner products with
〈ξj(r)|, after some manipulations one arrives at

∑
i

(
− ~2

2µQQ̄
[∇+ τ(r)]2ji + [Vj(r)− E] δji

)
ψ̃i(r) = 0,

(4)
where the functions τ(r)ji, known as Non-Adiabatic Cou-
pling Terms (NACTs), are defined as

τji(r) ≡ 〈ξj(r)|∇ξi(r)〉. (5)

If, in addition, the heavy d.o.f.’s are sufficiently heavy
compared to the light d.o.f.’s, then one may approximate
the light d.o.f.’s as instantaneously (adiabatically) adapt-
ing to changes in the heavy-source separation, which in
this notation reads 〈ξi(r′)|ξi(r)〉 ≈ 1 for small separation
r′ 6= r, the adiabatic approximation. Additionally, at val-
ues of r′, r where the light-field eigenstates do not appre-
ciably mix, one has 〈ξj(r′)|ξi(r)〉 ≈ 0 for j 6= i, which is

called the single-channel approximation. These two ap-
proximations define the full BO approximation, and are
conveniently summarized by the single condition on the
NACTs:

τji(r) = 〈ξj(r)|∇ξi(r)〉 ≈ 0. (6)

For systems containing a heavy (hence static) QQ̄ pair,
unquenched lattice-QCD calculations have long found
that this approximation works well in regions far from en-
ergy thresholds for on-shell di-meson production. Close
to these thresholds, the static light-field energies ex-
perience an avoided level-crossing, thus demonstrating
the explicit breaking of the single-channel approxima-
tion [40, 41]. In order to discuss more general mixed
states that may have such energies, one may adopt the
rigorous generalization of the BO approximation known
as the diabatic formalism [31]. This method rewrites the
expansion of the solution Eq. (3) as

|ψ〉 =
∑
i

∫
dr′ψ̃i(r′, r0) |r′〉 |ξi(r0)〉, (7)

where r0 is a free parameter. Here again, the complete-
ness of the basis {|ξi(r)〉}, regardless of the choice of r, is
crucial. In analogy to the previous procedure, one inserts
the expansion Eq. (7) into the Schrödinger equation and
takes inner products with 〈ξj(r0)|, thus producing:

∑
i

[
− ~2

2µi
δij∇2 + Vji(r, r0)− Eδji

]
ψ̃i(r, r0) = 0. (8)

Now the object of interest is Vji, which is known as the
diabatic potential matrix; it is defined as

Vji(r, r0) ≡ 〈ξj(r0)|Hlight|ξi(r0)〉. (9)

The NACT method and the diabatic-potential method
are rigorously equivalent, as shown in Refs. [31, 32],
but the latter is more convenient for our numerical sim-
ulations. As discussed in Ref. [32], one may choose
r0 far from potential-energy level crossings, such that
the states |ξi(r0)〉 may be unambiguously identified with
pure, unmixed configurations. For the specific applica-
tion to dynamical-diquark states with a fixed value of r0,
we identify the diagonal elements of this matrix as the
static light-field energies Vδδ̄ associated with a pure δδ̄
state and its corresponding di-meson thresholds V (i)

M1M2
,

i = 1, 2, . . . , N . Explicitly, Vji may then be written as

V =


Vδδ̄(r) V

(1)
mix(r) · · · V

(N)
mix

(r)
V

(1)
mix(r) V

(1)
M1M2

(r)
...

. . .
V

(N)
mix

(r) V
(N)
M1M2

(r)

 , (10)

where we ignore direct mixing terms between any two di-
meson configurations (i.e., the suppressed elements are
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zero). For the purposes of this work, we set each pure
di-meson energy to be the free energy of the state, i.e.,

V
(i)
M1M2

(r)→ TM1M2
= M1 +M2 . (11)

One could of course instead replace V (i)
M1M2

(r) with a
mildly attractive potential (e.g., pion-exchange interac-
tions or the effects of triangle singularities), as suggested
in Ref. [30].

IV. SCATTERING THEORY

As noted in the Introduction, the diabatic formal-
ism provides a method to study mixed but still for-
mally bound states. In contrast, nearly all of the ex-
otic candidates have been observed solely through their
strong-interaction decays, and therefore should properly
be treated as resonances in scattering theory, i.e., as poles
in a scattering S-matrix.

Here we review the construction of the K-matrix
formalism as a method of retrieving the S-matrix for
coupled-channel eigenstates of the Schrödinger equation,
specifically using the method of Ref. [42]. The K-matrix
has several advantages over the S-matrix, in particular
that it can be chosen to be real and symmetric (assuming
time-reversal symmetry), and that pole terms induced by
distinct resonances, even heavily overlapping ones, may
be simply added together in the K-matrix (unlike for the
S-matrix). In this work, we consider only elastic scatter-
ing of asymptotically pure di-meson configurations. As
discussed in Ref. [33], this type of scattering, mediated by
the short-range mixing of di-meson and δδ̄ states, is the
natural physical process in which to study the asymptotic
behavior of solutions to Eq. (8). Collecting the set of lin-
early independent solutions to the Schrödinger equation
into a matrix Ψ, one may write the asymptotic behavior
as

Ψ(r) = J(r)−N(r)K, (12)

where K denotes the K- (or reaction) matrix, and J and
N are the (diagonal) solutions to the Schrödinger equa-
tion in the r → ∞ limit, at which only the centrifu-
gal part of the potential remains significant. Following
Ref. [42], we choose the closed-channel elements (chan-
nels with thresholds above the total energy E) of both
matrices to be proportional to their corresponding mod-
ified spherical Bessel functions (xi ≡ rki, where ki is the
wave number for the ith channel):

Jij = xi ·i`j (xi) δij ,
Nij = xi ·k`j (xi) δij , (13)

while the open-channel elements (channels with thresh-
olds below the total energy E) are set to be the Riccati-
Bessel functions,

Jij = xi ·j`j (xi) δij ,
Nij = xi ·n`j (xi) δij . (14)

Formally, one may then write K as a function of J, N,
and the log-derivative y of the matrix solution Ψ, y ≡
Ψ′Ψ−1:

K = (yN−N′)−1 (yJ− J′) . (15)

In the sign convention for K imposed by Eq. (12) (see
Ref. [43] for alternate sign conventions for all of these
quantities), the S-matrix is obtained as:

S = (I− iKoo)−1(I + iKoo), (16)

where Koo denotes the sub-matrix of K containing only
elements that connect open channels to other open chan-
nels. That Eq. (16) can be expressed solely in terms of
Koo relies directly upon the specific forms of Eqs. (13)–
(14), as is thoroughly explained in Ref. [44]. Refer-
ence [42] also provides a method for numerically cal-
culating Eq. (15) using the reduced Numerov method,
which has already been employed extensively for solving
dynamical-diquark Schrödinger equations (starting with
Ref. [24]).

We now briefly comment on the form of the solutions
contained in Ψ. Since this analysis is concerned only with
the elastic scattering of asymptotically pure di-meson
states, we restrict this discussion to the elements of Ψ
associated with those states. With VM1M2

(r) = TM1M2
,

the well-known unmixed solutions are:

ψ
(i)
JPC,mJ

(r) =
√

2
π
µ(i)p(i) i`

(i)
k j

`
(i)
k

(p(i)r)YJ,mJ

`
(i)
k
s

(i)
k

(r̂),
(17)

where YJ,mJ

`
(i)
k
s

(i)
k

are irreducible tensors of rank J ,

YJ,mJ

`
(i)
k
s

(i)
k

≡ 〈r̂|`, s, J,mJ〉 =
∑
m`,ms

Cm`,ms,mJ`,s,J Y m`` (r̂) ξmss ,

(18)
built with the conventional Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
Cm`,ms,mJ`,s,J , spherical harmonics Y m`` (r̂), and spinors
ξmss . In addition, k and (i) denote the kth partial wave of
the ith di-meson threshold with quantum numbers JPC ,
while j` is the `th spherical Bessel function of the first
kind, p(i) =

√
2µ(i)(E − T (i)) is the relative momentum

(or wave number) of the di-meson pair, and
√

2
πµ

(i)p(i)

is a factor introduced in Ref. [34] to normalize the full
solution in terms of energy E:

〈ΨE′ |ΨE〉 = δ(E′ − E). (19)

One may go further by using the large-argument asymp-
totic expression for spherical Bessel functions,

j`(pr)→
1
pr

sin
(
pr − `π2

)
. (20)

This form allows for mixed solutions to be clearly ex-
pressed using well-known elastic scattering theory (e.g.,
Eq. (11.17) in Ref. [45]): The effect of mixing with a
short-range attractive state, in this case δδ̄, enters as a
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channel- and momentum-dependent phase shift δ in the
unmixed asymptotic wavefunctions of the di-meson con-
figurations. Explicitly,

1
p(i)r

sin
(
p(i)r − `π2

)
−→

eiδ
(i)
`

1
p(i)r

sin
(
p(i)r − `π2 + δ

(i)
`

)
. (21)

Summing over all partial waves k (and adopting the no-
tation of Ref. [34] as closely as possible), we have

ψ
(i)
JPC,mJ

(r) = 1
r

√
2µ(i)

πp(i)

∑
k

i`
(i)
k a

(i)
JPC;k

× 1
p(i)r

sin
(
p(i)r − `k

π

2 + δ
(i)
JPC;k

)
YJ,mJ

`
(i)
k
s

(i)
k

(r̂), (22)

where the usual scattering coefficients a(i)
JPC;k keep track

of the weighted amplitude that each partial wave con-
tributes to the overall JPC state. Finally, one may now
write the asymptotic wavefunction of a di-meson to di-
meson scattering state (i ← i′), in specific partial waves
k′ ≡ (`(i′), s(i′))→ k ≡ (`(i), s(i)), as

ψi←i
′

JPC,mJ ;k′(r)=1
r

√
2µ(i)

πp(i)

∑
k

i`
(i)
k ×[

δii′δkk′sin
(
p(i)r − `(i)k

π

2

)
+ p(i)f i←i

′

JPC;k,k′e
i(p(i)r−`(i)

k
π
2 )
]

×YJ,mJ
k (r̂), (23)

with f i←i
′

JPC ;k,k′ being the partial-wave scattering ampli-
tude. In the present analysis, f i←i′JPC ;k,k′ are the objects
of interest, since one may extract the elastic-scattering
cross sections directly from these scattering amplitudes.

We do so, again following the work of Ref. [34], and
thus provide a proof-of-concept calculation of elastic-
scattering cross sections for the di-meson configurations
(mediated by coupling to δδ̄ states) as discussed in
Sec. III. This may be done using the S-matrix by calcu-
lating the scattering amplitude

f i←i
′

JPC = (S − I)ii′
2ip(i) , (24)

with which one may calculate the JPC-specific partial
cross section

σi←i
′

JPC = 4π(2J + 1)
(2s

M
(i′)
1

+ 1)(2s
M

(i′)
2

+ 1)
∑
k,k′

|f i←i
′

JPC ;k,k′ |
2. (25)

For the purposes of this calculation, we instead calculate
a normalized cross section σ̄ [34],

σ̄i←i
′

JPC =
∑
k,k′

|p(i)f i←i
′

JPC ;k,k′ |
2, (26)

which allows for a clearer investigation of the behavior
near threshold (where phase space, and hence σ, van-
ishes), as well as providing more unequivocal indications
of resonant behavior, in which fully saturated resonances
are expected to reach the maximum allowed value of
unity for σ̄.

V. RESULTS

In this analysis, we assume the mixing elements of the
diabatic-potential matrix in Eq. (10) to have the simple
Gaussian form [32]:

|V (i)
mix(r)| = ∆

2 exp

−1
2

[
V
δδ̄

(r)− T (i)
M1M2

]2
Λ2

 , (27)

where ∆ is the strength of the mixing and Λ is a width
parameter, both with units of energy. To produce mean-
ingful results, ∆ must be large enough to induce sufficient
mixing with δδ̄ states that clearly indicates the impor-
tance of nearby di-meson thresholds, while Λ must be
small enough not to induce excess mixing with thresholds
far from the original δδ̄ state; until lattice-QCD simula-
tions are able to provide specific values for these param-
eters, their magnitudes remain constrained only by these
qualitative constraints. One may rewrite Λ as

Λ = ρσ, (28)

where ρ may be identified as the radial scale of the mix-
ing, while σ is the string tension of the δδ̄ configura-
tion. As discussed in Ref. [32], this particular form of
the mixing potential, which is motivated by results of lat-
tice QCD [41], acts as a phenomenological placeholder,
in anticipation of future precision lattice simulations.

We then reproduce the results of the bound-state for-
malism in Ref. [30], with a slight variation of model pa-
rameters:

ρ = 0.165 fm, (29)
∆ = 0.295 GeV, (30)

mcq̄ = mqc̄ = 1927.1 MeV, (31)
mcs̄ = msc̄ = 1944.6 MeV, (32)

and, for the ground-state BO potential Σ+
g ,

Vδδ̄(r) = −α
r

+ σr + V0 +mδ +mδ̄ , (33)

where α, σ, and V0 are 0.053 GeV·fm, 1.097 GeV/fm, and
−0.380 GeV, respectively [46]. Hence, Λ in Eq. (27) is
0.181 GeV. We note that applying the hybrid QQ̄ po-
tential inputs obtained from lattice simulations for the
δδ̄ case is reasonable, since both are color 3-3̄ potentials
between two heavy sources. For BO potentials above
Σ+
g , which generally tend to mix with each other, the

extension of this formalism is straightforward. However,
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in this work we focus solely on the Σ+
g potential, since

all exotics found to date appear to be accommodated
within its orbitals [24]. These results are presented in
Tables II, III, and IV. As in Ref. [30], the mixing param-
eters are retrieved by fitting to the χc1(3872) mass cen-
tral value 3871.65 MeV reported by the PDG [17], while
keeping the same diquark mass mcq̄ [Eq. (31)] found in
Ref. [29]. Additionally, the mixing parameters are mod-
erately constrained to reproduce certain behaviors of the
mixing angle between the δδ̄ and DD̄∗ components: i.e.,
the mixing angle θ(r) must smoothly and quickly vary
between 0 and π/2 as r decreases/increases away from
the critical radius rc, which is defined as the separation
for which Vδδ̄(rc) equals the DD̄∗ threshold mass (see
Refs. [30, 32]). Again, we note that these mixing pa-
rameters ρ,∆ are not uniquely defined by this fit, and
thus only serve as working values for the present anal-
ysis. With these inputs, the diquark mass mcs̄ is then
fixed [Eq. (32)] by requiring the 0++ cc̄ss̄ state to have
mass equal to the central value 3921.7 MeV for X(3915)
given by the PDG [17].

Once these parameters are fixed, the diabatic dynam-
ical-diquark model Hamiltonian (not yet including fine
structure) for each tetraquark flavor sector, cc̄qq̄′, cc̄qs̄,
and cc̄ss̄, is completely specified. This assertion, of
course, assumes that the mixing parameters are uni-
versal, and not unique to each threshold or flavor sec-
tor. Some work towards this end, specifically to include
heavy-quark spin-symmetry breaking effects, has been
carried out in Ref. [47], where the author calculates tran-
sition rates between the elementary state (in that case,
QQ̄) and its corresponding thresholds. Using the for-
malism described in Sec. IV, we may then directly pro-
duce flavor- and JPC-specific cross sections as functions
of center-of-mass energy. In aggregate, these results are
presented in Figs. 1–11. Some universal characteristics
include the stability of all major functional features in σ̄
[Eq. (26)] upon minor variations of the phenomenolog-
ically determined parameters ρ, ∆, and mδ. Addition-
ally, we find resonant behavior to occur in all but one
of the cross sections, which is consistent with the calcu-
lations performed under the bound-state framework of
Refs. [30, 32]. That is, we find resonances in the near
proximity of all predicted bound states.

A. cc̄qq̄′

Unique amongst the cc̄qq̄′ sector are the 1++ results
presented in Fig. 1. Here, in addition to δδ̄, we incorpo-
rate a cc̄ channel [representing the fundamental χc1(2P )
state] into the diabatic-potential matrix, with a mixing
potential connecting this channel to the (same) corre-
sponding di-meson thresholds. This particular simula-
tion, unlike others in the cc̄qq̄′ category, necessarily pro-
duces only isosinglet amplitudes. The mixing, for which
we adopt the same form as that for δδ̄-M1M2, is pa-
rameterized using the results of Ref. [32]: specifically,

ρcc̄ = 0.3 fm and ∆cc̄ = 0.130 GeV. A direct compar-
ison with Fig. 2, in which the cc̄ channel is removed,
reveals that its inclusion in Fig. 1 can result in the for-
mation of a secondary peak containing significant overlap
with the peak appearing at the mass of χc1(3872). Addi-
tional contributions from the processes D∗D̄∗ and DsD̄

∗
s

are also induced by the inclusion of the χc1(2P ) compo-
nent in Fig. 1. We also note the appearance of thresh-
old effects at the DsD̄

∗
s mass (∼4081 MeV) in Figs. 1

and 2, since this model makes no attempt to address
the Okubo-Zweig-Iizuka (OZI) suppression required for
transitions between states containing qq̄ and ss̄. Lastly,
we find (but do not exhibit here) that the usual elastic
scattering phase δ`, defined by

Sii
′

` ≡ e2iδi←i
′

` , (34)

exhibits resonant behavior (sharp transitions in δ reach-
ing above π/2) at both major peaks in Fig. 1. However,
this conclusion is only true for the mixed S-D partial
wave, i.e., DD̄∗(` = 0)↔ DD̄∗(` = 2). The pure S-wave
process, DD̄∗(` = 0) ↔ DD̄∗(` = 0), nearly reaches
π/2 at the χc1(3872) mass, and then smoothly trails off
at higher energies; but if one varies the parameters ρ or
∆, then it is possible to induce a value of δ that rises
above π/2 in the pure S-wave process at the same mass.
Under this variation, the same resonant behavior as in
the other partial-wave channels is still observed. This
result implies that the current framework can easily ac-
commodate a pair of resonant states δδ̄ and χc1(2P ), ei-
ther fully overlapping or clearly discernable, each mixing
with nearby di-hadron thresholds.

Our 0++ results in Fig. 3 show a wide, fully saturated
peak at 3900 MeV in the process DD̄ → DD̄, with non-
trivial modifications from both DsD̄s and D∗D̄∗ thresh-
olds as well. This result is consistent with expectations
inferred from Table II, where the bound-state approxi-
mation produces significant contributions from the cor-
responding thresholds to a state with matching energy,
3903.83 MeV. In Fig. 3, the impacts of threshold effects
in the lineshapes are clearly visible.

Conversely, for 2++ scattering (Fig. 4), we observe a
sharp peak near 3910 MeV, which can be unambiguously
assigned to the corresponding state (3917.44 MeV) of Ta-
ble II. Outside of this peak in the 2++ cross section,
there are relatively small contributions in all but the
D∗D̄∗ channel. We also observe the same preferential
2++ coupling to D∗D̄∗ in Table II, despite its threshold
(∼4014 MeV) being significantly higher in mass than the
DsD̄s threshold (∼3937 MeV). In Ref. [30], this enhance-
ment is attributed to the fact that the D∗D̄∗ threshold
coupling to 2++ allows an S-wave coupling, which is nat-
urally expected to dominate over ` > 0 configurations
(D-wave for D(s)D̄(s) in 2++) in scattering processes.

While the sharpness of the peak in Fig. 4 suggests the
existence of a clear δδ̄ resonance with JPC = 2++ that
should be immediately detectable by experiment, it is im-
portant to point out that the width of peaks in this anal-
ysis arises solely from the diabatic mixing of di-meson



7

TABLE II. Calculated eigenvalues and component-state admixtures for the cc̄qq̄′ sector obtained from solving Eq. (8) for specific
JP C numbers. Suppressed entries indicate contributions that are individually finite but <1% or give no contribution.

JP C E (MeV) δδ̄ DD̄∗ DsD̄s D∗D̄∗ D∗sD̄
∗
s

0++ 3903.83 69.8% 22.7% 6.9%
1++ 3871.65 9.1% 90.9%
2++ 3917.44 86.0% 1.5% 10.4% 1.5%

DD̄1 DD̄∗2 D∗D̄1

1−− 4269.58 44.0% 51.2% 2.4% 1.5%

threshold components, rather than through direct decay
couplings. In particular, if an elementary δδ̄ (or, for that
matter, cc̄) state lies far from all diabatic-coupled thresh-
olds, then its width inferred from these figures may turn
out to be much narrower than the physical width one
would obtain when direct transition couplings are prop-
erly included. In the present case, the isoscalar 2++ chan-
nel is already known to feature the cc̄ candidate χc2(2P )
at 3922.5±1.0 MeV [17] (which could certainly have been
included in this analysis, in the same manner as done in
Fig. 1), and this state has a substantial width of about
35 MeV, likely largely due to its observed (D-wave) DD̄
decay mode. The calculation of these widths through
conventional methods (i.e., as performed in Ref. [33] for
cc̄ states in the diabatic formalism) will appear in future
work.

In this work we now include bound-state results (Ta-
ble II) for the 1−− cc̄qq̄′ channel (which did not appear
in the results of Ref. [30]), and also present the cor-
responding cross section (Fig. 5). The energy interval
(4.15–4.50 GeV) exhibited for the analysis in this chan-
nel is restricted to impose stringent requirements upon
which thresholds to include, in order to admit only those
expected to generate the most physically significant ef-
fects. Thus, we include only thresholds for meson pairs
with relatively small individual widths (< 50 MeV), and
(with the exception of D∗sD̄∗s) that couple to 1−− in an
S-wave. This calculation produces a resonant peak with
an extraordinarily small width (only 4.2 MeV), but again
we caution the reader that the widths of states appear-
ing in these plots are based upon incomplete physical
input. At a mass of about 4240 MeV, this peak is clearly
sensitive to the D∗sD̄

∗
s threshold, which again requires

an OZI-suppressed amplitude to couple to cc̄qq̄. It is
natural to identify this peak with ψ(4230), even though
this state’s open-charm decay modes are poorly known
(only π+D0D∗− has thus far been seen [17]). We also
note a nearly 30-MeV shift of the resonant peak from
the bound-state energy predicted by the corresponding
state in Table II. While we have yet to explicitly calculate
the expected bound-state mass shifts that arise from the
perturbative introduction of couplings to open thresh-
olds, Ref. [33] provides a rough estimate of what might
be expected through their analogous calculation in cc̄-
D

(∗)
(s)D̄

(∗)
(s) mixing. A comparison to the largest shift noted

in that work, roughly 28 MeV, allows for the reasonable

identification of the peak in Fig. 5 with the 1−− bound
state of Table II. Beyond this peak, the 1−− channel as
displayed in Fig. 5 exhibits an abundance of threshold
behaviors in all presented cross sections.

B. cc̄ss̄ and cc̄qs̄

The full suite of cc̄ss̄ results is presented in Figs. 6–8,
while the cc̄qs̄ results appear in Figs. 9–11. Beginning
with our 0++ findings for the cc̄ss̄ sector (Fig. 6), we ob-
serve further agreement with our bound-state predictions
(Table III) in the appearance of a fully saturated peak at
3920 MeV in DD̄ → DD̄. One may note the similarity
of this lineshape with the analogous one in the cc̄qq̄′ sec-
tor (Fig. 3). Such results are a direct result of the fact
that this formalism is currently “blind” to any effects due
to strangeness, other than through explicit differences
in diquark and meson masses. We expect this effect to
diminish as additional SU(3)flavor symmetry breaking is
incorporated.

In the 1++ results for this sector (Fig. 7), we find
a relatively wide peak centered at 3925 MeV in the
DD̄∗ → DD̄∗ cross section. While this result may appear
to discourage assignment to the 1++ state in Table III
(3968.47 MeV), we note the relatively long tail present
in this peak structure, and also recall the up-to-30 MeV
downwards shift that may be caused by the introduction
of open thresholds. These two facts argue that an assign-
ment of the peak in Fig. 7 to the 1++ bound state in Ta-
ble III is not unreasonable, and indeed, show how strong
threshold effects can be in certain channels. As thresh-
old structures are abundant throughout the full results of
this analysis, we draw attention to their absence in both
hidden-flavor 1++ resonances [Figs. 2 and 7] at the D∗D̄∗
threshold. As symmetry forbids an S-wave 1−1− → 1++

coupling, this threshold has only a D-wave coupling to
1++. Thus, these results provide further evidence for the
dominance of S-wave couplings in scattering processes.

Lastly, we find the 2++-channel scattering (Fig. 8)
to yield a sharp (but not fully saturated) peak around
3925 MeV, which falls within the aforementioned 30-MeV
interval for reasonable identification with the correspond-
ing bound state of Table III. In Fig. 8, we observe a
uniquely interesting case, in which the state appears to
be dragged below the previously open threshold of DsD̄s
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[although Table III disallows admixture to this state be-
cause the bound state (3949.33 MeV) was found to lie
above the DsD̄s threshold (∼3937 MeV)]. In the scatter-
ing context, DsD̄s only couples to 2++ through a D-wave,
and therefore is still expected to be suppressed compared
to S-waves.

The cc̄qs̄ sector provides another opportunity to exam-
ine the nearly unbroken SU(3)flavor symmetry present in
this calculation. A near-perfect overlap is observed for
1+ elastic D∗D̄s and DD̄∗s scattering processes (Fig. 9).
We find no resonant behavior in these results, consis-
tent with the 1+ prediction of Table IV, which indicates
an eigenstate (3912.73 MeV) below the lowest available
di-meson threshold (∼3975 MeV). Additionally, we find
fully saturated peaks in both the 0+ (Fig. 10) and 2+

(Fig. 11) results, centered just above and just below
3950 MeV, respectively. Of the two, the peak found
in 2+ DD̄s → DD̄s notably has the smallest apparent
width of any appearing in this analysis (but with the
same caveats discussed above). In both cases, the loca-
tion of the peak differs only slightly from the predictions
of Table IV, which, interestingly, our calculations show
can be attributed to the introduction of the DD̄s thresh-
old (∼3833 MeV), which lies well below the predicted
eigenvalues. One may also contrast the contributions of
the D∗D̄s and DD̄∗s processes in Figs. 9 and 11. We
see that a bound-state calculation in which over 90% of
the content is δδ̄ (i.e., Fig. 11 but not Fig. 9) produces
no obvious structure in σ̄ for scattering processes with
thresholds far above the resonance. This conclusion is
corroborated by the results of Figs. 7 and 10.

In addition, the inputs in this sector are completely
fixed by the phenomenological fits to the other flavor
sectors, and thus provide useful benchmarks for com-
parison against experiment. The 1+ state of Table IV
(3912.73 MeV) in particular, which is generally unaf-
fected by the changes introduced in the present calcu-
lation, may ultimately be associated with the observed
Zcs(3985) [17], once multiplet fine-structure effects are
included, especially the mixing of strange states in dis-
tinct 1+ SU(3)flavor multiplets [29]. This assignment
works especially well when one compares the admixtures
of the Table IV state with the fact that Zcs(3985) has
been observed as a DsD̄

∗ + D∗sD̄ resonance [48]. The
difference between these two masses (∼70 MeV) is well
within the largest fine-structure mass-splitting effect pre-
dicted for diquark-antidiquark states in this sector [29].

An additional comparison is available from the 1++

state of Table III: Although the mass difference is much
larger [∼170 MeV, corresponding to the cc̄ss̄ candidate
χc1(4140)], it is not yet known how the fine structure of
diabatic dynamical diquark states differs from those that
are blind to threshold effects, particularly once effects
sensitive to the larger strange-quark mass are properly
included.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have reviewed the incorporation of the diabatic
formalism, a rigorous extension of the well-known Born-
Oppenheimer approximation that is designed to include
effects due to the presence of two-particle thresholds, into
the dynamical diquark model. While our previous work
addresses states formed in the immediate vicinity of these
thresholds (the bound-state approximation), this paper
develops a scattering framework capable of describing not
only exotic states lying close to such thresholds, but also
those that lie quite far from them (and thus have no ob-
vious interpretation as a di-hadron molecular state).

Using the bound-state approximation, we first repro-
duce our previous flavor- and JPC-specific calculations
of energy eigenvalues and fractions of both diquark-
antidiquark and di-meson components within the corre-
sponding eigenstates. We then summarize the construc-
tion of the K-matrix formalism as a method to retrieve
the S-matrix, in order to calculate asymptotic scatter-
ing amplitudes of coupled-channel, elastic meson-meson
collision processes (the most natural ones in which to
study resonance and threshold behaviors). We validate
the physical expectation that asymptotically free meson-
meson pairs develop resonance structures through their
short-range interaction with diquark-antidiquark chan-
nels. These scattering amplitudes are calculated numer-
ically for the hidden-charm system (with zero, hidden,
and open strangeness), and then are directly used to pro-
duce all corresponding CM energy-dependent cross sec-
tions, which comprise the main results of this work.

We confirm the expected resonant behavior in all
flavor- and JPC-specific cross sections, and also observe
several instances of threshold-induced structures such as
cusp effects. In addition, the peak of every resonance is
calculated to occur not far from the energy of its cor-
responding bound-state eigenvalue. We observe shifts
of these resonances down from the bound-state energies
once the couplings to open thresholds are included, in
agreement with expectations that thresholds are gener-
ally “attractive.” While nearly all of these resonant be-
haviors reach the maximum value allowed by unitarity,
some prominent examples reach as low as ∼ 75% of this
value.

Although this analysis is mostly limited to meson-
meson scattering coupled to diquark-antidiquark chan-
nels described by the dynamical diquark model, we find
evidence that the conventional cc̄ state χc1(2P ) may be
incorporated separately into the cc̄qq̄ 1++ channel, pro-
ducing two resonant components that may overlap to
form χc1(3872). In general, a complete calculation would
include all diquark-antidiquark and cc̄ states in every al-
lowed JPC channel.

While these results are quite promising, they do not
yet distinguish explicit spin- and isospin-multiplet mem-
bers. The incorporation of such fine-structure analysis
has been accomplished for multiple flavor sectors in the
original (adiabatic) dynamical diquark model, and thus
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FIG. 1. The dimensionless cross sections σ̄ of Eq. (26) (solid lines) for elastic open-charm D
(∗)
(s)D̄

(∗)
(s) scattering processes as

functions of center-of-momentum frame energy ECM. The σ̄ curves are presented in the same order as that of increasing mass
for their corresponding thresholds T (dashed lines). This figure presents results for the flavor content cc̄qq̄ in the isosinglet
channel with JP C = 1++, and includes a contribution from the conventional cc̄ state χc1(2P ).

TABLE III. The same as in Table II, for the cc̄ss̄ sector.

JP C E (MeV) δδ̄ DsD̄s D∗D̄∗ DsD̄
∗
s D∗sD̄

∗
s

0++ 3921.69 55.7% 35.4% 7.1% 1.2%
1++ 3968.47 90.4% 1.2% 7.8%
2++ 3949.33 82.1% 15.5% 2.1%

TABLE IV. The same as in Tables II & III, for the cc̄qs̄ sector.

JP E (MeV) δδ̄ D∗D̄s DD̄∗s D∗D̄∗s

0+ 3969.04 95.2% 4.5%
1+ 3912.73 71.9% 13.7% 13.4%
2+ 3951.42 92.5% 1.5% 1.5% 4.5%

will be straightforward to include in its diabatic form;
this extension will be one major thrust of future work.
In addition, this analysis does not incorporate SU(3)flavor
symmetry-breaking effects beyond explicit differences in
the diquark masses mcq and mcs, and in meson masses
m
D

(∗) ,m
D

(∗)
s

, etc. Such additional effects, not to mention
OZI suppression, are expected to have substantial impact
on the scattering processes discussed here. Lastly, the
widths of the resonances implied by these cross-section
plots should not be directly compared to experiment, as
they are produced solely through diabatic mixing. Thus,
future work will also use well-known techniques to cal-
culate physical strong-decay widths and shifts of energy

eigenvalues due to open-threshold di-meson pairs that
lie well below the diabatically mixed eigenstates studied
here—i.e., the pairs that represent their physical decay
channels.
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FIG. 2. The same as in Fig. 1, except suppressing the χc1(2P ) contribution, and (if the small DsD̄
∗
s contributions are also

suppressed) not necessarily limited to the isoscalar combination of cc̄qq̄′.

FIG. 3. The same as in Fig. 2, for elastic open-charm cc̄qq̄′ D
(∗)
(s)D̄

(∗)
(s) scattering processes with JP C = 0++.

FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. 2, for elastic open-charm cc̄qq̄′ D
(∗)
(s)D̄

(∗)
(s) scattering processes with JP C = 2++.
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FIG. 5. The same as in Fig. 2, for elastic open-charm cc̄qq̄′ scattering processes with JP C = 1−−. The energy range has been
adjusted to 4.15–4.50 GeV in order to capture the relevant behavior of the cross section. The thresholds are all S-wave, except
for D∗sD̄∗s , which is P -wave.

FIG. 6. The same as in Fig. 3, but now for the cc̄ss̄ channel JP C = 0++.
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Spontaneous emission in the supercritical QED: what is wrong and what is possible
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Spontaneous positron emission, caused by the supercritical Coulomb source with charge Z and
size R, is explored in essentially non-perturbative approach with emphasis on the VP-energy EV P

a,
considered as a function of the Coulomb source parameters Z and R. The specific contribution to
EV P , which appears in the supercritical case due to direct Coulomb interaction between VP-charge
densities ̺V P (~r), is outlined and studied in detail. It is shown that after first levels diving into
the lower continuum this contribution, being properly renormalized, turns out to be negative in
contrast to the classical electrostatics and so could play an important role in spontaneous emission,
especially for Z just above the first Zcr,1. The additional problems of spontaneous emission, caused
by the lepton number conservation, are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

So far, the behavior of QED-vacuum exposed to a su-
percritical EM-source is subject to an active research [1–
6]. Of the main interest is the assumption that in such
external fields there should take place a deep vacuum
state reconstruction, caused by discrete levels diving into
the lower continuum and accompanied by such nontrivial
effects as spontaneous positron emission combined with
vacuum shells formation (see e.g., Refs. [1, 7–10] and cita-
tions therein). In 3+1 QED, such effects are expected for
extended Coulomb sources of nucleus size with charges
Z > Zcr,1 ≃ 170, which are large enough for direct ob-
servation and probably could be created in low energy
heavy ion collisions at new heavy ion facilities like FAIR
(Darmstadt), NICA (Dubna), HIAF (Lanzhou) [11–13].
The problem of spontaneous positron emission in

the supercritical QED has a long story, starting
from the pioneering works of Frankfurt (W.Greiner,
B.Mueller, J.Rafelsky, et al.) and Moscow (Ya.Zeldovich,
S.Gerstein, V.Popov, et al.) groups (see, e.g., Refs. [1, 7,
14] and citations therein) in the early seventies. However,
in the subsequent investigations of supercritical heavy
ion collisions at GSI (Darmstadt, Germany), rechecked
later by Argonne Lab. (USA), no evidence of the div-
ing phenomenon was found [15]. The next generation
of accelerator facilities is expected to drive these investi-
gations to a new level [11–13]. The novel experimental
study requires an updated theoretical analysis.
In the present paper the non-perturbative VP-effects,

caused by the quasi-static supercritical Coulomb source
with Z > Zcr,1 and size R, are explored in terms of VP-
energy EV P and vacuum shells formation. EV P plays
an essential role in the region of super-criticality, espe-
cially for spontaneous emission, since the latter should
be provided solely by the VP-effects without any other
channels of energy transfer. In particular, it is indeed the
decline of EV P , which provides the spontaneous positrons

∗ k.sveshnikov@gmail.com; p.grashin@physics.msu.ru
a Throughout the paper the abbreviation ”VP” stands for ”vac-
uum polarization” .

with corresponding energy for emission. Being consid-
ered as a function of Z, VP-energy reveals with growing
Z a pronounced decline into the negative range, accom-
panied with negative jumps, exactly equal to the electron
rest mass, which occur each time when the discrete level
dives into the lower continuum [16]. At the same time,
being considered as a function of R with fixed Z, EV P (R)
simulates in a quite reasonable way the non-perturbative
VP-effects in slow heavy ion collisions. In view of recent
attempts in this field of interest [1, 2, 4–6, 11–13], these
circumstances require for a special study.
Up to now, the main attention was paid to the VP-

energy of the polarized Dirac sea [7–9, 16]

ED,V P =
1

2



∑

ǫn<ǫF

ǫn −
∑

ǫn>ǫF

ǫn


 , (1)

where ǫF = −me c
2 is the Fermi level, which in such prob-

lems with strong Coulomb fields is chosen at the lower
threshold, while ǫn are the eigenvalues of the correspond-
ing Dirac-Coulomb (DC) problem. Actually, ED,V P is
nothing else but the Casimir energy for the electron-
positron system in the external Coulomb field [8].
However, it is not the total VP-energy of the system.

Namely, in the Coulomb gauge, within which we are deal-
ing, there appears an additional contribution to the total
VP-energy, reproducing the direct Coulomb interaction
between vacuum charge densities ̺V P (~r),

1

EC,V P =
1

2

∫
d~r d~r′

̺V P (~r) ̺V P (~r
′)

|~r − ~r′| . (2)

The origin of this term is the corresponding operator-
valued expression, which appears within the canoni-
cal QED-quantization in the Coulomb gauge (see, e.g.,
Ref. [17], Chapter 15). So the ultimate expression for
the total VP-energy under question reads

EV P = ED,V P + EC,V P . (3)

1 We are really surprised that this term has not yet been considered
in the context of the supercritical QED-effects.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08984v1
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The purpose of this work is to deal indeed with the
expression (3) in order to obtain the correct behavior
of VP-energy in the supercritical region for Z > Zcr,1

with special attention to the contribution of the Coulomb
term EC,V P . Two main reasons should be outlined here.
First, in the supercritical region the main contribution
to VP-charge density ̺V P (~r) is produced via vacuum
shells formation, which change the total VP-chargeQV P .
Without this contribution ̺V P (~r) remains a small pertur-
bative effect, which cannot significantly alter the whole
picture. Second, the contribution of vacuum shells turns
out to be quite different from what could be expected
from general grounds. Vacuum shells appear as empty
vacancies after level diving into the lower continuum and
become negatively charged only after the resonance de-
cay, accompanied with positron emission [7–9]. Without
positron emission they remain empty and so do not con-
tribute to ̺V P (~r). At the same time, after they charge
by means of positron emission, Eren

C,V P turns out to be
negative in contrast to the classical electrostatics. This
effect is quite similar to the perturbative Uehling one,
where the spatial distribution of induced by the point
Coulomb source VP-density is opposite to the classical
picture [7–9]. And although Eren

C,V P turns out to be much
smaller than the main term (1), the negative sign of cor-
rectly renormalized Eren

C,V P plays an important role in
spontaneous emission, especially for Z just above the
first Zcr,1, where indeed this negative contribution to VP-
energy provides an additional amount of kinetic energy
for positrons to be emitted with non-vanishing probabil-
ity. Unfortunately, even with account for this specific
effect of Eren

C,V P , the realistic estimates for start-up of
positron emission turn out to be not less than Z∗ ≃ 250
(see below)2. It should be specially noted that without
renormalization the contribution of EC,V P to the total
VP-energy still contains negative jumps at each levels
diving point, but afterwards continuous to grow and so
yields additional problems for spontaneous emission.

Without any serious loss of generality, such a study can
be performed within the Dirac-Coulomb (DC) problem
with external spherically-symmetric Coulomb potential,
created by a uniformly charged sphere

V (r) = −Q
(
1

R
θ(R − r) +

1

r
θ(r −R)

)
, (4)

2 At this stage, we intentionally do not discuss the problem of the
lepton number. Positron emission implies that the corresponding
amount of positive lepton number should be left as a density, con-
centrated in vacuum shells. Otherwise, either the lepton number
conservation in such processes must be broken, or the positron
emission prohibited. But there are no indications that the lepton
number can exist in the form of a spatial density. So the lepton
number can create an absolute ban on spontaneous emission.

or charged ball

V (r) = −Q
(
3R2 − r2

2R3
θ(R − r) +

+
1

r
θ(r −R)

)
. (5)

Here and henceforth

Q = Zα , (6)

while the radius R of the source varies in the range from

Rmin(Z) ≃ 1.2 (2.5Z)1/3 fm , (7)

which roughly imitates the size of a super-heavy nucleus
with charge Z, up to certainRmax of order of one electron
Compton length, where the VP-effects are already small
and show up as O(1/R)-corrections.
It should be specially noted that the parameterQ plays

actually the role of the effective coupling constant for the
VP-effects under question. The size of the source and its
shape are also the additional input parameters, but their
role in VP-effects is quite different from Q and in some
important questions, in particular, in the renormaliza-
tion procedure, this difference must be clearly tracked.
Furthermore, the difference between the charged sphere
and the ball, which seems more preferable as a model of
a super-heavy nucleus or heavy-ion cluster, in the VP-
effects of Coulomb super-criticality is small. It shows
up mainly in the ratio EV P,ball/EV P,sphere ≃ 6/5 for the
same Z and R with the only condition that R must be
close to Rmin(Z) [16]. At the same time, the charged
sphere model allows for an almost completely analyti-
cal study of the problem, which has clear advantages in
many positions. The ball model doesn’t share such op-
tions, since explicit solution of the DC problem in this
case is absent and so one has to use from beginning the
numerical methods or special approximations [16].
As in basic works on this topic [1, 7–10, 18–20], ra-

diative corrections from virtual photons are neglected.
Henceforth, if it is not stipulated separately, relativistic
units ~ = me = c = 1 and the standard representation of
Dirac matrices are used. Concrete calculations, illustrat-
ing the general picture, are performed for α = 1/137.036
by means of Computer Algebra Systems (such as Maple
21) to facilitate the analytic calculations and GNU Oc-
tave code for boosting the numerical work.
The paper is arranged as follows. In Sections II and III

a consistent study of VP-density and the vacuum shells
formation in the supercritical case is presented. In Sec-
tion IV we consider the evaluation of VP-energy in an
essentially non-perturbative approach with emphasis on
renormalization and on the most effective methods of
calculation. Section V is devoted to presentation of re-
sults in the case of spherically-symmetric Coulomb source
(uniformly charged sphere and ball), the most important
of which are shown in Figs. 9-13. With account of these
results, in Section VI the question of what is wrong and
what is possible in spontaneous emission is explored. Sec-
tion VII is devoted to concluding remarks and general
discussion.
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II. GENERAL PROBLEM STATEMENT

The most efficient non-perturbative evaluation of the
VP-charge density ̺V P (~r) is based on the Wichmann and
Kroll (WK) approach [18, 19, 21]. The starting point of
the latter is the vacuum value

̺V P (~r) = −|e|
2




∑

ǫn<ǫF

ψn(~r)
†ψn(~r)−

∑

ǫn>ǫF

ψn(~r)
†ψn(~r)



 .

(8)
In (8) ǫF = −1 is the Fermi level, which in such problems
with strong Coulomb fields is chosen at the lower thresh-
old, while ǫn and ψn(~r) are the eigenvalues and properly
normalized set of eigenfunctions of the corresponding DC
problem. The expression (8) for the VP-charge density
is a direct consequence of the well-known Schwinger pre-
scription for the fermionic current in terms of the fermion
fields commutators

jµ(~r, t) = −|e|
2

[
ψ̄(~r, t) , γµψ(~r, t)

]
. (9)

An important point here is that in the case under ques-
tion ̺V P (~r) turns out to be not an average, but an eigen-
value of the fermionic charge density operator j0(~r, t)
acting on the vacuum state. The last statement follows
immediately from the expansion of the fermionic fields
in terms of creation-annihilation operators in the Furry
picture

ψ(~r, t) =
∑

ǫn>ǫF

bn ψn(~r) e
−iǫnt +

∑

ǫn<ǫF

d†n ψn(~r) e
−iǫnt ,

(10)
where

{bn , b†n′} = δnn′ , {dn , d†n′} = δnn′ , (11)

while all the other anticommutators vanish, and the com-
plete set {ψn(~r)} is chosen in accordance with definitions
given above. Then the charge density operator can be
equivalently represented as the sum of its normal-ordered
form and the VP-density introduced in (8)

j0(~r, t) =: j0(~r, t) : +̺V P (~r) , (12)

and since by definition the vacuum state |vac〉 is subject
of relations

bn |vac〉 = dn |vac〉 = 0 , (13)

one obtains

j0(~r, t) |vac〉 = ̺V P (~r) |vac〉 . (14)

Therefore ̺V P (~r) turns out to be a true c-number com-
ponent of the charge density. This result should be con-
trasted with, e.g., the classical EM-wavepacket, which
appears as an average of the EM-field operator over the
coherent state with indefinite number of photons, created
by the classical external EM-source. The latter is indeed

an average with non-vanishing dispersions, both in elec-
tric and magnetic components of the wavepacket, which
are caused by fluctuations of the photon number in each
oscillator mode.
For quadratic in fermion fields theories like QED and

other gauge field models the same statement holds also
for the vacuum energy. In QED it happens because the
Schwinger prescription for the current (9) dictates the
following form of the Dirac Hamiltonian in the external
EM-field (for details see, e.g., Ref. [8])

HD(~r, t) =

=
1

4i

{ [
ψ(~r, t)† , ~α ~∇ψ(~r, t)

]
+
[
ψ(~r, t) , ~∇ψ(~r, t)† ~α

]}
+

+
1

2

[
ψ(~r, t)† , β ψ(~r, t)

]
+ jµ(~r, t)A

µ(~r, t) , (15)

whence by the same arguments as for the current one
obtains

HD(~r, t) |vac〉 = hD,V P (~r) |vac〉 , (16)

where

hD,V P (~r) =
1

2

(
∑

ǫn<ǫF

ǫn ψn(~r)
†ψn(~r) −

−
∑

ǫn>ǫF

ǫn ψn(~r)
†ψn(~r)


 . (17)

However, the VP-density hD,V P (~r) itself turns out to be
of no use in our approach, since it doesn’t provide the
direct application of the WK method and so requires a
more sophisticated techniques to deal with.
Upon integrating eq.(17) over the whole space we de-

rive the expression for the VP-energy from the polarized
Dirac sea

ED,V P =
1

2



∑

ǫn<ǫF

ǫn −
∑

ǫn>ǫF

ǫn


 , (18)

which again appears to be the eigenvalue of the total
Dirac Hamiltonian acting on the vacuum state.
The origin of the Coulomb term (2) lies in the structure

of the EM-Hamiltonian

HEM =
1

8π

∫
d~r
[
~E2

+ ~H2
]
, (19)

where

~E(~r, t) = −~∇A0(~r, t)− ∂

∂t
~A(~r, t) ,

~H(~r, t) = ~∇× ~A(~r, t) .

(20)

Upon splitting the electric field ~E(~r, t) into the longitu-
dinal and transversal components

~E(~r, t) = ~E ||(~r, t) + ~E⊥(~r, t) , (21)
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where ~E ||(~r, t) = −~∇A0(~r, t), ~E⊥(~r, t) = −∂ ~A(~r, t)/∂t,
and integrating by parts, taking account of condition
~∇ ~A = 0, one gets instead of expression (19)

HEM =
1

8π

∫
d~r ~E2

|| +
1

8π

∫
d~r
[
~E2

⊥ + ~H2
]
, (22)

where the first term can be easily transformed into the
operator-valued Coulomb interaction

ECoul =
1

2

∫
d~r d~r′

j0(~r, t) j0(~r
′, t)

|~r − ~r′| . (23)

Being combined with the relation (14), the latter yields
indeed the Coulomb term (2) in the total VP-energy (3).
The purpose of this work is to deal indeed with the

expression (3) in order to obtain the correct behavior of
the VP-energy in the supercritical region for Z > Zcr,1

with special attention to the contribution of the Coulomb
term EC,V P . In any case, however, at first stage it would
be instructive to consider the VP-density (8) and vacuum
shells formation within the WK framework.

III. VP-DENSITY AND VACUUM SHELLS
FORMATION IN WK-TECHNIQUES

The essence of the WK techniques is the representation
of the density (8) in terms of contour integrals on the first
sheet of the Riemann energy plane, containing the trace
of the Green function of the corresponding DC problem.
In our case, the Green function is defined via equation

[
−i~α ~∇r + β + V (r) − ǫ

]
G(~r, ~r ′; ǫ) = δ(~r − ~r ′) . (24)

The formal solution of (24) reads

G(~r, ~r ′; ǫ) =
∑

n

ψn(~r)ψn(~r
′)†

ǫn − ǫ
. (25)

Following Ref. [18], the density (8) is expressed via the
integrals along the contours P (R0) and E(R0) on the first
sheet of the complex energy surface (Fig.1)

̺V P (~r) =

= −|e|
2

lim
R0→∞




1

2πi

∫

P (R0)

dǫTrG(~r, ~r′; ǫ)|~r′→~r +

+
1

2πi

∫

E(R0)

dǫTrG(~r, ~r′; ǫ)|~r′→~r


 . (26)

Note that the Green function in this relation must be
properly regularized to insure that the limit ~r′ → ~r ex-
ists and that the integrals over dǫ converge. This regu-
larization is discussed below. On this stage, though, all
expressions are to be understood to involve only regu-
lated Green functions. One of the main consequences

FIG. 1. (Color online) WK-contours in the complex energy
plane, used for representation of the VP-charge density (8)
via contour integrals. The direction of contour integration is
chosen in correspondence with (25).

of the last convention is the uniform asymptotics of
the integrands in (26) on the large circle |ǫ| → ∞ at
least as O(1/ǫ), which allows to transform the contours
P (R0) and E(R0) into the imaginary axis segment I(R0).
Thereafter, upon taking the limit R0 → ∞, one obtains

̺V P (~r) =

= |e|




∑

−16ǫn<0

|ψn(~r)|2 +
1

2π

∞∫

−∞

dyTrG(~r, ~r′; iy)|~r′→~r


 ,

(27)

where {ψn(~r)} are the normalized eigenfunctions of neg-
ative discrete levels with −1 6 ǫn < 0 and here and
henceforth

ψn(~r)
†ψn(~r) ≡ |ψn(~r)|2 . (28)

Proceeding further, the Green function (25) is repre-
sented as a partial series over k = ±(j + 1/2) [18, 19]

TrG(~r, ~r′; ǫ)|~r′→~r =
∑

k

|k|
2π

TrGk(r, r
′; ǫ)|r′→r , (29)

where the radial Green function Gk(r, r
′; ǫ) is defined via

Hk(r)Gk(r, r
′; ǫ) =

δ(r − r′)

rr′
, (30)

while the radial DC hamiltonian takes the form

Hk(r) =

(
V (r) + 1− ǫ − 1

r
d
dr r − k

r
1
r

d
dr r − k

r V (r) − 1− ǫ

)
. (31)
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For the partial terms of ̺V P (r) one obtains

̺V P,k(r) =
|e||k|
2π




∑

−16ǫn,k<0

|ψn,k(r)|2+

+
1

2π

∞∫

−∞

dyTrGk(r, r
′; iy)|r′→r



 , (32)

where ψn,k(r) are the normalized radial wave functions
with eigenvalues k and ǫn,k of the corresponding radial
DC problem. From (32) by means of symmetry relations
for Gk(r, r

′; ǫ) from Ref. [19] for the sum ̺V P,|k|(r) of two
partial VP-densities with opposite signs of k one finds

̺V P,|k|(r) =
|e||k|
2π

{ ∑

k=±|k|

∑

−16ǫn,k<0

|ψn,k(r)|2+

+
2

π

∞∫

0

dyRe [TrGk(r, r
′; iy)] |r′→r

}
, (33)

which is by construction real and odd in Z (in accordance
with the Furry theorem).
The general result, obtained in Ref. [19] within the

expansion of ̺V P (r) in powers of Q (but with fixed R !)

̺V P (~r) =
∑

n=odd

Qn ̺
(n)
V P (~r) , (34)

is that all the divergencies of ̺V P (~r) originate from the
fermionic loop with two external photon lines, whereas
the next-to-leading orders of expansion in Q are al-
ready free from divergencies (see also Ref. [21] and refs.
therein). This statement is valid for 1+1 and 2+1 D al-
ways, and for a spherically-symmetric external potential
in the three-dimensional case. In the non-perturbative
approach this statement has been verified for 1+1 D in
Refs. [3] and for 2+1 D in Refs. [22, 23] via direct calcu-
lation. The latter can be also extended for the present
3+1 D case 3. It should be mentioned, however, that in
the three-dimensional case the spherical symmetry of the
Coulomb potential is crucial, since the above-mentioned
statement can be justified first within the partial expan-
sion of ̺V P (r) for each partial term ̺V P,|k|(r), but not
for the whole series at once.
This circumstance has been discussed earlier in

Ref. [19], where it was shown that the main reason for
such difference is that the properties of the partial Gk

are much better than for the whole series. First, the

limit r′ → r exists for Gk (r, r
′; ǫ), while the limit ~r′ → ~r

does not exist for the total G (~r, ~r′; ǫ). At the same time,

for the first-order (linear in Q) VP-density ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) dif-

ferent results are obtained from (33) if the limit r′ → r
and the contour integral are interchanged.
To the contrary, the direct calculation of the total

̺
(3)
V P (~r) contribution by means of (27) suffers from an am-

biguity associated with the interchange of the limit ~r′ →
~r and integration over imaginary axis, but the calculation

of the contribution from each partial ̺
(3)
V P,|k|(r) is free

from such ambiguities. This study of ̺
(3)
V P -contribution

suggests that for bounded potentials, regularization of

̺
(3)
V P (~r) is achieved by calculating ̺

(3)
V P (~r) as a sum over

the partial contributions ̺
(3)
V P,|k|(r) without any other

manipulations.
So the renormalization of the VP-density (8) is actu-

ally the same for all the three spatial dimensions and
implies the following procedure. First, the linear in the
external field terms in the expression (27) should be ex-
tracted and replaced further by the properly renormal-
ized first-order perturbative density ̺PT

V P (r), evaluated
for the same R. For these purposes let us introduce the

component ̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r) of partial VP-density, which is de-

fined in the next way

̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r) =

|e||k|
2π

{ ∑

k=±|k|

∑

−16ǫn,k<0

|ψn,k(r)|2 +

+
2

π

∞∫

0

dyRe
[
TrGk(r, r; iy)− TrG

(1)
k (r; iy)

]}
, (35)

where G
(1)
k (r; iy) is the linear in Q component of the par-

tial Green function Gk(r, r; iy) and so coincides with the
first term of the Born series

G
(1)
k = G

(0)
k (−V )G

(0)
k , (36)

where G
(0)
k is the free radial Green function with the

same k and ǫ. By construction ̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r) contains only

the odd powers of Q, starting from n = 3, and so is free
of divergencies. At the same time, it is responsible for all
the nonlinear effects, which are caused by discrete levels
diving into the lower continuum.
The Born term (36), which is required to extract the

nonlinear component from the total VP-density, for gen-
eral Coulomb-like potential V (r) of the type under ques-
tion takes the form

3 We drop here all the intermediate steps, required for the explicit
construction of radial Green functions Gk(r, r

′; ǫ) for the poten-
tials (4,5) and justification of the limit r′ → r. For these steps

one needs to deal with explicit solutions of the DC problem and
corresponding Wronskians, which takes a lot of space and so will
be considered separately.
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TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) = −1

r

[
(1 − y2)



K2
k−1/2(γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2k−1/2(γr
′) + K2

k+1/2(γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2k+1/2(γr
′)+

+I2k−1/2(γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
k−1/2(γr

′) + I2k+1/2(γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
k+1/2(γr

′)


+

+ (1 + y2)


K2

k−1/2(γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2k+1/2(γr
′) + K2

k+1/2(γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2k−1/2(γr
′)+

+I2k−1/2(γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
k+1/2(γr

′) + I2k+1/2(γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
k−1/2(γr

′)




]
, (37)

where Iν(z) and Kν(z) being the Infeld and McDonald
functions, while

γ =
√

1 + y2 . (38)

In both cases (4) and (5) the Born term can be evalu-
ated in the analytical form, but the general answers are
not given here explicitly because of their cumbersome
form. The required explicit formulae for the potential
(4) in the s-channel under question are listed in App.A.

The behavior of TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) for various asymptotical

regimes of both arguments is considered in App.B. These
results predict some general features for the first-order

VP-density ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r)

̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) =

|e||k|
π2

∞∫

0

dyTrG
(1)
k (r; iy) , (39)

which play an important role in what follows. Note that

in ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) there are no contributions from discrete lev-

els, since they appear only in ̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r).

First, from the analysis of asymptotics of TrG
(1)
k (r; iy),

presented in App.B, there follows that

̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) →

C1(k)

r
, r → 0 , (40)

while for r → ∞

̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) →

C2(k)

r3
, r → ∞ . (41)

with C1 , C2 being some positive functions of the angu-
lar number k. An important and general consequence
of asymptotics (41) is that the total first-order non-
renormalized VP-charge

Q
(1)
V P =

∫
d~r ̺

(1)
V P (~r) = 4 π

∞∫

0

dr r2 ̺
(1)
V P (r) (42)

diverges.

Second, the behavior of ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) as a function of r

is apparently different from the perturbative properly
renormalized (Uehling) density ̺PT

V P (r). In particular,

the calculation of ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) by means of the formulae

given in App.A, shows that it is always positive, while the
Uehling one reveals a positive pick only in the vicinity of
the Coulomb source location, being negative everywhere
outside the latter (see Fig. 2). The detailed picture of

the behavior of ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) on the whole range 0 < r <∞

in the s-channel is given in App.C.
This difference confirms once more that the properly

renormalized VP-charge density ̺renV P (r) must be defined
by the following expression 4

̺renV P (r) = ̺PT
V P (r) +

∞∑

k=1

̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r) . (43)

The first-order perturbative, properly renormalized VP-
density is obtained in the next way [9, 24, 25]

̺PT
V P (~r) = − 1

4π
∆APT

V P,0(~r) , (44)

where

APT
V P,0(~r) =

1

(2π)3

∫
d~q ei~q~r ΠR(−~q2) Ã0(~q) ,

Ã0(~q) =

∫
d~r′ e−i~q~r ′

Aext
0 (~r ′) .

(45)

The polarization function ΠR(q
2), which enters eq.

(45), is defined via general relation Πµν
R (q) =

4 The convergence of the partial series in (43) is shown explic-
itly for the point source in the original work by Wichmann and
Kroll [18], while accounting for the finite size of the source is
discussed in detail in Ref. [19]. For the present case it follows
from convergence of the partial series for Eren

V P , which is explicitly
shown in [16].
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FIG. 2. The behavior of ̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r) in the s-channel, and

̺PT
V P (r), calculated in accordance with App.D, for Z = 200

with R = R1s = 0.084888.

(
qµqν − gµνq2

)
ΠR(q

2) and so is dimensionless. In the

adiabatic case under consideration q0 = 0 and ΠR(−~q2)
takes the form

ΠR(−~q2) =

=
2α

π

1∫

0

dβ β(1 − β) ln

[
1 + β(1− β)

~q2

m2 − iǫ

]
=

=
α

π
S (|~q|/m) , (46)

where

S(x) = −5/9 + 4/3x2 + (x2 − 2)
√
x2 + 4 ×

× ln
[(√

x2 + 4 + x
)/(√

x2 + 4− x
)]
/3x3 , (47)

with the following IR-asymptotics

S(x) → x2/15− x4/140 +O(x6) , x→ 0 . (48)

The important feature of the renormalization proce-
dure (43) is that it provides vanishing of the total renor-
malized VP-charge

Qren
V P =

∫
d~r ̺renV P (~r) , (49)

in the subcritical region Z < Zcr,1. Actually, it is an indi-
cation in favor of the assumption, that in presence of the
external field, uniformly vanishing at the spatial infin-
ity and without any specific boundary conditions and/or
nontrivial topology of the field manifold, one should ex-
pect that in the region Z < Zcr,1 the correctly renormal-
ized VP-charge must vanish, while the VP-effects are able
to produce only small distortions of its spatial distribu-
tion [9, 21]. It should be noted, however, that this is not
a theorem, but just a plausible assumption, which in any
concrete case should be verified via direct calculation.
In the present case the validity of this assumption can

be shown in the following way. First, one finds that

QPT
V P ≡ 0 . (50)

The relation (50) is nothing else but the direct con-
sequence of the general QED-renormalization condition
ΠR(q

2) ∼ q2 for q → 0, which is exactly confirmed by
the asymptotics (48). More concretely, in the momen-
tum space (up to factors like 2π and general signs) the
static equation for the potential A0(~q), generated by the
external charge density ̺ext(~q), reads

(
~q2 − Π̃R(−~q2)

)
A0(~q) = ̺ext(~q) , (51)

where Π̃R(q
2) is the polarization operator in the standard

form with dimension [q2], which is introduced via rela-

tion Πµν
R (q) =

(
gµν − qµqν/q2

)
Π̃R(q

2). Within PT one

should propose that Π̃R(q) ≪ q2, therefore the potential
A0(~q) can be represented by the series

A0(~q) = A(0)(~q) +A(1)(~q) + . . . . (52)

The classical part of the potential A(0)(~q) is obtained
from the equation

~q2A(0)(~q) = ̺ext(~q) , (53)

and determines the external potential Aext
0 (~r), while its

first quantum correction — from the following one

~q2A(1)(~q) = Π̃R(−~q2)A(0)(~q) . (54)

Up to the factor 1/4π the r.h.s. in (54) is indeed the
perturbative VP-density ̺PT

V P (~q). Then in the coordinate
representation (up to multipliers like 2π) one gets

̺PT
V P (~r) =

∫
d~q ei~q~r Π̃R(−~q2)A(0)(~q) =

=

∫
d~r′ Π̃R(~r − ~r′)Aext

0 (~r′) . (55)

Upon integrating this expression over whole space one ob-
tains the total perturbative VP-charge QPT

V P in the form

QPT
V P =

∫
d~q δ(~q) Π̃R(−~q2)A(0)(~q) . (56)

Proceeding further by means of the renormalization con-
dition for Π̃R(q

2), one finds from (56) that QPT
V P = 0
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under assumption, that in the momentum space the sin-
gularity of the external potential Aext

0 (~q) for |~q| → 0 is
weaker, than O

(
1/|~q|3

)
in 2+1 D and than O

(
1/|~q|4

)

in 3+1 D. For Coulomb-like potentials under consider-
ation in 2+1 and 3+1 D the singularity of Aext

0 (~q) is
O (1/|~q|) and O

(
1/~q2

)
, correspondingly. In 1+1 D for

the Coulomb potentials similar to (4) the singularity of
Aext

0 (~q) is just a logarithmic one [3], hence, QPT
V P ≡ 0

again. Therefore for the Coulomb potentials similar to
(4,5) in all the three spatial dimensions there follows
QPT

V P ≡ 0.
However, beyond the first-order PT and/or in the

whole subcritical region Z < Zcr,1, where in presence
of negative discrete levels the dependence of ̺V P (~r) on
the external field cannot be described by the PT-series
similar to (52) any more, vanishing of Qren

V P requires a
sufficiently more detailed consideration.
In particular, the direct check confirms that the con-

tribution of ̺
(3+)
V P to Qren

V P for Z < Zcr,1 also vanishes.
In 1+1 D this statement can be justified purely analyti-
cally [3], while in 2+1 D due to complexity of expressions,

entering ρ
(3+)
V P,|mj|

(r), it requires a special combination of

analytical and numerical methods (see Ref. [22], App.B).
For 3+1 D this combination is extended with minimal
changes, since the structure of partial Green functions
in two- and three-dimensional cases is actually the same
up to additional factor 1/r and replacement mj → k.
Moreover, it suffices to verify that Qren

V P = 0 not for the
whole subcritical region, but only in absence of negative
discrete levels. In presence of the latters, vanishing of
the total VP-charge for Z < Zcr,1 can be figured out by
means of the model-independent arguments, which are
based on the initial expression for the vacuum density
(8). It follows from (8) that the change of Qren

V P is pos-
sible only for Z > Zcr,1, when the discrete levels attain
the lower continuum. One of the possible correct ways
to prove this statement is based on the rigorous analysis
of the behavior of the integral over the imaginary axis

Ik(r) =
1

2πi

+i∞∫

−i∞

dǫTrGk(r, r; ǫ) , (57)

which enters the initial expression (32) for ̺V P,k(r), un-
der such infinitesimal variation of the external source,
when the initially positive, infinitely close to zero level
ǫn,k becomes negative. Then the corresponding pole of
the Green function undergoes an infinitesimal displace-
ment along the real axis and also crosses the zero point,
what yields the change in Ik(r), equal to the residue at
ǫ = 0, namely

∆Ik(r) = −|ψn,k(r)|2
∣∣
ǫn,k=0

. (58)

For details see Fig.3 and take account of the definition of
the Green function (25).
So, by accounting for the degeneracy of levels in the

spherically-symmetric case, the contribution from Ik(r)
to VP-charge loses 2|e||k|, whenever there appears the

FIG. 3. (Color online) The picture of what happens with the
integral over the imaginary axis (57), when the correspond-
ing pole of the Green function moves along the real axis and
crosses zero point in the complex energy plane.

next negative discrete level ǫn,k. Until this negative level
exists, this loss of charge is compensated by the corre-
sponding term, entering the sum over negative discrete
levels in (32). Moreover, this term provides the conti-
nuity of the VP-density, when the level ǫn,k crosses zero
point. However, as soon as this level dives into the lower
continuum, the total VP-charge loses exactly 2|e||k|.
It should be specially mentioned that the latter effect is

essentially non-perturbative and so completely included

in ̺
(3+)
V P , while ̺PT

V P is here out of work. So in the case
under consideration one finds that upon renormalization
the VP-charge turns out to be non-vanishing only for
Z > Zcr,1 due to the non-perturbative effects, caused
by diving of discrete levels into the lower continuum, in
accordance with Refs. [1, 7–9, 21].
Thus, the behavior of the renormalized via eq.(43) VP-

density in the non-perturbative region turns out to be
just the one, which should be expected from general as-
sumptions about the structure of the electron-positron
vacuum for Z > Zcr. This result serves as a reasonable
reference point for the whole renormalization procedure,
and being combined with minimal subtraction prescrip-
tion, eliminates the inevitable arbitrariness in isolating
the divergent part in the initial expression for ̺V P (~r).
This circumstance will be used further by renormaliza-
tion of the VP-energy.
A more detailed picture of the changes in ̺renV P (r) for

Z > Zcr,1 turns out to be quite similar to that considered
in Refs. [1, 7–9] by means of U.Fano approach to auto-
ionization processes in atomic physics [9, 26]. The main
result is that, when the discrete level ψν(~r) crosses the
border of the lower continuum, the change in the VP-
charge density equals to

∆̺renV P (~r) = −|e| × |ψν(~r)|2 . (59)

Here it should be noted first that the original approach
[26] deals directly with the change in the density of
states n(~r) and so the change in the induced charge
density (59) is just a consequence of the basic relation
̺(~r) = −|e|n(~r). Furthermore, such a jump in VP-charge
density occurs for each diving level with its unique set of
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quantum numbers {ν}. So in the present case each dis-
crete 2|k|-degenerated level upon diving into the lower
continuum yields the jump of total VP-charge equal to
(−2|e||k|). The other quantities, including the lepton
number, should reveal a similar behavior. Furthermore,
the Fano approach contains also a number of approxi-
mations. Actually, the expression (59) is exact only in
the vicinity of the corresponding Zcr, what is shown by
a number of concrete examples in Refs. [3, 22, 23, 27],
and in the present context in App.D for the potential
(4). Therefore, the most correct way to find ̺renV P (~r) for
the entire range of Z under study is provided by the ex-
pression (43), supplied with subsequent direct check of
the expected integer value of Qren

V P .

IV. VP-ENERGY IN THE
NON-PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

The most consistent way to explore the spontaneous
emission is to deal with the total VP-energy EV P , in-
troduced in eq. (3), since there are indeed the changes
in EV P , caused by discrete levels diving, which are re-
sponsible for creation of vacuum positrons. Following
the general prescription for the Casimir energy calcula-
tions [8, 25], the natural choice of the reference point
for EV P is the free case Aext = 0. The Coulomb term
EC,V P is automatically consistent with such reference
point. In the case of Dirac sea VP-energy it must be
combined with the circumstance that, unlike the purely
photonic Casimir effect, ED,V P includes also an infinite
set of discrete Coulomb levels. To pick out exclusively
the interaction effects, it is therefore necessary to sub-
tract in addition from each discrete level the mass of the
free electron at rest. In fact, such definition of ED,V P

follows from the basic properties of QFT (see, e.g., the
basic monographs [17, 28]), which imply that the in- and
out- fields and states in any QFT-problem under ques-
tion should be subject of a special limiting procedure.
The essence of the latter is that in any interacting sys-
tem the asymptotically free in- and out- fields and states
cannot be treated independently of dynamics. Actually,
the free case should be defined via pertinent turning-off
operation, applied only to the final steps of calculation.
In the case under consideration it is the limit Q → 0.
The specifics of the present problem is that for any in-
finitesimally small Q the discrete spectrum of Coulomb
states survives. So apart of continua, the free field limit
in this case includes an infinite set of units, corresponding
to discrete levels, concentrated in the infinitesimal vicin-
ity of the condensation point, which must be subtracted
in such a way, that preserves the physical content of the
problem.

Thus, in the physically motivated form and in agree-
ment with ̺V P (~r), which is defined so that it automat-
ically vanishes in the free case, the initial expression for

the Dirac sea VP-energy should be written as

ED,V P = 1
2




∑

ǫn<ǫF

ǫn −
∑

ǫn>ǫF

ǫn +
∑

−16ǫn<1

1





A

−

− 1
2




∑

ǫn6−1

ǫn −
∑

ǫn>1

ǫn





0

, (60)

where the label A denotes the non-vanishing external
field Aext, while the label 0 corresponds to Aext = 0.
Defined in such a way, the total VP-energy (3) vanishes
by turning off the external field, while by turning on it
contains only the interaction effects. Therefore the ex-
pansion of EV P in (even) powers of the external field
starts from O

(
Q2
)
.

Now let us extract from (60) separately the contribu-
tions from the discrete and continuous spectra for each
value of angular quantum number k, and afterwards use
for the difference of integrals over the continuous spec-

trum (
∫
d~q
√
q2 + 1)A − (

∫
d~q
√
q2 + 1)0 the well-known

technique, which represents this difference in the form of
an integral of the elastic scattering phase δk(q) [3, 16, 29–
31]. The final answer for ED,V P (Z,R), written as a par-
tial series over angular number k, reads [16]

ED,V P (Z,R) =

∞∑

k=1

ED,V P,k(Z,R) , (61)

where

ED,V P,k(Z,R) = k



 1

π

∞∫

0

q dq√
q2 + 1

δtot(k, q) +

+
∑

±

∑

−16ǫn,±k<1

(1− ǫn,±k)


 . (62)

In (62) δtot(k, q) is the total phase shift for the given
values of the wavenumber q and angular number ±k, in-
cluding the contributions from the scattering states from
both continua and both parities for the radial DC prob-
lem with the hamiltonian (30). In the contribution of the
discrete spectrum to ED,V P,k(Z,R) the additional sum∑

± takes also account of both parities.
Such approach to evaluation of ED,V P (Z,R) turns out

to be quite effective, since for the external potentials of
the type (4,5) each partial term in ED,V P (Z,R) turns
out to be finite without any special regularization. First,
δtot(k, q) behaves both in IR and UV-limits of the q-
variable much better, than each of the scattering phase
shifts separately. Namely, δtot(k, q) is finite for q → 0
and behaves like O(1/q3) for q → ∞, hence, the phase
integral in (62) is always convergent. Moreover, δtot(k, q)
is by construction an even function of the external field.
Second, in the contribution of bound states to ED,V P,k

the condensation point ǫn,±k → 1 turns out to be reg-
ular, because 1 − ǫn,±k ∼ O(1/n2) for n → ∞. The
latter circumstance permits to avoid intermediate cutoff
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of the Coulomb asymptotics of the external potential for
r → ∞, what significantly simplifies all the subsequent
calculations.
In the case of ED,V P (Z,R) the divergence of the the-

ory shows up in divergence of the partial series (61).
The latter problem can be solved along the lines of
Refs. [22, 23], which deal with the similar expansion for
ED,V P in 2+1 D. In the present 3+1 D case due to a lot
of technical details this topic is considered separately in
Ref. [16]. The main result is that, as expected from gen-
eral grounds discussed above in terms of ̺V P (~r) and in
accordance with similar results in 1+1 and 2+1 D cases
[3, 22, 23], the partial series (61) for ED,V P (Z,R) diverges
in the leading O(Q2)-order. So it requires regularization
and subsequent renormalization, although each partial
ED,V P,k(Z,R) is finite. Moreover, the divergence of the
partial series (61) is formally the same as in 3+1 QED
for the fermionic loop with two external lines.
The need in the renormalization via fermionic loop

follows also from the analysis of the properties of ̺V P ,
which shows that without such UV-renormalization the
integral VP-charge cannot acquire the expected integer
value in units of (−2|e|). In fact, the properties of ̺V P

play here the role of a controller, which provides the im-
plementation of the required physical conditions for a
correct description of VP-effects beyond the scope of PT,
since the latters cannot be tracked via direct evaluation
of ED,V P by means of the initial relations (3),(60).
Thus, in the complete analogy with the renormaliza-

tion of VP-density (43), we should pass to the renormal-
ized Dirac sea VP-energy by means of relations

Eren
D,V P (Z,R) =

∑

k=1

Eren
D,V P,k(Z,R) , (63)

where

Eren
D,V P,k(Z,R) = ED,V P,k(Z,R) + ζD,k(R)Z

2 , (64)

while the renormalization coefficients ζD,k(R) are defined
in the following way

ζD,k(R) = lim
Z0→0

[
EPT
D,V P (Z0) δk,1 − ED,V P,k(Z0)

Z2
0

]

R

.

(65)
The essence of relations (63-65) is to remove (for fixed
R !) the divergent O(Q2)-components from the non-
renormalized partial terms ED,V P,k(Z,R) in the se-
ries (61) and replace them further by renormalized via
fermionic loop perturbative contribution to the Dirac sea
VP-energy EPT

D,V P δk,1. Such procedure provides simulta-
neously the convergence of the regulated this way partial
series (63) and the correct limit of Eren

D,V P (Z,R) forQ→ 0
with fixed R.
Another way to achieve the renormalization prescrip-

tion (63-65) can be based on the Schwinger relation [3,
8, 9, 24] for the renormalized VP-quantities

δEren
D,V P =

∫
d~r ̺renV P (~r) δA

ext
0 (~r) + δEN , (66)

where EN is responsible only for jumps in the VP-energy,
caused by discrete levels crossing through the border
of the lower continuum, and so is an essentially non-
perturbative quantity, which doesn’t need any renormal-
ization. From (66) there follows that the Dirac sea VP-
energy and VP-density must be renormalized in a similar
way by means of the same subtraction procedure.
The relation (66) can be represented also in the partial

form

δEren
D,V P,k =

∞∫

0

r2 dr ̺renV P,k(r) δA
ext
0 (r) + δEN,k , (67)

from which there follows that the convergence of partial
series for VP-density implies the convergence of partial
series for VP-energy and vice versa. EN,k is always finite
and, moreover, for any finite Z vanishes for k ≥ kmax(Z),
therefore doesn’t influence the convergence of the partial
series.
The perturbative term EPT

D,V P δk,1 is obtained from the
general first-order Schwinger relation [24]

EPT
D,V P =

1

2

∫
d~r ̺PT

V P (~r)A
ext
0 (~r) , (68)

where ̺PT
V P (~r) is defined in (44-47). From (68) and (44,45)

one finds

EPT
D,V P =

1

64π4

∫
d~q ~q2 ΠR(−~q2)

∣∣∣
∫
d~r ei~q~r Aext

0 (~r)
∣∣∣
2

.

(69)
It should be noted that, since the function S(x), de-
fined in (46,47), is strictly positive, the perturbative VP-
energy is also positive.
In the spherically-symmetric case with Aext

0 (~r) =
A0(r) the perturbative VP-term belongs to the s-channel,
which gives the factor δk,1, and

EPT
D,V P =

1

π

∞∫

0

dq q4 ΠR(−q2) ×

×




∞∫

0

r2 dr j0(qr)A0(r)




2

, (70)

whence for the sphere there follows

EPT
D,V P, sphere =

Q2

2πR

∞∫

0

dq

q
S(q/m) J2

1/2(qR) , (71)

while for the ball one obtains

EPT
D,V P, ball =

9Q2

2πR3

∞∫

0

dq

q3
S(q/m) J2

3/2(qR) . (72)

For R close to Rmin(Z), under condition

ln (1/2mR) ≫ 1, (73)
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the integrals (71,72) can be calculated analytically (see
Ref. [8] for details). In particular,

EPT
D,V P, sphere =

Q2

3πR

[
ln

(
1

2mR

)
− γE +

1

6

]
(74)

for the sphere and

EPT
D,V P, ball =

2Q2

5πR

[
ln

(
1

2mR

)
− γE +

1

5

]
(75)

for the ball. In this case the ratio

EPT
D,V P, ball/EPT

D,V P, sphere ≃ 6/5 (76)

is just the same as for their classical electrostatic self-
energies 3Z2α/5R and Z2α/2R.
However, for our purposes the condition (73) is too re-

strictive and so the evaluation of EPT
D,V P (R) is performed

numerically. By means of existing nowadays soft- and
hardware this task does not pose any problems.
The renormalization of the Coulomb term EC,V P (R)

completely repeats the preceding ones. However, it by
no means doesn’t imply the direct replacement ̺V P (~r) →
̺renV P (~r) in the expression (2). Rather, it must follow the
general lines of subtracting (for fixed R !) the O(Q2)-
component from the non-renormalized expression (2) and
replacing it further by renormalized via fermionic loop
perturbative contribution to the Coulomb VP-energy
EPT
C,V P . That means

Eren
C,V P (Z,R) = EC,V P (Z,R) + ζC(R)Z

2 , (77)

while the renormalization coefficients ζC(R) should be
defined now as follows

ζC(R) = lim
Z0→0

[
EPT
C,V P (Z0)− EC,V P (Z0)

Z2
0

]

R

, (78)

where

EPT
C,V P =

1

2

∫
d~r d~r′

̺PT
V P (~r) ̺

PT
V P (~r

′)

|~r − ~r′| , (79)

with ̺PT
V P (~r) being defined in eqs. (44-47).

Indeed such procedure deals with EC,V P (R) in a way
consistent with renormalization of ̺V P (~r) and ED,V P by
means of the same subtraction procedure and provides
the correct limit of Eren

C,V P (Z,R) for Q→ 0 with fixed R.
A more explicit form of the expression (77) can be also
written as follows

Eren
C,V P (Z,R) =

1

2

∫
d~r d~r′

̺PT
V P (~r) ̺

PT
V P (~r

′)− ̺
(1)
V P (~r) ̺

(1)
V P (~r

′)

|~r − ~r′| +

+
1

2

∫
d~r d~r′

̺V P (~r) ̺V P (~r
′)

|~r − ~r′| . (80)

The main point here is that in the supercritical region
the Born term turns out to be much larger, than the
perturbative one, which leads to a very peculiar effect of
Coulomb supercriticality: Coulomb interaction between
vacuum shells, being charged with the same (negative)
sign, is attractive. This peculiar effect will be demon-
strated by concrete calculations below.

V. THE RESULTS OF CALCULATIONS

As in Ref. [16], for greater clarity of results we restrict
this presentation to the case of charged sphere (4) on the
interval 0 < Z < 300 with the numerical coefficient in
eq. (7) chosen as 5

Rmin(Z) = 1.228935 (2.5Z)1/3 fm . (81)

On this interval of Z the main contribution to VP-energy
comes only from the s-channel, in which a non-zero num-
ber of discrete levels has already dived into the lower
continuum. Therefore all the results, presented below,
are given per two spin projections.
It would be instructive to start with the renormalized

VP-energies of the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z) as functions of Z

with R = Rmin(Z), shown in Fig.4, and pertinent plots
of δtot(1, q), shown in Figs.5 (for details of calculations
see Ref. [16]).
The critical charges for both parities (±k) are found

in this case from equations

2 z1K2iηk

(√
8QR

)
J± ∓

∓
[√

2QR
(
K1+2 iηk

(√
8QR

)
+K1−2iηk

(√
8QR

))
±

± 2 kK2iηk

(√
8QR

)]
J∓ = 0 , (82)

where

ηk =
√
Q2 − k2 , (83)

and

z1 =
√
Q2 − 2QR , J± = Jk±1/2(z1) . (84)

The meaning of eqs. (82-84) is twofold. First, by solving
these eqs. with respect to Z and R = Rmin(Z) one finds
the standard set of critical charges Zcr,i for the case of
charged sphere. Second, for fixed Z one obtains the set
of critical radii Rcr,i(Z), for which the levels attain the
threshold of the lower continuum.
For Z = 300 there are four lowest levels in the s-

channel, which dive into the lower continuum. The dived
levels always group quite naturally into pairs, contain-
ing states of different parity. In this case these are
the pairs {1s1/2 , 2p1/2} and {2s1/2 , 3p1/2} with Zcr,i ≃
{173.6 , 188.5} , {244.3 , 270.5}, correspondingly. So for
Z = 300 it is only the s-channel, where δtot(1, q) under-
goes corresponding resonant jumps by π. The pertinent
curves of δtot(1, q) are shown in Fig.5. In particular, the
two first low-energy narrow jumps correspond to reso-
nances, which are caused by diving of 2s1/2 and 3p1/2,

5 With such a choice for a charged ball with Z = 170 the lowest
1s1/2-level lies precisely at ǫ1s = −0.99999. Furthermore, it is
quite close to 1.23, which is the most commonly used coefficient
in heavy nuclei physics.
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FIG. 4. Eren
D,V P (Z) for R = Rmin(Z) in the range 10 < Z < 300.
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FIG. 5. δtot(1, q) for Z = 300 and R = Rmin(Z) on different scales: (a) 0 < q < 10; (b) 0 < q < 50.

what happens quite close to Z = 300. At the same time,
the jumps caused by diving of 1s1/2 and 2p1/2 have been
already gradually smoothed and almost merged together,
therefore look like one big 2 π-jump, which is already sig-
nificantly shifted to the region of larger q. In the other
channels with k ≥ 2 there are no dived levels for such Z.

It should be remarked, however, that each Zcr,i, given
above, corresponds to the case of external Coulomb
source with charge Z = Zcr,i and radius Ri =
Rmin(Zcr,i). Hence, this is not exactly the case under
consideration with fixed Z = 300 and R = Rmin(Z),
rather it is a qualitative picture of what happens with
the dived levels in this case. They are absent in the dis-
crete spectrum and show up as positronic resonances, the
rough disposition of which can be understood as a result
of diving of corresponding levels at Zcr,i. But their exact

positions on the q-axis can be found only via thorough
restoration of the form of δtot(1, q).
The contribution of Eren

C,V P (Z,R) is calculated as fol-
lows. In the s-channel the general expression (80) reduces
to

Eren
C,V P (Z,R) = (4π)2

∫ ∞

0

r dr

∫ r

0

r′2 dr′

[
̺PT
V P (r) ̺

PT
V P (r

′)− ̺
(1)
V P (r) ̺

(1)
V P (r

′) + ̺V P (r) ̺V P (r
′)
]
,

(85)

where ̺PT
V P (r) , ̺

(1)
V P (r) , ̺V P (r) are the perturbative

renormalized, the Born one, defined in eq.(39), and the
total VP-density, calculated in the s-channel.
First, let us consider the renormalized Coulomb in-

teraction as a function of Z with R = Rmin(Z). The
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FIG. 6. Different aspects of the renormalized Coulomb term as a function of Z and R = Rmin(Z) in the range 10 < Z < 300:
(a) Eren

C,V P (Z) ; (b) E
PT
C,V P (Z) ; (c) E

B
C,V P (Z).

pertinent plots of Eren
C,V P (Z) and of its main ingredients,

in particular, the renormalized perturbative contribution
EPT
C,V P (Z) and the Born term EB

C,V P (Z) are shown in
Figs.6(a-c) (for details of calculations see App. A-D).

As it was already claimed at the end of the preced-
ing Section, the behavior of the renormalized Eren

C,V P (Z)
corresponds to the picture, where before first level div-
ing the Coulomb interaction between VP-densities is re-
pulsive, but thereafter with each level diving at Zcr,i,
accompanied with appearance of vacuum shells, it un-
dergoes negative jumps and so the Coulomb interaction
between vacuum shells turns out to be attractive. This
effect is a direct consequence of the renormalization pre-
scription (77-79) and looks quite peculiar, since the shells
are charged with the same sign. Moreover, in general the
curve of Eren

C,V P (Z) looks quite similar to the one of the
Dirac sea with negative jumps at each Zcr,i. The main
difference is that the magnitude of Eren

D,V P (Z) is larger

(and for larger Z much larger) than that of the Coulomb
term, and with growing Z goes down faster and faster
in contrast to Eren

C,V P (Z), which decreases much slowlier.
Furthermore, the negative jumps in Eren

D,V P (Z) are always

equal to 2mc2, while those of Eren
C,V P (Z) depend on the

structure of wavefunctions ψn(~r) at the lower threshold
and so are not strictly fixed. Their general feature is
that they decrease with growing Z, since there grows the
number of nodes in ψn(~r) at the lower threshold.

A remark should be also done concerning the calcula-
tion of the perturbative term EPT

C,V P (Z,R) for the sphere,

since in this case the corresponding ̺PT
V P (r) reveals a δ-

like singularity for r = R. Therefore the direct numeri-
cal evaluation of the corresponding term in the integral
(85) becomes difficult. In this case it will be more fruit-
ful to deal directly with the Coulomb interaction writ-
ten in terms of the longitudinal component of electric

field ~E ||(~r). For the potential (4) the Uehling poten-
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FIG. 7. The jumps of derivative in the Uehling potential APT
V P,0(r) at r = R for: (a) Z = 200 , R = 0.1 ; (b) Z = 280 , R = 0.25.

The profiles of potentials are given in the bare form, as a direct result of corresponding integrations, omitting all the additional
multipliers.

150 200 250
Z

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

EC,VP [MeV]

(a)

FIG. 8. The non-renormalized EC,V P (Z) as a function of Z and R = Rmin(Z) on the range 10 < Z < 300.

tial APT
V P,0(r) is continuous everywhere, but its derivative

and so ~EPT

||,V P (r) reveal a finite jump at r = R. The

pertinent plots of APT
V P,0(r) in the vicinity of the dis-

continuity points are presented in Figs.7 for two quite
representative values Z = 200 , 280. At the same time,
for r < R as well as for r > R the radial electric field
EPT
||,V P (r) is well-defined. Hence, the perturbative contri-

bution EPT
C,V P (Z,R) can be quite consistently obtained

via

EPT
C,V P (Z,R) =

1

2

[∫ R

0

+

∫ ∞

R

]
r2 dr

(
EPT
||,V P (r)

)2
.

(86)

Note also that in Fig.6(b) the curve of EPT
C,V P (Z) is not

strictly quadratic in Z, since it is calculated for R =
Rmin(Z).

In contrast to EPT
C,V P (Z), which reveals a monotonic

grow for increasing Z, the Born term EB
C,V P (Z), which is

built from the first-order ̺
(1)
V P (r), is much more whimsi-

cal. First, due to asymptotics of ̺
(1)
V P (r), given in (40,41),

the corresponding integral, which defines the Born term
in the expression (85), is finite, and so the renormaliza-
tion of the Coulomb term reduces to a finite subtrac-
tion. However, this subtraction is well motivated as a
part of the whole renormalization procedure. Second,
the magnitude of EB

C,V P (Z) is sufficiently larger, than of
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the other components of the Coulomb term. This is the
reason, why Eren

C,V P (Z) becomes negative in the supercrit-
ical region with Z > Zcr,1. However, the most intriguing

feature of EB
C,V P (Z) is that it shows a noticeable reac-

tion on the existence of critical charges. Compared to
Eren
C,V P (Z), this reaction is more soft, but, nevertheless,

it is quite well pronounced. The reason is that unlike
̺PT
V P (r), which is constructed as a purely perturbative

quantity, ̺
(1)
V P (r) is a part of the whole VP-density and

therefore, at least partially, but reflects the information
about the level diving, which is contained in the total
̺V P (r).
In addition, in Fig.8 it is shown the non-renormalized

Coulomb VP-energy EC,V P (Z,Rmin(Z)), which also
turns out to be finite due to asymptotics (40,41) of

̺
(1)
V P,|k|(r), contains the corresponding negative jumps

at each Zcr,i, but is strictly positive. Therefore with-
out renormalization, which replaces EC,V P (Z,R) by
Eren
C,V P (Z,R), the main effect of the Coulomb term (2)

will be the repulsion of VP-densities, which would only
worsen the situation with the spontaneous emission,
which is already extremely bad. In contrast, Eren

C,V P (Z,R)
works in a right direction and so makes the latter slightly
better, but, unfortunately, cannot solve it completely.

VI. SPONTANEOUS POSITRON EMISSION:
WHAT IS WRONG AND WHAT IS POSSIBLE

Now — having dealt with the general consequences of
levels diving in terms of VP-density and VP-energy this
way — let us consider the total Eren

V P (Z,R) as a func-
tion of R. This exercise turns out to be quite informa-
tive, since this behavior of EV P (Z,R) simulates in a quite
reasonable way the non-perturbative VP-effects in slow
heavy ion collisions, caused by levels diving into the lower
continuum, including the problem of spontaneous emis-
sion of positrons in the supercritical region Z > Zcr,1

6.
First, let us mention that the general theory [1, 7–9],

based on the framework [26], predicts that after level
diving there appears a metastable state with lifetime
∼ 10−19 sec, which decays into the spontaneous positron
emission accompanied with vacuum shells formation ac-
cording to the Fano rule (59). An important point here
is that due to spherical symmetry of the source, during
this process all the angular quantum numbers and parity
of the dived level are preserved by the metastable state
and further by positrons created. Furthermore, the spon-
taneous emission of positrons should be caused solely by

6 In this paper we give only a qualitative picture of what is wrong
and what is possible concerning spontaneous emission in the su-
percritical region, based on the behavior of VP-density and VP-
energy. More quantitative analysis with concrete calculations
of emission rates and corresponding probabilities requires much
more details including positron emission spectra, estimates of
time intervals for emission, a set of additional plots and draw-
ings, etc., and so will be presented separately.

VP-effects without any other channels of energy transfer.
The corresponding positron spectra have been calculated
first in Refs. [32, 33], and explored quite recently with
more details in Refs. [4, 6]. These spectra demonstrate,
in particular, that the emission of low-energy positrons
should be strongly suppressed by the repulsive interac-
tion with the nuclei, while at high energy the spectra fall
off exponentially. Actually, strong suppression of sponta-
neous emission at low energies is the direct consequence
of the well-known result of Coulomb scattering for the
probability to find the scattering particles at zero rela-
tive distances

|Ψ(0)|2 =
2 πκ

v |e2πκ − 1| , (87)

where κ = e1e2/~v with v being the relative velocity. In
the case of repulsion for small v the relation (87) implies

|Ψ(0)|2 → 2πe1e2
~ v2

e−2πe1e2/~v , (88)

and since the spontaneous positrons should be created
in the vicinity of the Coulomb center, there follows from
(88) that one should expect strong suppression of emis-
sion at low energies.
Now let us consider Eren

V P as a function of R for a rep-
resentative set of supercritical Z from the range 184 ≤
Z ≤ 300 for the s-channel with k = 1. All the re-
sults, presented below, are given per two spin projec-
tions. The pertinent plots are shown in Figs. 9-13. Each
curve is given on the interval Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax,
where Rmax ∼ 1 is chosen in such a way that it corre-
sponds to the O(1/R)-asymptotics of Eren

V P (Z,R). The
latter appears as a result of competition between contri-
butions from different components of Eren

D,V P (Z,R) and
Eren
C,V P (Z,R), perturbative as well as non-perturbative.

In the range 100 < Z < 300 for the s-channel this com-
petition yields the positive sign of asymptotics. It should
be noted also that the study of large R-asymptotics re-
quires indeed the use of the exact integral representation
of EPT

D,V P (R), given in (71), instead of the approximate
analytic expression (74), since in this region the condi-
tion (73) apparently fails. At the same time, at the left
end for R = Rmin(Z) the values of Eren

D,V P (Z,R) coincide
with those from Fig.4.
In Figs. 9 there are shown the curves of Eren

V P (Z,R)
for Z = 184 , 192 , 200, which reveal the same basic prop-
erty. Namely, their curvatures are strictly positive, and
so they are bulge down. In particular, for Z = 184
with Rmin(184) = 0.02456 ≃ 9.5 fm, there is only
the lowest 1s1/2-level, which dives into the lower con-
tinuum at Rcr,1 = 0.0444 ≃ 17.2 fm. The behavior
of Eren

V P (Z,R) for Z = 192 , 200 differs from Z = 184
only in the number of dived levels and in the arrange-
ment of curves in accordance with their starting values
for R = Rmin(Z). The curve Eren

V P (184, R) is the high-
est one with Eren

V P (184, Rmin(184)) ≃ 16.6 (≃ 8.5MeV),
Eren
V P (192, R) with Eren

V P (192, Rmin(192)) ≃ 13.6 takes the
middle position, whereas the curve Eren

V P (200, R) is the
lowest one with Eren

V P (200, Rmin(200)) ≃ 12.3. Further-
more, for Z = 192 , 200 there is already one pair of the
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FIG. 9. (Color online). The total VP-energy (solid black line), built from contributions from the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z,R)

(dash-dotted black line) and Coulomb interaction between VP-densities Eren
C,V P (Z,R) (red line) on the corresponding range of

the Coulomb source size Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax ≃ 30− 40 fm and (a) Z = 184; (b) Z = 192; (c) Z = 200 .

lowest s-levels, namely {1s1/2 , 2p1/2}, which dive into the lower continuum, now in reverse order compared to



17

VP-in

ΔEcoul

VP-out

2p-EmissionRange

1s-EmissionRange

20 40 60 80
R [fm]

-�

�

2

VP [MeV]

(a)

FIG. 10. (Color online).The total VP-energy (solid black line), built from contributions from the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z,R) (dash-

dotted black line) and Coulomb interaction between VP-densities Eren
C,V P (Z,R) (red line) on the corresponding range of the

Coulomb source size Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax ≃ 80 fm and Z = 240. The areas of positive kinetic energy, allowed for spontaneous
emission, are highlighted in color (1s—green , 2p—orange).
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FIG. 11. (Color online).The total VP-energy (solid black line), built from contributions from the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z,R)

(dash-dotted black line) and Coulomb interaction between VP-densities Eren
C,V P (Z,R) (red line) on the corresponding range of

the Coulomb source size Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax ≃ 100 fm and Z = 260. The areas of positive kinetic energy, allowed for
spontaneous emission, are highlighted in color (1s–green , 2p–orange , 2s–blue).

the dependence on Z in Fig.4. In particular, for Z = 200 with increasingR fromRmin to Rmax, it is first the 2p1/2-
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FIG. 12. (Color online). The total VP-energy (solid black line), built from contributions from the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z,R)

(dash-dotted black line) and Coulomb interaction between VP-densities Eren
C,V P (Z,R) (red line) on the corresponding range of

the Coulomb source size Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax ≃ 150 fm and Z = 280. The areas of positive kinetic energy, allowed for
spontaneous emission, are highlighted in color (1s–green , 2p–orange , 2s–blue, 3p–brown).
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FIG. 13. (Color online). The total VP-energy (solid black line), built from contributions from the Dirac sea Eren
D,V P (Z,R)

(dash-dotted black line) and Coulomb interaction between VP-densities Eren
C,V P (Z,R) (red line) on the corresponding range of

the Coulomb source size Rmin(Z) < R < Rmax ≃ 200 fm and Z = 300. The areas of positive kinetic energy, allowed for
spontaneous emission, are highlighted in color (1s–green , 2p–orange , 2s–blue, 3p–brown).

level, which dives at Rcr,1 = 0.044, whereas 1s1/2 dives much further at Rcr,2 = 0.085. Such a difference in Rcr,i
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FIG. 14. (Color online) Partial Eren
D,V P,k(R) for Z = 500: (a) k = 1 , 2 , 3 coupled together on the interval 0 < R < 160; (b)

k = 1 on a much larger interval 0 < R < 550 including all the jumps, caused by dived levels, and the asymptotical tail.

between 1s1/2 and 2p1/2 appears, because Zcr,2 ≃ 188.5
for 2p1/2 lies much closer to Z = 200 than Zcr,1 ≃ 173.6
for 1s1/2.
Eren
V P (Z,R) for Z = 240 , 260 differ from Z = 200

in the number of dived levels, in the arrangement
of curves in accordance with their starting values for
R = Rmin(Z) and, moreover, in the behavior of the
derivatives ∇REren

V P (Z,R). For Z = 240 the derivative
∇REren

V P (240, R) is negative almost everywhere, apart an
interval between 20-40 fm, where it changes sign. How-
ever, this interval does not seriously influence the effects
under question. At the same time, Z = 260 turns out to
be a saddle point at which ∇REren

V P (260, R) changes sign
on the already remarkably large interval 23 < R < 113
(in fm) between the diving points 1s1/2 and 2s1/2.

In contrast to Z = 200 , 240 , 260, the behav-
ior of Eren

V P (Z,R) for Z = 280 , 300 is principally
different. First, the corresponding curves lie re-
markably lower, since the starting value for R =
Rmin(Z) is in this case sufficiently more negative,
namely Eren

V P (280, Rmin(280)) ≃ −16.0 (≃ −8.2MeV),
Eren
V P (300, Rmin(300)) ≃ −25.6 (≃ −13.1MeV). Second,

they reveal the curvature, which is opposite to the previ-
ous ones, and so they are bulge upwards. Moreover, with
decreasing R the decline of both curves into the negative
range increases by each subsequent level diving. Indeed
the latter property makes the spontaneous emission a
visible effect for such Z.
With further growth of Z the decline of Eren

D,V P (Z,R)
into the negative range with decreasing R becomes more



20

and more pronounced, as it is clearly seen in Fig.14.
Eren
C,V P (Z,R) shows up now only as a small correction.

Moreover, there follows from Fig.14(a), that for Z = 500
it is the k = 2-channel, which yields the main contribu-
tion to the total VP-energy decline. Note also, that for
such Z the asymptotics of Eren

D,V P (Z,R) for large R be-
comes negative due to increasing role of nonlinear effects
in VP-energy.
Proceeding further, it would be instructive to deal with

the process of contraction, when R varies from Rmax

to Rmin. This process simulates the approach of heavy
ions to each other starting from large distances. In this
case, the curves of EV P (Z,R) in Figs.9 immediately show
that for Z = 184 − 200 the spontaneous emission is (al-
most) strictly forbidden. The reason is that although
the rest mass of positrons can be created via negative
jumps in VP-energy at corresponding Rcr,i, which are
exactly equal to 2 × mc2 in accordance with two pos-
sible spin projections, to create a real positron scat-
tering state it is not enough due to repulsion between
positrons and the Coulomb source. To supply the emerg-
ing vacuum positrons with corresponding potential en-
ergy, which transforms further into the kinetic energy
of scattering states, an additional decrease of Eren

V P (Z,R)
just after levels diving point is required. However, the
curves of EV P (Z,R) for Z = 184 − 200 do not share
such option. On the whole interval Rmin < R < Rmax,
with decreasing R they reveal a constant growth. The
additional negative jumps at critical points Rcr,i, caused
by EC,V P (Z,R), do not significantly improve the situa-
tion. In particular, for Z = 184 the 1s1/2-level dives at
R1s ≃ 17.17 fm with additional kinetic energy ǫkin =
186.8 KeV, but the latter disappears with further con-
traction very rapidly, since the whole region with ǫkin > 0
occupies the interval 16.61 < R < 17.17 (in fm). Un-
der condition that the process of contraction stops at
Rmin(Z), the average speed of contraction on this inter-
val is ≃ 0.07 c, while the corresponding transit time is
estimated as ∆t1s ≃ 2.6× 10−23 sec, what is two orders
less than the resonance lifetime τres ∼ 10−19 sec 7. In
this case the spontaneous emission distribution, shown
in Fig.15, should be given in terms of average positron
number N1s, rather than in terms of probability, since
the latter cannot be properly normalized. In the next
step, integrating the radial distribution

dNν/dR = dNν/dǫkin × dǫkin/dR , (89)

over the whole interval with ǫkin > 0, for the total
positron number one obtains N1s,tot ≃ 0.0001, what is
much less than the conversion pairs background 8.

7 Remark that the time ∆t1s is of pure kinematical origin and
so has nothing to do with the width of spontaneous emission
spectrum. As it follows from the general approach [1, 7–9, 26],
the latter is coupled in the usual way with the resonance lifetime
τres.

8 As it was already mentioned above, the details of calculations
will be presented in a separate paper.
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FIG. 15. Spontaneous emission distribution per additional
kinetic energy in terms of average positron number N1s for
1s1/2 state at Z = 184.
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FIG. 16. (Color online). Spontaneous emission distribution
per additional kinetic energy in terms of average positron
numbers N1s for 1s1/2 and N2p for 2p1/2 states at Z = 200.

For Z = 192 − 240 one finds actually the same situa-
tion. In particular, for Z = 200 the 1s1/2-level dives at
R1s ≃ 32.8 fm with additional kinetic energy ǫkin = 154.9
KeV, the region with ǫkin > 0 occupies the interval
30.8 < R < 32.8 (in fm), the average speed of contrac-
tion on this interval is ≃ 0.09 c, while the correspond-
ing transit time equals to ∆t1s ≃ 7.2 × 10−23 sec. For
2p1/2-level one gets correspondingly R2p ≃ 15.3 fm with
ǫkin = 189.4 KeV, the interval 14.8 < R < 15.3 (in fm)
for the region with ǫkin > 0, that is passed at the average
speed ≃ 0.065 c over time ∆t2p ≃ 2.6 × 10−23 sec. The
spontaneous emission distribution is shown in Fig.16. For
the total positron number one obtains N1s,tot ≃ 0.0002
and N2p,tot ≃ 0.00016, that is still much less than the
conversion pairs background.

For Z = 240 the results are only slightly better.
Although the areas of positive kinetic energy, where
the spontaneous emission is possible, are already quite
large to be highlighted in color (1s–green , 2p–orange) in
Fig.10, ǫkin on these intervals do not exceed 85 KeV for
1s1/2-level and 187 KeV for 2p1/2-level. Corresponding

transit times are of order 10−22 sec, while N2p,tot ≃ 0.005
and so is one order larger compared to Z = 200, but
N1s,tot ≃ 6× 10−6 is even lower, that for Z = 184− 200.
This happens because the 1s-diving point is now quite



21

large R1s = 83.7 fm 9. Meanwhile, the additional nega-
tive jump caused by Eren

C,V P (Z,R) decreases with increas-
ing R, and so ǫkin for 1s1/2-level is restricted by 85 KeV
from above. Therefore the whole interval, allowed for
spontaneous emission of 1s1/2 positrons, belongs to the
left asymptotics of emission distribution with vanishing
probability according to relation (88).
The approximate starting point of spontaneous emis-

sion is presented by the curve EV P (260, R), shown in
Fig.11. In this case 1s1/2 and 2s1/2 levels reveal actu-
ally the same features with very low emission rates as
for Z = 240 and Z = 184 − 200. However, spontaneous
emission of 2p1/2-state takes place now in the whole re-
gion between Rmin(260) = 10.64 fm and R2p = 61.4 fm,
and so proceeds with an appreciable probability. First,
it is the interval 15.7 < R < 61, 4 (in fm), where by de-
creasing R the curve EV P (260, R) first goes down, pro-
viding sufficient growth of ǫkin up to ≃ 1056 KeV at
R ≃ 22.5 fm. Second, there appears an additional inter-
val 10.64 < R < 14.1 fm between Rmin and the endpoint
of positron emission in the 2s1/2-state. In this region ǫkin
exceeds a quite large value ≃ 1786 KeV, which provides
the emission probability ≃ 0.98. Moreover, the total
transit time from R2p to Rmin is estimated as ≃ 2×10−19

sec and so is quite close to τres. So for Z = 260 the
spontaneous emission of 2p1/2 positron states becomes
an accomplished fact.
Actually, the start-up for spontaneous emission should

be estimated as Z∗ ≃ 250 − 260, since it will not hap-
pen until EV P (Z,Rmin(Z)) becomes negative. But there
follows from Fig.4 that the latter cannot occur before
Z exceeds 250. Moreover, this estimate for Z∗ turns
out to be quite insensitive to the concrete model of the
Coulomb source. The main reason is that this estimate
is closely related to the condition EV P (Z,Rmin(Z)) ≃ 0.
At this point, the difference between the sphere and ball
charge configurations is small, since for R = Rmin(Z)
it is reliably confirmed in Ref. [16] that their VP-
energies are related via ratio (76). So in the positive
range the curve of the ball VP-energy lies higher than
the corresponding curve for the sphere, in the negative
range they interchange, whereas their intersection takes
place indeed at the point EV P (Z,Rmin(Z)) ≃ 0, i.e.
for the same Z up to corrections in inverse powers of
ln (1/2mRmin(Z)). At the same time, in slow heavy ion
collisions it is well-known that the VP-effects at short
internuclear distances, achieved in the monopole approx-
imation, are in rather good agreement with exact two-
center ones [6, 32, 34], and lie always in between those
for sphere and ball upon adjusting properly the coeffi-
cient in the relation (7).
However, for Z ≃ Z∗ the intensity of spontaneous

emission cannot be high enough against the conversion

9 Such a large value of R1s in this case should not be misleading,
since the total Z = 240 cannot be realized in two heavy ions
collision. One needs at least four ions, moving along the tetra-
hedron carbon bonds. The last configuration is quite close to a
sphere even for such R.

pairs background. In particular, for Z = 260 there are
only 2p1/2- positrons, which are emitted after each div-
ing of 2p1/2-level. Actually, the positron emission be-
comes a visible effect starting from Z ∼ 280 − 300 and
with further growth of Z its intensity increases very
rapidly, which opens up the possibility for unambigu-
ous detection for such Z. It happens because the be-
havior of Eren

V P (280, 300, R) is opposite to the previous
ones (compare the appearance of curves in Figs. 9–11
and Figs. 12,13). As a result, with decreasing R the
decay rate of Eren

V P (280, 300, R) into the negative range
increases by each subsequent level diving and so sup-
plies the positrons just born with sufficient amount of
energy and transit time for emission in the vicinity of
the Coulomb source. And it is indeed the latter prop-
erty, which makes the spontaneous emission a quite vis-
ible effect for such Z. With further growth of Z, by
each subsequent levels diving the decline of Eren

V P (Z,R)
into the negative range with decreasing R becomes more
and more pronounced, as it is clearly seen in Fig.14. As
an additional factor of growth here is that the channels
with k > 1 contribute with corresponding multiplicity
factors. So the total rate of positron emission becomes
significantly more high.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

First, it should be noted that the answer Z∗ ≃ 250 −
260 for the start-up of spontaneous emission, given above,
is just an estimate from below. Actually, Z∗ should be
even larger, since this answer corresponds to a strongly
underestimated size of the Coulomb source via relation
(81) in comparison with the realistic heavy ions super-
critical configuration. Moreover, there exists at least one
correction to Eren

V P (Z,R), which leads to a positive shift of
Z∗. It is the self-energy (SE) contribution due to virtual
photon exchange, which in the context of essentially non-
linear VP-effects of super-criticality, caused by fermionic
loop, is usually dropped. Near the lower continuum SE
shows up also as a perturbative correction and so cannot
seriously alter the results, presented above [5]. Neverthe-
less, SE is always positive and so leads to the same conse-
quences for Z∗. So the realistic estimate for Z∗ turns out
to be even higher than ≃ 250 − 260. In any case, how-
ever, such Z∗ lies far beyond the interval 170 6 Z 6 192,
which is nowadays the main region of theoretical and ex-
perimental activity in heavy ion collisions aimed at the
study of such VP-effects [4, 6, 11–13]. The negative re-
sult of early investigations at GSI [15] can be at least
partially explained by the last circumstance 10.
Note also that there follows from results of Sect.VI that

for Z = 184 − 240 the probability of positron emission
after corresponding level diving is very low. In this case

10 We drop here any questions concerning the time of level diving
during heavy ion collisions. For more details on this topic see,
e.g., Refs. [1, 9, 10].
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the dived level penetrates into the lower continuum as
an empty one, creating only the change in the density of
states n(~r) according to the general approach [9, 26]. The
emerging vacuum shell remains uncharged and so can-
not yield any additional negative jump in Eren

C,V P (Z,R)
at corresponding diving point. Eren

C,V P (Z,R) contains in

this case EPT
C,V P (Z,R) as the main contribution, which is

positive and very small compared with Eren
D,V P (Z,R). In

Fig.6(b) it is shown as a function of Z for R = Rmin(Z),
while for growing R and fixed Z it vanishes as O(1/R).
Therefore, the total Eren

V P (Z,R) coincides in this case
with the bare Dirac sea polarization energy Eren

D,V P (Z,R),
shown in Figs. 9-13 as a dash-dotted black line, up to
very small positive correction. This is why we can freely
ignore in eq.(24) an addition to the external potential
V (r), caused by VP-charge density, which appears in the
Coulomb gauge

∆V (~r) = e

∫
d~r′

̺V P (~r
′)

|~r − ~r′| . (90)

It should be also mentioned that Z∗ ≃ 210 has already
arisen by treating the spontaneous emission as a specific
lepton pair creation [16, 35]. The latter estimate is sig-
nificantly softer, but has been obtained on the basis of
more qualitative arguments. The present one, however,
is achieved in a quite rigorous way via direct evaluation
of Eren

V P (Z,R) by means of well-founded and transparent
approach.

Second, in collisions with spontaneous emission the
emitted positrons carry away the lepton number equal
to (−1)×their total number. Hence, the correspond-
ing amount of positive lepton number should be left to
the VP-density, concentrated in vacuum shells. Other-
wise, either the lepton number conservation in such a
processes must be broken, or the positron emission pro-
hibited. Therefore such collision should proceed via a
specific intermediate state, which contains a spatially ex-
tended lepton number VP-density. Moreover, it should
be a real intermediate state, which appears with the first
emitted positron and ceases to exist with the last cre-
ated valence electron. For slow heavy ion collisions its
lifetime can be estimated as ∼ 10−19 − 10−21 sec, and
during this time the lepton number VP-density should
exist as a real and, in principle, measurable extended
quantity. So any reliable answer concerning the sponta-
neous positron emission — either positive or negative —
is important for our understanding of the nature of the
lepton number, since so far leptons show up as point-like
particles with no indications on existence of any kind in-
trinsic structure (for a more detailed discussion of this
topic see Refs. [35]).

Therefore, the reasonable conditions, under which
the vacuum positron emission can be unambiguously
detected on the nuclear conversion pairs background,
should play an exceptional role in slow ions collisions,

aimed at the search of such events. However, the esti-
mates for Z∗, achieved above, show that for such condi-
tions two heavy ion collisions are out of work. The gap
between the highest achievable nowadays Z = 192 for
Cm+Cm colliding beams and the estimate from below
Z∗ ≃ 250− 260 is to large for any kind special efforts in
searching for the signal of spontaneous emission in such
collisions. Note also that with further growth of Z the de-
cline of Eren

V P (Z,R) into the negative range with decreas-
ing R becomes more and more pronounced, as it is clearly
seen in Fig.14, and so the total rate of emission becomes
significantly more high. It happens because the decay of
the Dirac sea VP-energy Eren

D,V P (Z,R) at R = Rmin(Z)
in the range 300 < Z < 600 proceeds extremely rapidly
[16, 35]. In particular, Eren

D,V P (Z,Rmin(Z) for Z = 300
is only ≃ −11 MeV, while for Z = 600 it exceeds −500
MeV. At such a rate of VP-energy decay into the neg-
ative range the spontaneous emission has every chance
of being detected against the background of a conversion
pairs that grows ∼ Z2.
One possible way to access QED at a supercritical

Coulomb field is to consider more complicated collisions,
which are based on the regular polyhedron symmetry —
synchronized slow heavy ion beams move from the ver-
tices of the polyhedron towards its center. The simplest
collision of such kind contains 4 beams, arranged as the
mean lines of the tetrahedron with the intersection angle
ϑ = 2 arcsin(

√
2/3) ≃ 1090 28′, akin to s-p hybridized

tetrahedron carbon bonds. The next and probably the
most preferable one is the 6-beam configuration, repro-
ducing 6 semi-axes of the rectangular coordinate frame.
The advantage of such many-beam collisions is evident.
On the other hand, such collisions require serious ad-
ditional efforts for their implementation. Therefore, an
additional tasty candy is needed to arouse sufficient in-
terest in such a project, and it is really possible, but this
issue requires for a special discussion.
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IX. APPENDIX A. EXPLICIT FORMULAE FOR THE BORN TERM (37) IN THE CASE OF THE
POTENTIAL (4)

Here we list the results of integration over dr′ in the Born term (37) for the potential (4) in the s-channel (k = 1),
which are required for the main part of the work. For these purposes we define first

a1(y, r) =
sinh [2γr]− 2γr

2 π γ2
, a2(y, r) =

2 + 2(γr)2 − 2 cosh [2γr] + γr sinh [2γr]

2 π rγ3
,

c1(y, r) =
Chi [2 γ r]− Chi [2 γ R] + ln [R/r]

πγ
,

c2(y, r) =
1

2 πγ3

[
1/r2 − 1/R2 + cosh [2γR]/R2 − cosh [2γr] /r2 +

+ 2 γ2 (Chi [2 γR]− Chi [2 γr]− ln [γR] + ln [γr]) + 2 γ (sinh [2γr] /r − sinh [2γR] /R)
]
,

A1(y, r) = θ(R− r) a1(y, r)/R + (a1(y,R)/R+ c1(y, r)) θ(r −R) ,

A2(y, r) = θ(R− r) a2(y, r)/R + (a2(y,R)/R+ c2(y, r)) θ(r −R) ,

b1(y, r) = π
[
e−2γr − e−2γR

]
/4γ2 , b2(y, r) =

R e2γR(2 + γr)− π r e−2γR(2 + γR)

4Rrγ3
,

d1(y, r) = π Γ [0, 2 γr] /2γ , d2(y, r) = π
e−2γr(1 + 2γr)/2r2 + γ2Ei [−2γr]

2γ3
,

B1(y, r) = θ(R− r) (b1(y, r)/R + d1(y,R)) + d1(y, r) θ(r −R) ,

B2(y, r) = θ(R− r) (b2(y, r)/R + d2(y,R)) + d2(y, r) θ(r −R) .

(91)

By means of this set of subsidiary functions the final expression for the Born term in the s-channel reads

TrG
(1)
1 (r; iy) =

Q

r

[
(1− y2)

(
K2

1/2(γr)A1(y, r) + K2
3/2(γr)A2(y, r) + I21/2(γr)B1(y, r) + I23/2(γr)B2(y, r)

)
+

+ (1 + y2)
(
K2

1/2(γr)A2(y, r) + K2
3/2(γr)A1(y, r) + I21/2(γr)B2(y, r) + I23/2(γr)B1(y, r)

)]
. (92)

Quite analogously, the integration over dr′ in the Born term (37) can be performed for any k > 1, leading to the
corresponding expression for the Born term in a compact form, but with growing k this calculation becomes more and
more cumbersome. However, within the present analysis we use only the s-channel, which is defined via eqs.(91-92)).
And although these expressions contain integral exponent and cosine functions, they are simple enough to provide a

quite effective numerical integration over dy, required to extract the most important nonlinear component ̺
(3+)
V P,|k|(r)

from the total partial VP-density.

X. APPENDIX B. THE BEHAVIOR OF THE
BORN TERM (37) IN VARIOUS
ASYMPTOTICAL REGIMES

Here we explore in the general form the asymptotics
of the Born term, which plays an important role in the
content of Sect. III and IV. For these purposes we recall
first the asymptotics of Iν(z) and Kν(z)

z → ∞ , Iν(z) →
ez√
2πz

, Kν(z) →
√

π

2z
e−z , (93)

z → 0 , Iν(z) →
(z/2)ν

Γ(ν + 1)
,

Kn+1/2(z) →
√

π

2z

Γ(2n+ 1)

n! (2z)n
.

(94)

For the asymptotics of the Born term for r → ∞ it suffers
to consider in details only the behavior of terms

K2
ν (γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2ν (γr
′) (95)

and

I2ν (γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
ν(γr

′) (96)

for large r, since this asymptotics does not depend on ν.
In this limit, we can freely replace r′V (r′) → −Q, and
thereafter, upon inserting the asymptotics (93) and inte-
grating the inner integral over dr′ by parts in such a way
that the exponent e2γr

′

is integrated, while the remaining
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inverse powers of r′ are differentiated, one obtains from
(95) the leading term in the form (−Q/(2γ)3 r2). The
same result follows from (96). Collecting all the leading
terms of such type in (37) together, one finds finally

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) → Q/(γ r)3 , r → ∞ . (97)

Moreover, this asymptotics is uniform in y, since γ ≥ 1
for the whole range 0 ≤ y ≤ ∞ .
The asymptotics of the Born term for r → 0 is more

subtle, since different terms in the total expression (37)
reveal different behavior in this limit. When y is finite,
then the main contribution is produced by the following
terms in square brackets in the r.h.s. of (37)

(1 + y2)


K2

k+1/2(γr)

r∫

0

dr′ r′V (r′) I2k−1/2(γr
′) +

+ I2k−1/2(γr)

∞∫

r

dr′ r′V (r′)K2
k+1/2(γr

′)



 , (98)

where V (r′) should be now replaced by the limiting value

of the external Coulomb potential under question V (0).
Upon integrating the inner integrals over dr′ in (98) with
account of the asymptotics (94) one finds for the limit of
the expression (98)

π V (0)

24k
4k

4k2 − 1

Γ2(2k + 1)

Γ2(k + 1)Γ2(k + 1/2)
. (99)

It is easy to verify that remaining two terms in the r.h.s.
of (37) with the same multiplier (1+y2) reveal the asymp-
totics O(r2), while the terms with multiplier (1 − y2)
turn out to be O(r), correspondingly. So in this case the
asymptotics of the Born term for r → 0 turns out to be

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) → −Ck

V (0)

r
, (100)

with Ck being a constant depending only on the angular
number k.
In the regime when r → 0, but simultaneously y → ∞

in such a way that t = γr remains finite and non-zero, one
should first perform the replacements V (r′) → V (0) , 1±
y2 → ±γ2, and thereafter transform the expression (37)
into

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) → −V (0)

r

[(
K2

k−1/2(t)−K2
k+1/2(t)

) t∫

0

dt′ t′
(
I2k−1/2(t

′)− I2k+1/2(t
′)
)
+

+
(
I2k+1/2(t)− I2k−1/2(t)

) ∞∫

t

dt′ t′
(
K2

k−1/2(t
′)−K2

k+1/2(t
′)
)]

,

(101)

whence there follows again the asymptotics of

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) in the form (100). However, when y

grows further and so t→ ∞, the r.h.s. of (101) vanishes.
In this case the main contribution to the asymptotics

of TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) comes from units in expressions 1 ± y2,

which have been dropped in the previous calculation,
and reads

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) → −V (0)r/t3 . (102)

The behavior of the Born term for y → ∞ with r be-
ing finite and non-zero follows from the initial expression
(37), where it again suffers to consider in details only
the terms (95) and (96) for large γr. In this limit we
can freely replace K2

ν (γr) ,K
2
ν (γr

′) , I2ν (γr) , I
2
ν (γr

′) by
the asymptotics (93), but r′V (r′) in the inner integral
must now be kept unchanged. Thereafter, upon inte-
grating the inner integrals over dr′ by parts one obtains
from (95) the leading term in the form V (r)/(2γ)3 r. The
same result follows from (96). Collecting all the leading
terms of such type in (37) together, one finds finally

TrG
(1)
k (r; iy) → −V (r)/(γ3 r2) , y → ∞ , 0 < r <∞.

(103)

For r → ∞, upon replacing V (r) by the general asymp-
totics V (r) → −Q/r, one obtains from (103) the former
result (97), while for r → 0 , V (r) → V (0) in this limit
there appears firstly the regime t = γr → ∞, where (103)
transforms into (102). When r continues to decrease fur-
ther so that t = γr becomes finite or even tends to zero,
then the treatment should be reversed to the case r → 0
considered above.

XI. APPENDIX C. THE BEHAVIOR OF THE
FIRST-ORDER CHARGE DENSITY ̺

(1)
V P (Z, r)

For our purposes it suffers to explore the behavior

of the first-order charge density ̺
(1)
V P (Z, r) for the po-

tential (4) in the s-channel. The calculation is based
on the explicit formulae (91,92), received in App.A. Al-
though these expressions contain integral exponent and
cosine functions and so cannot be integrated over dy an-
alytically, they are simple enough to provide a quite ef-
fective numerical integration. Such integration is per-
formed via interpolation of the integrand by means of
the grid containing 800-1000 segments on the interval
0 < y < 25000, which is quite sufficient for the considered
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FIG. 17. The behavior of ̺
(1)
V P (Z, r) in the s-channel, which for such Z is the dominating one and contains more than 99% of

contributions from all the VP-effects under question for: (a-c) Z = 200 with R = 0.1; (d-f) Z = 280 with R = 0.25 .

range 100 < Z < 300. The restoration of ̺
(1)
V P,1(Z, r) as a radial function is based on the grid, which contains about
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100 points on the interval 0 < r < 15, with subsequent
smooth interpolation. For the range 100 < Z < 300 such
interval is quite sufficient, since the density decreases
quite rapidly, while the number of radial points in the

grid is enough for precise restoration of ̺
(1)
V P,1(Z, r) for

such Z. The results of calculation are shown in Figs.17
for two quite representative values of Z = 200 , 280. The
corresponding radii of the Coulomb source are chosen
quite large to make clear the details of nonlinear behavior
of density in the intermediate range of r, where the non-
linear transformation of O(1/r) asymptotics for r → 0
into O(1/r3) asymptotics for r → ∞ takes place. For
each Z the density is given in three different areas to
show the density distribution at small, intermediate and
large values of the radial variable. Remarkably enough,
the general features of curves for different Z are quite
similar. They are strictly positive and differ mostly in
magnitudes at small and intermediate values of the ra-
dial variable.

XII. APPENDIX D. THE BEHAVIOR OF
VP-CHARGE DENSITY

In the present context the behavior of VP-charge den-
sity is shown in Figs.18–23 for the potential (4) with the
radius Rmin(Z) defined in (81). The case of potential (4)
is more preferable for presentation since the correspond-
ing partial Green functions can be explicitly written in
terms of Bessel and confluent hypergeometric functions,
which gradually simplifies the calculation of the integral
over the imaginary axis in (33). Explicit formulae for
TrGk(r, r

′; iy) are given in Ref. [19].
In this case in the range 0 < Z < 300 there are four

dived levels in the s-channel: 1s at Z = 173.61, 2p at
Z = 188.55, 2s at Z = 244.256 and 3p at Z = 270.494.
These values of critical charges are obtained from eq.
(82). In Figs.18,20 the behavior of the non-perturbative

component ̺
(3+)
V P (Z, r) is presented. The jumps in VP-

density, accompanying each level diving, are clearly seen,
while the direct calculation confirms that the correspond-
ing jumps in the total VP-charge are equal indeed to
(−2|e||k|). Moreover, the spatial profiles of these jumps
in VP-density coincide exactly with those of the dived
levels at the threshold of the lower continuum, multiplied
by the same factor (−2|e||k|). The normalized to unity
radial profiles |ψν(r)|2 of dived levels (per spin projec-
tion) at the threshold of the lower continuum are shown
in Figs. 19 ,21.

It should be noted that the calculation of ̺
(3+)
V P (Z, r)

with growing Z and R turns out to be time consum-
ing, even for the potential (4), and requires for a solid
parallelizing. Principally, the integration over dy is per-
formed along the lines of App.C via interpolation of the
integrand by means of the grid containing 800-1000 seg-
ments on the interval 0 < y < 25000. Further restora-

tion of ̺
(1)
V P,1(Z, r) as a radial function is performed on

a radial grid, which contains about 100 points on the
interval 0 < r < 15, with subsequent smooth interpola-

tion. For the range 100 < Z < 300 such number of radial
points in the grid is enough for a reliable restoration of

̺
(3+)
V P,1(Z, r) for such Z and R. However, for large enough
Z ∼ 200 − 300 and R ∼ 0.1 − 0.5 the calculation of
TrG

(3+)
1 (r; iy) with reliable accuracy requires for a very

high precision (about several thousands of true charac-
ters) in the values of confluent hypergeometric functions
with the main purely imaginary argument 2 iγR exceed-
ing ∼ i (10000− 25000), which is a nontrivial task even
for the modest soft- and hard-ware.
In Figs.22,23 the behavior of the total renormalized

VP-density component ̺renV P (Z, r), defined in (43), is
shown for four quite representative values of Z, namely
Z = 150 , 200 , 250 , 300. To create the best performance
of presentation we use the following trick. For the poten-
tial (4) the perturbative renormalized VP-density ̺PT

V P (~r)
reveals a δ-like singularity at r = R, what is difficult to
reproduce in a well visualized picture. Therefore in these
plots we replace the true perturbative VP-density by an-
other one, created by a smoothed δ-like external charge
configuration of the form

̺ext(r) =
Z |e|

N(λ,R)

(
e(r−R)/λθ(R− r) + e(R−r)/λθ(r −R)

)
,

(104)
where the normalization factor N(λ,R) equals to

N(λ,R) = 8πλ
[
R2 + (2 − e−R/λ)λ2

]
, (105)

while the smoothing factor λ is chosen in such a way,
which provides the best performance of the whole picture
for VP-densities. In Figs.22,23 the value of λ is chosen
1/1000.
The corresponding perturbative renormalized VP-

density is calculated via

̺PT
V P (r) = Z|e| α

2 π2 r

∫ ∞

0

q dq sin(qr)S(q) ̺ext(q) ,

(106)
where

̺ext(q) =
eR/λ

(
2qλ2 cos(qR) +R(1 + q2λ2) sin[qR]

)
− qλ2

q (1 + q2λ2)
2 (

eR/λ(R2 + 2λ2)− λ2
) .

(107)
At the same time, the non-perturbative component of

VP-density ̺
(3+)
V P (r) is calculated for the original poten-

tial (4). For sufficiently small λ such combination of

smoothed ̺PT
V P (r) and original ̺

(3+)
V P (r) reproduces the

true one quite correctly, but simultaneously is more ap-
propriate for the visual study than the δ-like jump at
r = R. In particular, it is clearly seen, how the to-
tal VP-density transmutes from the one close to ̺PT

V P (r)
at Z = 150 with no dived levels and vanishing total
VP-charge into the configurations with more and more

dived levels and so with increasing role of ̺
(3+)
V P (r). Note

also, that the asymptotics of the renormalized ̺PT
V P (r) for

r → ∞ tends to zero always from below, while that of

̺
(3+)
V P (r) from above.
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FIG. 18. (Color online) The behavior of ̺
(3+)
V P (Z, r) in the s-channel, which for such Z is the dominating one and contains more

than 99% of contributions from all the VP-effects under question for: (a) the range 0 < r < 0.2, where the VP-density varies
most pronouncedly; (b) the range 0.1 < r < 1.5 to show the asymptotic tail of the density distribution.
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FIG. 19. (Color online) The normalized to unity radial profiles |ψν(r)|
2 of dived levels (per spin projection) at the threshold

of the lower continuum for ν = 1s , 2p. The colors of |ψ1s(r)|
2 and |ψ2p(r)|

2 are intentionally chosen in correspondence with
VP-densities of diving levels 1s (blue) and 2p (black).
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FIG. 22. (Color online) The behavior of ̺renV P (Z, r) in the s-channel, which for such Z is the dominating one and contains more
than 99% of contributions from all the VP-effects under question for: (a) Z = 150, when there are no dived levels yet; (b)
Z = 200, when the first two levels 1s- and 2p- have already dived into the lower continuum.
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Instituto Superior Técnico – IST, Universidade de Lisboa, Av. Rovisco Pais,

P-1049-001 Lisboa, Portugal

(Dated: May 17, 2023)

The seesaw extension of the SM explains the tiny neutrino masses and it is accompanied

by many CP violating phases. We study the case where all leptonic CP violation arises from

the soft breaking in the heavy Majorana mass matrix. Parameter counting reveals that one

less parameter is needed to describe this case. This reduction leads to restrictions on the

parameter space of heavy neutrinos. We analyze the minimal seesaw case in detail and find

that mass degeneracy of heavy neutrinos are not possible for certain values of the CP phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

After the discovery that neutrinos have tiny masses and mix, one of our next major goals is to

determine the existence of leptonic CP violation. Hints for CP violating values of the Dirac CP

phase δ —analogous to the CP violating phase of the CKM mixing matrix— is already appearing in

neutrino oscillations [1]. Large planned experiments such as DUNE [2] and Hyper-Kamiokande [3]

are expected to answer this question in the future.

The existence of leptonic CP violation at low energy may be linked to the fundamental question

of the origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry of the universe which may be attributed without

much effort to a leptonic CP violation at the high scale generated by the decay of the same heavy

righthanded neutrinos [4] that generate the tiny neutrino masses in the seesaw mechanism [5]. It

is indeed possible to have successful leptogenesis sourced by low energy CP violation, either from

the Dirac or Majorana phases in the PMNS, specially in the flavored regime [6, 7].

If we consider the usual case of the seesaw with three righthanded neutrinos (RHNs), the theory

possesses 21 physical parameters, of which six are physical CP odd phases in the usual counting.

∗E-mail: celso.nishi@ufabc.edu.br
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Three reside in the PMNS matrix: one Dirac CP phase and two Majorana phases. The other

three do not show up in any low energy phenomena and may be accessed only through processes

involving the RHNs at high energy. In the Casas-Ibarra parametrization [8], these three phases

reside in the complex orthogonal matrix R.1 However, despite this phenomenological distinction

between CP phases, theoretically, it is not clear if we can attribute a low or high scale origin to

the CP violating phases.

Here we study the case where clearly leptonic CP violation —including all the CP phases of

the PMNS matrix— has its origin at the high scale: the type I seesaw where the only source of

(soft) CP breaking is the complex mass matrix of the heavy righthanded neutrinos (RHNs). It is

straightforward to attribute this soft breaking to scalars breaking CP spontaneously.

Our study may have implications for scenarios where CP is in fact an exact symmetry of nature

at high energies and CP violation at the low scale is spontaneous. In particular, this is one of the

routes to solve the strong CP problem, most notably through the Nelson-Barr setting [9, 10]. And

then, leptogenesis might generate the necessary baryon asymmetry of the universe [11, 12]. In the

setting, vector-like quarks (VLQs) mix with the SM quarks to transmit the CP violation to the

SM; see Ref. [13] for a review on singlet VLQs. Recently, we have found that the description of

these vector-like quarks of Nelson-Barr type depends on one less parameter than the most generic

case of VLQs [14]. The situation is the same if leptonic CP violation is originated from a singlet

charged vector-like lepton [15]. In all theses cases, this reduction of parameters leads to approximate

patterns for the Yukawa couplings mixing the heavy fermions with the SM fermions. We will see

here that the same reduction of parameters occurs also in the case of the type I seesaw and we will

investigate the possible patterns and restrictions that arise from this setting.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II we discuss the CP phases of the simpler

case of the three active neutrinos of Majorana nature and show that the number of CP phases is

parametrization dependent: one can parametrize the PMNS using three, two or just one phase. In

Sec. III, we introduce the seesaw with soft CP breaking and show that this case depends on one less

parameter compared to the usual case of generic CP breaking. We analyze the missing parameter

in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we study how to distinguish the case of soft CPV and generic CPV in a

basis invariant manner. Simple restrictions that follows from the missing parameter is discussed in

Sec. VI. The minimal case is analyzed in detail in Sec. VII where we show the restrictions imposed

1 Note that certain special cases of CP violation are subtler than simply having complex parameters. One example
is the case of purely imaginary entries in the PMNS and purely real R [6].
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on the parameters of the model for the case of soft CPV. The conclusions can be found in Sec. VIII.

II. THE NUMBER OF CP PHASES FOR MAJORANA NEUTRINOS

Before considering the seesaw case, let us discuss the more basic case of the three active neutrinos

of the SM when they are Majorana. We will take this case as an example to show the not-well-

known fact that not only the location of CP phases is parametrization dependent but also its

number.

Firstly, it is well known that the location of phases in a mixing matrix connecting Dirac fermions

is parametrization dependent due to rephasing freedom. For example, the unique Dirac phase δ

of the CKM matrix appear in different locations in the original Kobayashi-Maskawa parametriza-

tion [16] and in the standard parametrization [17]:

V0 =


1 0 0

0 c23 s23

0 −s23 c23




c13 0 s13e
−iδ

0 1 0

−s13e
iδ 0 c13



c12 s12 0

−s12 c12 0

0 0 1

 , (1)

using the usual shorthands sij ≡ sin θij , cij ≡ cos θij . We can also write it in the compact form:

V0 = R23(θ23)U13(θ13, δ)R12(θ12) . (2)

These expressions define our matrices Rij and Uij .

Assuming Majorana neutrinos, the rephasing freedom from the right is lost for the PMNS matrix

and two Majorana phases α, β appear in its parametrization:

Vpmns = V0


1

eiα

eiβ

 . (3)

This parametrization employs three angles θ23, θ12, θ13, one Dirac CP phase δ and two Majorana

phases α, β. One key property of this parametrization (and similar ones) is that neutrino oscillation

physics does not depend on the Majorana phases α, β.

We now show a parametrization that requires two phases only:

Vpmns = O2 diag(1, eiα
′
, eiβ

′
)R23(θ′23) , (4)

where we use the convention where Vpmns has its first column real. The matrix O2 is a generic

real orthogonal matrix depending on three angles. We show in table I a numerical example of
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the PMNS matrix with fixed Majorana phases α, β in the standard parametrization (3) being

equivalently parametrized by the two-phases parametrization (4). Together with θ′23 we have four

angles but only two phases α′, β′. The total number of parameters remains 6 but we traded one

phase by one angle. This parametrization is based on an orthogonal decomposition, proved in

appendices A and B, of a generic unitary matrix U in the form

U = O2ÛOT
1 , (5)

with Oi being real orthogonal matrices and Û being a diagonal matrix of phases. With rephasing

freedom from the left, one can write the parametrization (4). For a unitary matrix of generic size n,

this kind of parametrization has potentially much less phases than the standard-like parametriza-

tion because the former has the number of phases scaling as n while it is well known that the

number of Dirac phases scales as n2 [16]. See appendix A for the exact numbers.

Standard θ23 = 42.1◦ θ13 = 8.62◦ δ = 230◦

θ12 = 33.45◦ α = π/4 β = π/6

Two phases∗ θ̄23 = 20.0769◦ θ̄13 = −19.0418◦ θ̄12 = 29.2266◦

α′ = 52.6477◦ β′ = 23.2009◦ θ′23 = 26.8838◦

One phase∗∗ θ̄23 = 60.0600◦ θ̄13 = −68.5049◦ θ̄12 = 13.6452◦

β′′ = −105.12◦ θ′′23 = 83.6798◦ θ′′12 = 54.1295◦

TABLE I: An example Majorana PMNS matrix parametrized in the standard parametrization, in the two-

phases parametrization and in the one-phase parametrization, respectively; cf. (1), (4) and (6). The parame-

ters in the first row except α, β are taken from the global fit in Ref. [18] with SK data. ∗ Rephasing convention

from the left: V11 > 0, V31 > 0 and V21 < 0. We use O2 = R12R13R23 for the explicit parametrization of O2

in (4) and (6), with the barred angles. ∗∗ Rephasing from the left and sign flips from the right should be

used to check equivalence.

Specifically for matrices of size three, we can minimize even further and find a parametrization

depending on one phase [19]:

Vpmns = O2 diag(1, 1, eiβ
′′
)R23(θ′′23)R12(θ′′12) , (6)

where again O2 is a generic orthogonal matrix with three angles. Thus we have five angles and one

phase. This is valid for matrices with rephasing freedom from the left. See table I for the same

numerical example being parametrized with one phase, assuming additional sign flip freedom from

the right.
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Therefore, generically, the number of CP phases is parametrization dependent and we should

supply the parametrization when we count CP phases. The total number of parameters on the

other hand is a robust quantity independent of the chosen parametrization. We should also em-

phasize that the presence or absence of CP violation is also a physical property independent of

parametrization. It can be formulated in a basis invariant manner if necessary. Then in the pres-

ence of CP violation, it follows that at least one nonzero physical phase should be present in any

parametrization.

III. TYPE I SEESAW WITH SOFT CP BREAKING

We now treat the type I seesaw extension of the SM with nR righthanded neutrinos (RHNs)

NiR described by the lagrangian:

− L = Yαβ ¯̀
αHeαR + λiαN̄iRH̃

†`α + 1
2
N̄iR(MR)ijN

c
jR + h.c. (7)

Sometimes we will adopt the basis where Y is diagonal, denoted by Ŷ = diag(yα), α = e, µ, τ .

Light neutrino masses are generated by NR exchange leading to the seesaw relation

Mν = −v2λTM−1
R λ , (8)

where v = 〈H0〉 = 174 GeV.

We want to compare two cases: (i) the generic (usual) case where CP is explicitly broken (Y, λ

and MR complex) and (ii) the case where CP symmetry is only softly broken in the Majorana mass

term MR (the rest of the couplings are real). This soft breaking can be obviously spontaneous,

induced by appropriate singlet scalars getting CP breaking vevs. We consider the theory at the

seesaw scale or below where these scalars are integrated out and the prime feature is the soft CP

breaking. To distinguish the cases (i) and (ii), we will denote them as generic and soft cases of CP

violation (CPV).

The first important observation is that the soft CPV case depends on one less parameter than

the generic CPV case. This feature is common to many situations involving soft (spontaneous) CP

breaking [14, 15]. We show 2 in table II the number of coupling parameters of the seesaw lagrangian

(7) for the generic and soft CPV cases as well as for the CP conserving case (all couplings real).

Due to the discussion of Sec. II about the difficulty of counting CP odd parameters (phases), we

2 Note that the distinction between generic and soft CPV starts at nR = 2 because for nR = 1 all phases can be
eliminated and CP is conserved. In any case, we need nR ≥ 2 to generate at least two massive active neutrinos.
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refrain from giving this number. The usual counting of moduli and phases for the generic case

can be obtained from the last column for the former and from the difference between the second

column and the last for the second. These numbers for generic nR can be seen, e.g., in table 1 of

Ref. [20]. In the next section we show explicitly for nR = 3 the parameter that gets removed when

we go from the generic to the soft CPV case in a given parametrization. There we also briefly

describe one possible basis where the counting can be performed.

Type I seesaw Generic CPV Soft CPV CP cons.

nR RHNs # param. # param. # param.

2 14 13 11

3 21 20 15

4 28 27 19

TABLE II: Number of coupling parameters of the seesaw lagrangian (7) in three cases: generic CPV, soft

CPV and CP conservation.

IV. THE MISSING PHASE

Let us identify how the Lagrangian (7) with couplings Yαβ, λiα, (MR)ij loses one parameter

when we go from the generic (Y, λ,MR complex) to the soft (only MR complex) CPV case. We

will see that this missing parameter may be counted as a phase. In the process we will also show

briefly how the counting in table II is made.

We first treat the soft CPV case where Y, λ are real. Orthogonal rotations on `α, eαR and NiR

allow us to choose a basis where

λ = λ̂ , Y = OeŶ , [diagonal-λ basis (soft CPV)] (9)

with λ̂ containing the singular values in the main diagonal although it may not be a square matrix

as λ ∼ nR × 3 with nR ≥ 2. The matrix Oe is a 3 × 3 real orthogonal matrix. Further rephasing

is not allowed as it would disrupt real Y, λ. The only possible basis change left is global rephasing

along total lepton number which removes one parameter in MR.

The counting of parameters in this basis leads to the third column of table II. For example, for

nR = 3, we have

Y ∼ 3 + 3 , λ ∼ 3 , MR ∼ 3(3 + 1)− 1 = 11 . (10)
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To connect to a more physical basis, we can diagonalize

MR → U †RMRU
∗
R = M̂R , (11)

where UR ∈ SU(nR) when we choose detMR real positive. We also transfer Oe from Y to λ in

(9) so that Y → Ŷ becomes diagonal. Compared to the basis (9), we denote the Yukawa in the

resulting basis as

λR ≡ U †Rλ̂Oe [MR = M̂R , Y = Ŷ ]. (12)

Then it obeys the reality condition

(λ†RλR)αβ ∼ real (Soft CPV) . (13)

This relation is invariant by unitary rotations on NiR. At the same time, CP violation still manifests

in complex λRλ
†
R or complex UR in (12).

We can now review the generic CPV case which is well known. The analysis is simple in the

basis where MR is diagonal and λR is complex generic, except for rephasing from the right, which

is now allowed.

However, to compare with the soft CPV case, we can adopt the basis analogous to (9) where

λ = λ̂ , Y = UeŶ , [diagonal-λ basis (generic CPV)] (14)

where Ue is now unitary. This is achieved by unitary rotations on `α, eαR and NiR. Rephasing on

`α, eαR induces rephasing on both sides of Ue and it contains only one CKM-like phase. This is

the additional phase that is missing in the soft CPV case. The matrix MR is still generic with one

less parameter along lepton number.

Parameter counting easily leads to the second column of table II. For example, for nR = 3, we

can count analogously to (10):

Y ∼ 3 + 4, λ ∼ 3 , MR ∼ 3(3 + 1)− 1 . (15)

In the basis of diagonal Y and MR, eq. (12) is modified to

λR ≡ U †Rλ̂Ue [MR = M̂R , Y = Ŷ ]. (16)

The matrix Ue contains one additional phase compared to Oe in (12).

The reality condition (13) does not apply and we have, modulo rephasing,

(λ†RλR)αβ ∼ complex (Generic CPV) . (17)

Since λ†RλR is 3×3, it contains only one physical phase after rephasing, the same number of phases

in Ue.
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V. INVARIANT CONDITIONS FOR SOFT CPV

Once the presence of some CP violation is detected, the distinction between the soft CPV case,

cf. (13), and the generic CPV, cf. (17), resides in only one phase and the condition can be formulated

in a rephasing invariant way: CPV in the seesaw is soft if and only if

Im[(λ†λ)eµ(λ†λ)µτ (λ†λ)τe] = 0 , (rephasing inv.), (18)

in the basis where the charged leptons Yukawas Y are diagonal; MR can be in any basis. In a

general weak basis, for the couplings in the Lagrangian (7), we could define

He ≡ Y Y †, Hλ ≡ λ†λ , (19)

and formulate the equivalent basis invariant condition: CPV in the seesaw is soft if and only if

Tr
[
[He, Hλ]3

]
= 0 (basis inv.). (20)

This is similar to the quark sector [21].

One can also formulate the rephasing invariant condition (18) in terms of the matrix Ue that

diagonalizes

U †eλ
†λUe = λ̂†λ̂ ∼ diagonal . (21)

This is the same matrix in (14), modulo rephasing of the eigenvectors which is allowed here. Then,

CPV in the seesaw is soft if and only if

J(Ue) = 0 , (22)

where J is one of the Jarlskog invariants that can be constructed with a 3 × 3 unitary matrix

familiar from the CKM matrix [21]. A simple choice is J(U) = Im(U11U22U
∗
12U

∗
21).

Of course, to distinguish soft CPV from CP conservation, one needs CP violating couplings

somewhere. Once the condition for soft CPV is satisfied in (18) or (20) or (22), one can go to the

basis in (9) and explicitly check if MR is complex even with the removal of a global phase. Since

it involves many phases, this procedure is easier than checking basis invariant conditions [22, 23].3

3 Mass degeneracy involves more subtleties [24].
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VI. NO RESTRICTION ON THE PMNS AND SIMPLE RESTRICTIONS

In Sec. IV, we saw that the diagonal-λ basis was appropriate to compare the soft CPV case (9)

with the generic CPV case (14). The difference consisted in one phase contained in Ue but absent

in Oe for the soft CPV case. This unitary (or real orthogonal) matrix will enter in the PMNS

matrix as

soft CPV: V = O†eUν ; generic CPV: V = U †eUν . (23)

The matrix Uν is the matrix that diagonalizes the light neutrino mass matrix:

UT
ν MνUν = M̂ν = diag(m1,m2,m3) . (24)

Note that the light neutrino mass matrix Mν is still given by the seesaw relation (8) but it is not

in the usual basis of diagonal charged lepton Yukawa Y .

Since MR is generic in the diagonal-λ basis, the light neutrino mass matrix Mν can be generic in

the seesaw relation and so can be Uν . Therefore, it is clear that we have enough freedom to obtain

any PMNS matrix in (23) even in the soft-CPV case. So there is no restriction on the PMNS.

However, once we require that V be the physical PMNS matrix with known mixing angles,

restrictions will appear on the matrix Uν for the soft CPV case. It is clear from (23) that if

V contains a nontrivial Dirac CP phase δ, the matrix Uν cannot be any matrix. For example,

the identity matrix, a real matrix or a diagonal matrix of phases are all excluded in that case.

Ultimately, the CP violation of the PMNS has to be provided by Uν .

In turn, once Uν is resctricted to account for the physical PMNS, this restriction will lead to a

restriction on the heavy neutrino mass matrix MR through the seesaw relation

U∗ν M̂νU
†
ν = −v2λ̂TM−1

R λ̂ . (25)

We will study in detail the case of two RHNs in Sec. VII. Let us briefly discuss here the case

of soft CPV for three RHNs: nR = 3. In this case, using the PMNS matrix V as input,4 we can

invert the soft CPV relation (23) as

Uν = OeV , (26)

4 The matrix V should include two more phases from the left compared to the usual parametrization in (3): V =

diag(1, e−iα
′
, e−iβ

′
)V0 diag(1, eiα, eiβ). The phases α′, β′ are necessary because the righthand side of (23) (soft

CPV) does not automatically lead to the correct rephasing convention corresponding to (3). These phases are not
observable from low energy physics. They only affect Uν in (26) which in turn affect MR in (25).
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where Oe is a generic real orthogonal matrix in (9) with three angles. Then the matrix Uν can be

determined from Oe and V . It is clear that if V is complex and contains a nontrivial Dirac CP

phase, a real Oe cannot fully compensate V and Uν cannot reach the identity.

In contrast, in the generic CPV case, we should replace Oe by a unitary matrix Ue. Then it can

fully cancel V and lead to any possible Uν . So in the generic CPV case, there is no restriction on

Uν and hence no restriction on MR.

Let us end this section by emphasizing that it is not possible to use the Casas-Ibarra parametriza-

tion in the soft CPV case. In other words, we cannot simultaneously use the physical information

of the PMNS matrix, light neutrino masses and heavy neutrino masses as input.

The reason for the difficulty is that new constraints arise. We illustrate this point again for

nR = 3. In this case, the Casas-Ibarra parametrization [8] is

vλR = iM̂
1/2
R RM̂1/2

ν V † , (27)

where R is a complex orthogonal matrix parametrizing the additional freedom besides the heavy

neutrino masses in M̂R, the light neutrino masses in M̂ν and the PMNS matrix in V . The Yukawa

coupling λR is defined in the basis where MR and the charged lepton Yukawa Y are diagonal.

However, for the soft CP case, λR should obey the reality condition (13) which in the Casas-

Ibarra parametrization reads

v2λ†RλR = V M̂1/2
ν R†M̂RRM̂

1/2
ν V † ∼ real , (28)

modulo rephasing. This means that the imaginary part of R needs to somehow cancel the imaginary

part of the PMNS V . This constraint is hard to implement.

As a final discussion of this section, let us consider the simple consequences on the CP asymmetry

responsible for leptogenesis. Let us write the flavored CP asymmetry in the decay N1 → `ανα:

ε1α = −
∑
k 6=1

Im(λ†α1(λλ†)1kλkα)

8π(λλ†)11

1

1− xk

−
∑
k 6=1

Im(λ†α1(λλ†)k1λkα)

8π(λλ†)11

√
xk

[
1

1− xk
+ 1− (1 + xk) ln

(
1 +

1

xk

)]
,

(29)

where xk = M2
k/M

2
1 . In these expressions λ means λR. The unflavored CP asymmetry is obtained

from (29) by summing in α. Then the first line in (29), which conserves total lepton number,

vanishes. The second line has the imaginary part dependent only on Im[(λRλ
†
R)k1]2. Then, given

the structure λR = U †Rλ̂Ue in the generic CPV case, cf. (16), or λR = U †Rλ̂Oe in the soft CPV case,

the unflavored CP asymmetry does not depend on the additional phase present in Ue of the generic
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CPV case. The difference between generic CPV and soft CPV would appear only through possible

restrictions on the spectrum of the RHNs and on UR due to the restriction of Uν . We show this

restrictions for the minimal case in Sec. VII.

VII. THE MINIMAL SEESAW CASE: nR = 2

Here we study in detail the soft CPV case for the minimal case of two RHNs [25] where the

reduced number of parameters will allow us to be quantitative and often we will be able to extract

analytical expressions. Comparison to the generic CPV case will be made on appropriate places.

A. Parametrization in the diagonal-λ basis

Let us device an explicit parametrization for nR = 2 starting from the diagonal-λ basis in (9).

Considering that for NO (IO) the massless neutrino is ν1 (ν3), we choose the first (third) column

of λ to be zero:

NO: λ̂ =

0 λ1 0

0 0 λ2

 =

(
0

0

∣∣∣∣∣ λ̃
)
, IO: λ̂ =

λ1 0 0

0 λ2 0

 =

(
λ̃

∣∣∣∣∣ 0

0

)
, (30)

where λ̃ = diag(λ1, λ2) is the nonsingular square block. The charged lepton Yukawa has the form

(9) for the soft CPV case and (14) for the generic CPV case. The heavy mass matrix MR is generic.

With these choices for λ, the light neutrino mass matrix from the seesaw formula (8) yields the

block diagonal form:

NO: Mν =

0

M̃ν

 , IO: Mν =

M̃ν

0

 , (31)

where, for both cases, the nontrivial 2× 2 block is

M̃ν = −v2λ̃M−1
R λ̃ . (32)

The matrices in (31) are evidently diagonalized by a block diagonal unitary matrix

NO: Uν = i

1

Ũ

 , IO: Uν = i

Ũ
1

 . (33)

We have included the factor i for convenience and conventionally keep Ũ within SU(2).

The PMNS matrix is given by the mismatch (23) of Uν and the diagonalizing matrix of the

charged lepton Yukawa Y . Given the block structure in (33), discarding the i factor, it follows that
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the PMNS matrix for the CPV case has the first (third) column real for NO (IO). For a proper

comparison, we should use the same phase convention for the generic CPV case.

To extract the consequences on MR, we can invert (32). If we take NO, it reads

MR = v2λ̃Ũ diag(m−1
2 ,m−1

3 )ŨTλ̃ . (34)

For IO, we just replace the light neutrino masses m2 → m1,m3 → m2. For further analysis, it is

more convenient to normalize with respect to

M0 ≡ |detMR|1/2 =
√
M1M2 = v2

√
λ2

1λ
2
2

m2m3
, (35)

where M1,M2 are the heavy neutrino masses. Then we can parametrize

MR

M0
= diag(κ, κ−1)Ũ diag(ρ, ρ−1)ŨT diag(κ, κ−1) , (36)

where ρNO ≡
√
m3/m2 = (∆m2

atm/∆m
2
sol)

1/4 ≈ 2.41 for NO. For IO, we should use ρIO ≡√
m2/m1 ≈ 1.0076. The other variable is κ =

√
λ1/λ2.

B. Parametrization of V

Given the special feature of the PMNS matrix having the first (third) column real for NO (IO),

it is more convenient to adopt a parametrization that makes this feature explicit.

We will adopt

V
∣∣
NO

= R23(−θ1)R12(−θ2)

1

W (α, θ3, β)

 ,

V
∣∣
IO

= R13(θ1)R23(θ2)

W (α, θ3, β)

1

 ,

(37)

where Rij are defined in (1) and (2), while W is a 2× 2 representation of SU(2) defined by

W (α, θ, β) ≡ e−iσ3α/2e−iσ2θe−iσ3β/2 =

cθe−i(α+β)/2 −sθe−i(α−β)/2

sθe
+i(α−β)/2 cθe

+i(α+β)/2

 , (38)

using the notation with the Pauli matrices σi. The parametrization assumes θi ∈ [0, π/2], α ∈ [0, 2π]

and β ∈ [0, π]. We can note that β in (37) is the single Majorana phase of the minimal case and it

is not currently constrained. An equivalent form for the last matrix in (38) is diag(1, eiβ), in which

case it is clear that β goes with ν3 for NO and with ν2 for IO.
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The parametrization for NO in (37) has indeed the first column real and additionally positive

entries when θ1, θ2 lie in the first quadrant. Similarly, the parametrization for IO has the third

column real and positive when θ1, θ2 lie in the first quadrant. The NO parametrization has the

additional advantage that θ3, the angle that is accompanied by complex phases, is ensured to

be small as θ3 = 0 when V13 = 0. Figure 1 shows how the various angles and phase in (37)

depends on the Dirac phase δ of the standard parametrization. We can see that the angles θi

depend only mildly on δ. The extraction of these parameters is similar to the case of standard-like

parametrizations [26].

NO

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

δ/π

θ
i/
π
,α
/π

IO

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

δ/π

θ
i/
π
,α
/π

FIG. 1: Angles θ1 (blue), θ2 (green), θ3 (orange) and phase α (red) in (37) as a function δ. The bands

denote 3σ variation of the mixing angles while the dashed curves denote the use of best-fit values. The gray

(yellow) region denotes the current 3σ (1σ) region for δ.

In Fig. 2 we also show the effective mass mββ of neutrinoless double beta decay as a function

of the single Majorana phase β as defined in the parametrizations of (37). The bands denote the

3σ variation of parameters of the PMNS matrix while the dashed lines denote the use of best-fit

values. In the NO parametrization, mββ does not depend on δ while, in the IO parametrization,

the dependence on δ is mild. Current and future neutrinoless double beta decay experiments will

soon start to probe the IO region around 50 meV; see a review in [27].

C. Restrictions on Ũ

As shown in Sec. VI, the unitary matrix Uν that diagonalizes the light neutrino mass matrix

Mν in the diagonal-λ basis is restricted in the soft CP case once we take into account the physical

PMNS, and provided that latter violates CP. For the minimal case, the nontrivial block of Uν is

Ũ , cf. (33). Here, we will show the explicit restrictions on Ũ . For the generic CPV case, Ũ is free.
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FIG. 2: Effective mass for neutrinoless double beta decay as a function of the Majorana phase β for NO

(left) and IO (right). The bands denote the variation of the PMNS parameters within 3σ while the dashed

lines denote the use of best-fit values.

Focusing on NO and discarding the global i factor in (33), the PMNS matrix is given by

V = OT
e

1

Ũ

 . (39)

It should be clear that the first column of V coincides with the first column of OT
e , hence it is real.

For IO, the same occurs for the third column. As a general restriction, Ũ cannot be the identity if

we want a complex V . In contrast, for the generic CPV case we understand that Ũ is free in the

following manner: the real OT
e becomes the unitary U †e and this matrix can cancel any Ũ and can

still give the correct V .

Given the form of V in (37), it is convenient to adopt the following parametrizations for Oe:

OT
e

∣∣∣
NO

= R23(−θ1)R12(−θ2)R23(−θ′3) ,

OT
e

∣∣∣
IO

= R13(θ1)R23(θ2)R12(−θ′3) .
(40)

We can adopt θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, π/2] to keep the first (third) column positive for NO (IO). We can also

take θ′3 ∈ [0, π] as some sign flips can be absorbed by Majorana fields.

With the previous parametrization of OT
e , we can identify in V the structure

V
∣∣
NO

= R23(−θ1)R12(−θ2)

1

Ueff

 ,

V
∣∣
IO

= R13(θ1)R23(θ2)

Ueff

1

 ,

(41)
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where the effective subblock is

Ueff = e−iσ2θ
′
3Ũ . (42)

Comparing to the parametrization of V in (37), we conclude that the angles θ1, θ2 are determined

from the current knowledge of the PMNS, except for δ. They are given in Fig. 1. The effective

subblock Ueff is also mostly determined. Using the parametrization (38) of SU(2), we have

Ueff = W (α, θ3, β) , (43)

where θ3 and α are also given in Fig. 1 as a function of δ. Therefore, inverting (42), Ũ is given by

Ũ = e+iσ2θ′3W (α, θ3, β) , (44)

where θ′3 and β are free.

If we parametrize Ũ as

Ũ = W (αν , θν , βν) , (45)

then αν , θν will be restricted by the fact that α, θ3 are functions of δ in (44). The latter leads to

the relation

e−iσ3αν/2e−iσ2θνe−iσ3(βν−β)/2 = e+iσ2θ′3e−iσ3α/2e−iσ2θ3 , (46)

or

e−iσ2θ
′
3e−iσ3αν/2e−iσ2θν = e−iσ3α/2e−iσ2θ3e−iσ3(β−βν)/2 . (47)

In these equations, both sides are generic parametrizations of SU(2) and then one side can be

written as a function of the other side. One parametrization is the usual phase-angle-phase

parametrization in (38) and the other makes use of the orthogonal decomposition of appendix A.

For definiteness, we will use (46) for most of the calculations.

In Fig. 3 we show the allowed regions for θν and αν for NO. We clearly see that some regions are

not allowed. In particular, Ũ = 12 is not possible for CP violating values of δ. More specifically,

both θν and αν cannot be zero for CP violating values of δ. For CP conserving values of δ, the

parameters θν and αν are not restricted individually. The blue points are scattered as we vary θ′3

freely in (46) and the mixing angles of the PMNS within 3σ of the global fit [18]. The red dashed

lines are analytical expressions shown in appendix C, drawn using best-fit PMNS angles. Figure 3
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FIG. 3: Restriction on the parameters of Ũ of NO parametrized as (45) when accounting for the PMNS

in (39). The blue points allow 3σ variation of PMNS angles while the red dashed curves uses analytical

expression with best-fit angles.

FIG. 4: Restriction on the parameters of Ũ of IO parametrized as (45) when accounting for the PMNS in

(39), adapted to IO.

is the analogous plot for IO. In the appendix C we also show that αν = ±π/2 at the extrema of θν

(red dashed curve) and, conversely, θν = π/4 at the extrema of αν (red dashed curve).

Now we can comment on what happens in the generic CPV case. The real orthogonal matrix Oe

in (39) should be replaced by a unitary Ue and its parametrization should contain one CKM-like

phase γ. We can modify the parametrization (40) to

U †e

∣∣∣
NO

= R23(−θ1)R12(−θ2) diag(1, e−iγ/2, eiγ/2)R23(−θ′3) ,

U †e

∣∣∣
IO

= R13(θ1)R23(θ2) diag(e−iγ/2, eiγ/2, 1)R12(−θ′3) .
(48)

We have checked that the forbidden regions of Figs. 3 and 4 are filled when we turn on γ ∈ [0, 2π].

So indeed there are no restrictions on Ũ in the generic CPV case.
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D. Constraints on mass degeneracy of RHNs

In the soft CPV case, we will show here that due to the restrictions on Ũ that enters in MR

in (34), mass degeneracy of N1, N2 is not possible for certain values of CP phases δ and β of the

PMNS.

For comparison, in the generic CPV case, the form of MR in (34) is still valid in the diagonal-λ

basis. The difference is that Ũ is unconstrained. Therefore, if we choose Ũ diagonal in (34), MR

will be also diagonal so that we can easily adjust the values of the diagonal of λ to make the masses

degenerate. Diagonal Ũ means that θν = 0 in (45) (θν = π/2 is analogous). As shown in Fig. 3, for

the soft CPV case, θν = 0 cannot be reached for CP violating values of δ.

To analyze the constraints on mass degeneracy of the heavy neutrinos, we take MR in the

normalized form (36) and define

HR ≡
MRM

†
R

M2
0

. (49)

Then take the characteristic polynomial

det

(
HR − λ12

)
= λ2 − γ1λ+ 1 . (50)

The unity comes from det(HR) = 1 and the only variable coefficient is the trace

γ1 = tr(HR) . (51)

The roots of the characteristic polynomial, which are the eigenvalues of HR, are

λ± =
γ1

2
±
√(γ1

2

)2
− 1 . (52)

Since HR is hermitean and positive definite, it is guaranteed that

γ1

2
≥ 1 . (53)

For equality, λ± = 1 and the masses are degenerate. Given the normalization factor M0 in (35),

we conclude that

λ+ =
M2

2

M2
0

=
M2

M1
, (54)

is the mass ratio of the heavier to the lighter mass of MR. Note that λ− = 1/λ+.

Taking the explicit form for MR/M0 in (36) and minimizing γ1 with respect to κ, we obtain

min
κ

(γ1

2

)
= |1 + z2|+ |z|2 , (55)
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where

z ≡ sin(2θν)1
2

(
ρeiβν − 1

ρeiβν

)
. (56)

Note that γ1 does not depend on αν of Ũ in (45) even without minimization. In Fig. 5 we plot (55)

for various values of sin(2θν) for both NO and IO using best-fit values for ρNO and ρIO. We clearly

see that the minimum occurs at βν = π/2 and that this minimum is unity up to a critical value of

sin(2θν). This critical value is sin2(2θν)|crit = 0.5 for NO and sin2(2θν)|crit = 0.999943 for IO. See

appendix D for analytical details.
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FIG. 5: Half the trace (51) as a function of the Majorana phase βν in (45). Left (NO): from bottom

to top, curves with sin2(2θν) = 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 0.6, 0.9, 1. Right (IO): from bottom to top, curves with

sin2(2θν) = 0, 0.1, 0.4, 0.8, 0.9999, 0.99996, 1.

From figures 3 and 4, one can check that it is always possible to find sin(2θν) below the critical

value for any δ. So there is no absolute minimal mass ratio for M2/M1. But, except for βν = π/2,

there is a minimal mass ratio for M2/M1 for CP violating values of δ. This result is shown in

Fig. 6. We can see the minimum mass ratio is larger for βν = 0 and δ = ±π/2. For these values

and best-fit parameters, we have

M2

M1

∣∣∣
NO
≥ 2.67 ,

M2

M1

∣∣∣
IO
≥ 1.014 (βν = 0, δ = ±π/2). (57)

For NO, the minimum above occurs at sin(2θν)min = 0.511 and γ1/2|min = 1.52. For IO, it occurs

at sin(2θν)min = 0.92 and γ1/2|min = 1.0001. The minimal mass ratio for other values of βν can be

seen in the figure as well as its variation due to the 3σ variation of the parameters. For βν = π/2

mass degeneracy is always possible. Indeed, we show in appendix E that mass degeneracy requires

βν = π/2.

As the phase βν is not a directly measurable quantity, it is much more interesting to show

the minimum mass ratio in terms of potentially measurable quantities. So we show in Fig. 7, the
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FIG. 6: Minimal mass ratio M2/M1 of the RHNs as a function of the Dirac phase δ for various values

of the Majorana phase βν in (45). Left: NO. Right: IO. The bands denote the variation within 3σ of the

PMNS mixing angles and mass ratios while the dashed curves are for the best-fit [18]. The gray (yellow)

region denotes the current 3σ (1σ) region for δ.

minimal mass ratio for NO as a function of δ, but now for various fixed values of the Majorana

phase β, distinct of βν , that can be potentially measured through neutrinoless double beta decay;

see Fig. 2. Our parametrization for β is given in (37). We clearly see below the hills the regions

where mass degeneracy of the heavy neutrinos is forbidden. Although very similar, the hills are

not exactly symmetric with the shift δ → δ + π.

The curves are obtained numerically by further minimizing γ1/2 in (55) as a function of the

variable θ′3. This functional dependence appears because αν and θν in the lefthand side of (46) are

functions of the righthand side. Note that because β is fixed, these curves does not correspond to

the values of θ′3 and βν = π/2 that minimize γ1 for free β. There is a compromise between βν and

θν . We should state that for β = π/2, mass degeneracy is possible while for β > π/2, the behavior

is similar to the case of β → π/2 − β. The curves are obtained using best-fit values of neutrino

parameters but we have checked that with 3σ variation, the height of the bumps may decrease and

the width decreases in the upper end.

As is clear from Fig. 6, for IO, the masses of the heavy netrinos are restricted to be different

at most by around a percent. This is related to the value of ρIO which is very close to unity. For

this reason, a plot analogous to Fig. 7 for IO would show very narrow and short forbidden regions.

Therefore, we have chosen to list in table III only the position and the height of these forbidden

regions.

At last, we show the restrictions on UR that diagonalizes MR as

U †RMRU
∗
R = diag(M1,M2) , (58)
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FIG. 7: Minimal mass ratio M2/M1 of the RHNs as a funtion of the Dirac phase δ for various values of

the single Majorana phase β = x× π/2 with x = 0.9, 0.7, 0.5, 0 (respectively in red, green, orange and blue)

of the PMNS in (41) and (43). Normal ordering. The angles of the PMNS are of the best-fit [18] while the

gray (yellow) region denotes the current 3σ (1σ) region for δ.

2β/π interval 1 (δ) M2/M1 − 1 interval 2 (δ) M2/M1 − 1

0 [1.6815, 1.696] 0.0152408 [4.5872, 4.6017] 0.0152410

0.5 [2.1573, 2.1739] 0.0152411 [4.9189, 4.9349] 0.0152411

0.7 [2.5057, 2.518] 0.0152411 [5.1176, 5.1371] 0.0152411

0.9 [2.9253, 2.9295] 0.0152398 [5.5359, 5.5641] 0.0152411

0.99 [3.11993, 3.12035] 0.0152393 [6.1517, 6.1651] 0.0152409

TABLE III: Excluded regions for IO of minimal mass ratio M2/M1 of the RHNs as a funtion of the Dirac

phase δ for various values of the single Majorana phase β of the PMNS in (41) and (43). Similarly to Fig. 7,

the intervals denote the regions where M2 > M1 and M2/M1 − 1 denotes the peak value. The angles of the

PMNS are of the best-fit [18] while the gray (yellow) region denotes the current 3σ (1σ) region for δ.

where M1 < M2 is chosen. Through (36), UR will be a function of Ũ and restrictions on the latter

will lead to restrictions on the former. By using the same parametrization as Ũ ,

UR = W (αR, θR, βR) , (59)

we can see in Fig. 8 that there are forbidden regions in the plane θR and δ. Noting that in (36) we

can restrict ourselves to either κ ≥ 1 or κ ≤ 1 as a generic Ũ allow the exchange κ ←→ κ−1. We

have chosen κ ≤ 1. If we had used κ ≥ 1, we would have obtained forbidden angles θR close to

zero. As before, if we turn on the additional phase γ in (48) by replacing Oe by Ue, the forbidden

regions are eliminated and no restriction remains.
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FIG. 8: Scatter plot for θR, parametrized in (59), as a function of the Dirac CP phase δ. For NO (left), the

points in blue (orange) denote κ ∈ [0.5, 1] (κ ∈ [0.01, 0.5]), where κ is the variable in (36). For IO (right),

the points in blue (orange) denote κ ∈ [0.995, 1] (κ ∈ [0.01, 0.995]). The squared mass differences and angles

of the PMNS are varied within 3σ. Thee gray (yellow) region denotes the current 3σ (1σ) region for δ.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the simple case where the seesaw mechanism is simultaneously responsible for

the light neutrino masses and the leptonic CP violation. The only source for CP breaking is soft

and resides in the Majorana mass term of the heavy righthanded neutrinos. We denoted this case

as the soft CP violation case in contrast to the generic CP violation case. This soft breaking can

be easily attributed to scalar field vevs.

For the realistic case of two (minimal) or more RHNs, the soft CP violating Lagrangian de-

pends on one less parameter compared to the generic CP violation case. This reduction of one

less parameter is common to other scenarios where CP violation in the SM are generated sponta-

neously [14, 15]. For the seesaw case, this parameter reduction leads to subtle restrictions of the

seesaw parameter space once leptonic CP violation is assumed and the current knowledge of neu-

trino masses and mixing are taken into account. The restrictions act on the high energy sector and

the low energy parameters are not restricted in any way when seen in isolation. For the minimal

seesaw case, we analyzed the restricted parameters in detail, most notably, there are correlations

between the low energy CP phases of the PMNS with the mass splitting of RHNs. For certain

values, mass degeneracy is forbidden and resonant leptogenesis is severely restricted unless freeze-in

lepetogenesis effects are taken into account [28, 29].
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Appendix A: Orthogonal decomposition

One can show that a n× n unitary matrix U can be always decomposed into

U = O2ÛOT
1 , (A1)

where Oi are real orthogonal matrices and Û is a diagonal matrix of phases (they are not the

eigenvalues of U). The number of parameters are n× (n− 1)/2 in each Oi and n phases in Û , so

n2 in total as it should be. One phase in Û can be removed if global rephasing is allowed.

The proof is simple. We first check that

4i[Re(UTU), Im(UTU)] = [UTU + (UTU)∗, UTU − (UTU)∗] = −2[UTU, (UTU)∗] = 0 . (A2)

Then the real and imaginary parts of the unitary symmetric matrix UTU can be diagonalized

simultaneously by an orthogonal matrix:

OT
1 U

TUO1 = diag(ei2λj ) = Û2 . (A3)

The diagonalizing matrix is O1 and the diagonal matrix is Û2. Then UO1 coincides with Û except

for a rotational freedom from the left which we denote as O2 resulting in

UO1 = O2Û . (A4)

As the eigenvectors in O1 has no definite global sign, we can conventionally choose the phases in

Û to lie in [0, π).

As a special case, let us assume U admits rephasing transformations from the left. Then we can

always take, e.g., the first column real and non-negative. In this case UTU is block diagonal

UTU =


1 0 . . .

0 ∗ ∗
... ∗ ∗

 , (A5)

because (UTU)11 = (U †U)11 = 1 already. In this case O1 only needs to rotate in n− 1 dimensions

and depends only on (n− 1)(n− 2)/2 angles. It is also clear from (A5) that Û has Û11 = 1 and Û
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depends only on n − 1 phases. As O2 contains the usual n(n − 1)/2 angles, the total amounts to

n(n− 1) parameteres, a reduction in n parameters corresponding to the rephasing of n phases.

For n = 3, this result has implications on the parametrization of the PMNS matrix V which

is physically equivalent under rephasing from the left. The parametrization (A1) allows us to

parametrize the PMNS matrix with only two phases. Specifically in the rephasing convention (A5)

we can write

V = O2 diag(1, eiα/2, eiβ/2)R23(θ23) , (A6)

where R23 is a rotation in the (23) plane and α, β are confined to [0, 2π] due to sign flip freedom

from the right. The angle θ23 ∈ [0, 2π) as well. The matrix O2 is a generic SO(3) matrix that

can be parametrized with three Euler angles. Hence V in (4) is parametrized with 4 angles and

2 phases. Therefore, one phase (CP odd) is traded by one angle (CP even) if compared to the

standard parametrization.

Appendix B: Orthogonal decomposition: rephasing from both sides

The analysis is slightly more complicated if the unitary matrix U is allowed rephasing trans-

formations from both sides. Here we analyze this case specifically for n = 3. The result is that

the orthogonal decomposition (A1) is possible with only one phase. This suggests a different

parametrization for the CKM matrix but the number of phases is unchanged.

Let us denote the columns of U as

U =
(
u1 u2 u3

)
, (B1)

and analogously for U †

U † =
(
v1 v2 v3

)
=


u†1

u†2

u†3

 . (B2)

If ei are the canonical column vectors, we can write

Uei = ui , Uvi = ei ,

U †ei = vi , U †ui = ei , (B3)

for i = 1, 2, 3.
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By choosing u1 real by rephasing from left, we obtain

UTu1 = e1 =⇒ UTUe1 = e1 , (B4)

and UTU is block diagonal as in (A5). If additionally v1 = U †e1 is real by rephasing from the

right, then also v1 = UTe1 and

UTUv1 = UTe1 = v1 . (B5)

Assuming v1 6= e1, which is equivalent to U non-block-diagonal, we conclude that the eigenvalue

λ = 1 of UTU has multiplicity at least two. Discarding real U , the multiplicity should be exactly

two.

Now construct O1 with columns e1, v
′
1, v
′′
1 , where (e1, v

′
1) is the orthogonal basis for the space

spanned by (e1, v1) while v′′1 is the orthogonal direction (O1 is block diagonal). It is clear that

OT
1 U

TUO1 = diag(1, 1, ei2β) = Û2 , (B6)

where incidentally eiβ = detU . Equation (A4) tells us that the first column of O2 is u1, i.e., the

same as U ’s. Since Uv1 = e1, the second column of O2 is the piece of e1 orthogonal to u1. So we

can obtain O1 and O2 from orthogonalization of

O1 ← (e1, v1, e1 × v1) , O2 ← (u1, e1, u1 × e1) . (B7)

In this case O1 is block diagonal and O2 has vanishing (13) entry. We can reverse the roles of O1

and O2 making the latter block diagonal. Other choices of real columns and rows lead to similar

forms.

The parameter counting goes as follows: Û contains one phase, O1 depends on one angle to

define v1 in the subspace orthogonal to e1 and O2 depends on two angles to define u1. The total

amounts to the correct number of 4 parameters

For n > 3, the construction of the first two columns in O1 and O2 continues to be as in (B7). For

O1, the first two columns depend on the pair (e1, v1) which requires n− 2 angles to define the part

of v1 orthgonal to e1. The rest of the n− 2 columns span a n− 2 dimensional space which can be

rotated by the O(n−2) group with (n−2)(n−3)/2 angles. For O2, the reasoning is the same, except

that the pair (u1, e1) needs n−1 angles to define u1. As the number of phases in (B6) becomes n−2,

the total number of parameters is 2×(n−2)+(n−1)+2×(n−2)(n−3)/2 = (n−1)2, matching the

number of parameters for a CKM-like mixing matrix with n families [30]. The number of phases

here, however, differ from the standard counting (parametrization). The orthogonal decomposition
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uses n−2 phases. The standard parametrization requires (n−1)(n−2)/2. For n = 3, one phase is

required in both cases (the KM counting) but for larger n the scaling is linear rather than quadratic

and much less phases appear.

Appendix C: Extrema of parameters for nR = 2

For nR = 2, we are confronted with the problem of mapping the possible parameter space of

the SU(2) matrix A −B∗
B A∗

 =

 cθ sθ

−sθ cθ

a −b∗
b a∗

 , (C1)

with fixed a, b and varying θ. These matrices belong to SU(2) so that |a|2+|b|2 = 1 and |A|2+|B|2 =

1.

Parametrizing

|a| = cθ′ , |b| = sθ′ , ba∗ = |ab|eiα′ , (C2)

with θ′ ∈ [0, π/2], we find

2|B|2 = 1− c2θc2θ′ − s2θs2θ′cα′ . (C3)

This quantity has extrema at

(c2θ, s2θ) = ± 1

N
(c2θ′ , s2θ′cα′) , (C4)

where N is the normalization factor. Hence, the minimal and maximal values of |B|2 are respec-

tively given by

2|B|2min
max

= 1∓
√

1− s2
2θ′s

2
α′ . (C5)

Note that |A|2min = 1− |B|2max and analogously for the maximum.

We can check that, at the extrema,

BA∗
∣∣
extr

=
i

2
s2θ′sα′ , (C6)

so that the relative phase of A,B is ±π/2. Therefore, for the minimum of |B|, the matrix in (C1)

can be written as

e∓iσ3π/4

|A|max −|B|min

|B|min |A|max

 e−iσ3β/2 , (C7)
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where the minus (plus) sign is for sα′ > 0 (sα′ < 0). The phase β depends on other parameters.

The case of maximum |B| is similar.

If we want to extremize BA∗ with respect to θ, then

(c2θ, s2θ) = ± 1

N
(−s2θ′cα′ , c2θ′) . (C8)

The extrema are

BA∗
∣∣
ext

= is2θ′sα′ ∓
√

1− s2
2θ′s

2
α′ . (C9)

At these extrema,

|A|2 = |B|2 =
1

2
. (C10)

Appendix D: Minimizing γ1

From (36), the trace γ1 is

γ1 = Tr[HR] = Tr[Rρ diag(κ2, κ−2)R∗ρ diag(κ2, κ−2)] , (D1)

where

Rρ = Ũ diag(ρ, ρ−1)ŨT =

A B

B D

 . (D2)

The minimum

min
κ

(γ1) = 2(|AD|+ |B|2) , (D3)

occurs at

κ4 =
|D|
|A|

. (D4)

Use of the parametrization (45) of Ũ leads to (55). It is also clear that γ1 does not depend on αν .

Further maximization of (55) in βν yields

max
βν

min
κ

(γ1/2) = 1 + 2z2
min , (D5)

where zmin = sin(2θν)(ρ− 1/ρ)/2 for βν = 0, π. Further minimization of (55) in βν yields

min
βν

min
κ

(γ1/2) = |1− z2
max|+ z2

max , (D6)
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where zmax = sin(2θν)(ρ+ 1/ρ)/2 for βν = ±π/2. The previous value is unity as long as zmax ≤ 1.

This means that minκ(γ1/2) = 1 for βν = ±π/2 as long as

sin(2θν) ≤ 2(ρ+ 1/ρ)−1 , (D7)

where the value on the righthandside is less than unity. For sin(2θν) above this critical value,

γ1/2 > 1 is guaranteed and degeneracy of N1, N2 is not possible; see Fig. 5. For best-fit values of

ρ, the critical value above is 0.7076 for NO and 0.999971 for IO. The mass ratio is obtained from

γ1/2 from (52).

Appendix E: Direct proof of βν = π/2 for degenerate N1, N2.

For nR = 2, we have seen in Fig. 6 that degenerate RHNs (for any δ) required βν = π/2. Here

we prove this fact directly.

For M1 = M2, the normalized mass matrix is

MR

M0
= URU

T
R , (E1)

where the diagonalization matrix UR is defined up to the rotation freedom UR → URO. Since

MR/M0 is a unitary and symmetric matrix, we can always parametrize it as

MR

M0
= e−iσ3γ/2

cθ sθ

sθ −cθ

 e−iσ3γ/2 , (E2)

already discarding a global phase.

Then, for both NO and IO, the nontrivial block matrix (32) for light neutrinos becomes

M̃ν = − v2

M0
λ̃ e+iσ3γ/2

cθ sθ

sθ −cθ

 e+iσ3γ/2 λ̃ . (E3)

Since λ̃ = diag(λ1, λ2) commutes with e+iσ3γ/2, we can see that the matrix Ũ that diagonalizes M̃ν

is

Ũ = e−iσ3γ/2O diag(1, i) , (E4)

where O is a real orthogonal matrix. The last phase i corresponds exactly to βν = π/2 in the

parametrization (45) and appears because the matrix in the middle of (E3) involving θ and λ̃ has
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real eigenvalues but of opposite signs.
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Abstract

Our analysis involves enhancing the ∆(54) flavor symmetry model with Inverse Seesaw mechanism

along with two SM Higgs through the incorporation of distinct flavons. Additionally, we intro-

duce supplementary Z2⊗Z3⊗Z4 symmetries to eliminate any undesirable components within our

investigation. The exact tri-bimaximal neutrino mixing pattern undergoes a deviation as a result

of the incorporation of extra flavons, leading to the emergence of a non-zero reactor angle θ13 that

aligns with the latest experimental findings. It was found that for our model the atmospheric

oscillation parameter occupies the lower octant for normal hierarchy case. We also examine the

parameter space of the model for normal hierarchy to explore the Dirac CP (δCP ), Jarlskog in-

variant parameter (J) and the Neutrinoless double-beta decay parameter (mββ) and found it in

agreement with the neutrino latest data. Hence our model may be testable in the future neutrino

experiments.
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1. Introduction

Despite the fact that the standard model (SM) has been verified by various particle physics

experiments and observations, there are still several unresolved queations. These unanswered

questions include, but are not limited to, the source of flavor structure, the matter-antimatter

imbalance in the universe, the existence of additional neutrino flavors, and the enigmatic properties

of dark matter and dark energy. The detection of neutrino oscillations in 1998 marked the first

sign of physics beyond the standard model. However, many uncertainties still surround neutrino

physics, such as whether the symmetry related to leptonic CP has been broken, what the lightest

absolute neutrino mass value is, and whether the atmospheric mixing angle is maximal or not.

Additionally, it remains unclear whether the neutrino masses follow the normal hierarchy (m1 <

m2 < m3) or the inverted hierarchy (m3 < m1 < m2). It is currently unknown whether neutrinos

are Dirac particles or Majorana particles that violate lepton number. Neutrinoless double beta

decay experiments, if observed, could confirm that neutrinos are indeed Majorana particles. The

combined results of the KamLAND-Zen and GERDA experiments have established an upper limit

for mee within the range of 0.071–0.161 eV. Several recent reviews on neutrino physics can be

found in references [1–13].

The study of neutrino oscillation involves three mixing angles, two of which are large (the

solar angle and the atmospheric angle) and one of which is relatively small (the reactor angle). In

the context of tribimaximal mixing (TBM), the reactor angle is assumed to be zero and the CP

phase cannot be determined or is not known. However, experiments such as the Daya Bay Reactor

Neutrino Experiment (sin22θ13 = 0.089± 0.010± 0.005) [14] and RENO Experiment(sin22θ13 =

0.113±0.013±0.019) [15]have shown that the reactor mixing angle is not zero. Other experiments

such as MINOS [16], Double Chooz [17], and T2K [18] have also measured consistent nonzero values

for the reactor mixing angle, rendering the TBM model unrealistic. As a result, alternative models

or modifications must be considered to achieve realistic mixing [15,17]. The PMNS matrix, which

is generally acknowledged, represents the blending between the various neutrino flavor states and

their corresponding mass eigenstates. Within the context of a three-flavored model, the PMNS

matrix is characterized by three mixing angles and three CP phases.
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UPMNS =


c12c13 s12c13 s13e

−ιδ

−s12c23 − c12s23s13e
ιδ c12c23 − s12s23s13e

ιδ s23c13

s12s23 − c12c23s13e
ιδ −c12s23 − s12c23s13e

ιδ c23c13

 · UMaj (1)

where, cij = cos θij, sij = sin θij.The diagonal matrix UMaj = diag(1, eια, eι(β+γ)) holds the Ma-

jorana CP phases, α and β, which become detectable if neutrinos act as Majorana particles.

Discovering neutrinoless double beta decay is likely the key to proving that neutrinos are Ma-

jorana particles, but these decays are yet to be observed. Symmetry is an essential factor in

explaining this issue, as Wendell Furry proposed the Majorana nature of particles and studied a

kinetic process similar to neutrinoless double beta decay [19,20]. By producing a pair of electrons,

this process breaks the lepton number by two units, generating Majorana neutrino masses as the

electroweak symmetry breaks (A,Z) → (A,Z + 2) + 2e−. The large value of the lepton number

violation scale(Λ ∼ 1014 − 1015GeV) is associated with the smallness of observed neutrino masses

since they are zero in the standard model [21]. To generate non-zero neutrino mass, it is neces-

sary to develop a new model beyond the standard model, such as effective theories that use the

Weinberg operator [22].

Several alternative frameworks to the standard model exist that can explain the origin of neu-

trino masses. These include the Seesaw Mechanism [23–27], the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard

Model (MSSM) [28],Supersymmetry [29], the Next-to-Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model

(NMSSM) [30], string theory [31], Radiative Seesaw Mechanism [32], models based on extra di-

mensions [33], and various other models. Numerous neutrino experiments have demonstrated the

presence of tiny but non-zero neutrino masses and provided evidence of flavor mixing [34,35].Sev-

eral researchers have proposed different patterns of lepton mixing. Phenomenological patterns of

neutrino mixing include Trimaximal (TM1/TM2) [36–38], Tri-bimaximal (TBM) [39,40], Bi-large

mixing patterns [41–43] and Quasi-degenerate neutrino mass models. Additionally, several models

based on non-abelian discrete symmetries [44] such as A4 [45], [32, 46], S3 [32], S4, ∆(27) [47–49]

and ∆(54) [50, 51] have been suggested to achieve tribimaximal mixing (TBM), and deviations

from TBM are obtained by adding extra flavons.

This study introduces a new approach, the inverse seesaw, using the ∆(54) flavour symmetry

framework. A previous proposal by the authors of [ [52]] suggested Type I and inverse seesaw for

Dirac neutrinos with A4 flavour symmetry. Lately, endeavors have been made in this particular
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Parameters NH (3σ) IH (3σ)
∆m2

21[10−5eV 2] 6.82→ 8.03 6.82→ 8.03
∆m2

31[10−3eV 2] 2.428→ 2.597 −2.581→ −2.408
sin2 θ12 0.270→ 0.341 0.270→ 0.341
sin2 θ13 0.02029→ 0.02391 0.02047→ 0.02396
sin2 θ23 0.406→ 0.620 0.410→ 0.623
δCP 108→ 404 192→ 360

Table 1: The 3σ range of neutrino oscillation parameters from NuFIT 5.2 (2022) [54]

area, particularly concerning the type I seesaw, type II seesaw and type I+II for Dirac neutrinos

within the ∆(54) symmetry [53].The current work presents a more concise version of the inverse

seesaw, utilizing two SM Higgs. To deviate from the specific TBM neutrino mixing pattern, we

incorporated extra flavons χ, η, ζ, ξ,ΦS and φ under ∆(54) and expanded the flavon sector of the

model. In addition, we incorporated a Z2⊗Z3⊗Z4 symmetry into our model to prevent unwanted

terms and facilitate the construction of specific coupling matrices. We modified the structure of

the neutrino mass matrix Mν that characterizes the masses of neutrinos and conducted symmetry-

based studies. This approach allows us to thoroughly examine Mν , and investigate the Jarlskog

invariant parameter (J) and the NDBD parameter (mee). The approach we take sets our work

apart from that of others.

Our paper’s structure is arranged as follows: Section 2 presents an outline of the model’s frame-

work, including the fields and their symmetrical transformation properties. Section 3 contains a

numerical analysis and examination of the neutrino phenomenology results. Lastly, in section 4,

we offer our concluding remarks.

2. Framework of the Model

To achieve the realization of the Inverse seesaw mechanism, it is necessary to expand the fermion

sector of the Standard Model. This can be done by introducing Right-Handed Neutrinos NR1 and

NR2 and additional neutral fermions S1 and S2, which are singlets with respect to the Standard

Model framework, to the existing active neutrinos ν. Superstring theories can yield certain classes

of non-Abelian flavor symmetries, such as ∆(54) flavor symmetries, which are present in heterotic

orbifold models. This discussion will focus on the ∆(54) discrete symmetry, which contains two Z3

subgroups and an S3 subgroup. The S3 subgroup is considered the minimal non-Abelian discrete
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symmetry, and the semi-direct product structure of ∆(54) between Z3 and S3 produces triplet

irreducible representations. The ∆(54) symmetry can therefore result in intriguing models. The

∆(54) group includes irreducible representations 1+, 1−, 21, 22, 23, 24, 31(1), 31(2), 32(1) and 32(2).

While there are four triplets, the products of 31(1)⊗ 31(2) , 32(1)⊗ 32(2) ,31(1)⊗ 32(2) and 31(2)⊗ 32(1)

lead to the trivial singlet. Despite its numerous fascinating aspects, few authors have considered

the ∆(54) symmetry thus far.

The multiplication rules are as follows:

31(1) ⊗ 31(1) = 31(2) ⊕ 31(2) ⊕ 32(2)

31(2) ⊗ 31(2) = 31(1) ⊕ 31(1) ⊕ 32(1)

32(1) ⊗ 32(1) = 31(2) ⊕ 31(2) ⊕ 32(2)

32(2) ⊗ 32(2) = 31(1) ⊕ 31(1) ⊕ 32(1)

31(1) ⊗ 31(2) = 1+ ⊕ 21 ⊕ 22 ⊕ 23 ⊕ 24

31(2) ⊗ 32(1) = 1− ⊕ 21 ⊕ 22 ⊕ 23 ⊕ 24

32(1) ⊗ 32(2) = 1+ ⊕ 21 ⊕ 22 ⊕ 23 ⊕ 24

31(1) ⊗ 32(2) = 1− ⊕ 21 ⊕ 22 ⊕ 23 ⊕ 24

For two triplets

a = (a1, a2, a3)

b = (b1, b2, b3)

We can write

1+ = (ab)+ = a1b1 + a2b2 + a3b3

1− = (ab)− = a1b1 + a2b2 + a3b3

Our model is based on the ∆54 model where we introduced additional flavons χ, ξ, η ,ζ ,

ΦS and φ to get the deviation from the precise TBM pattern of neutrino mixing [55]. We put

extra symmetry Z2 ⊗ Z3 ⊗ Z4 to avoid unwanted terms. Table 2 provides details regarding the

composition of the particles and corresponding charge assignment in accordance with the symmetry

group. The triplet representation of ∆54 is used to assign the right-handed charged leptons and

the left-handed lepton doublets.
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Field L l H1 H2 νL NR1 NR2 S1 S2 χ η ζ ξ ΦS φ
SU(2) 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
∆(54) 31(1) 31(1) 1− 1+ 32(2) 31(1) 32(2) 31(1) 32(2) 32(1) 32(2) 1− 32(1) 32(1) 1−

Z2 1 1 1 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1
Z3 ω2 ω 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ω ω ω
Z4 1 1 1 1 i 1 -i i 1 1 1 1 1 1 i

Table 2: Full particle content of our model

The invariant Yukawa Lagrangian is as follows 1:

L ≡ y

Λ
(lL)χH1 +

LH1NR1

Λ
yξξ +

LH1NR1

Λ
ysΦs +

LH2NR1

Λ
yaΦs

+
yRN

Λ
νLNR2ηζ + yNSS1NR2ζ + y′

NS
S2NR1ζ +

ys
Λ
S1S2φ

3 (2)

We consider the vacuum expectation values as,

〈ΦS〉 = (vs, vs, vs) 〈χ〉 = (vχ, vχ, vχ) 〈ξ〉 = (vξ, vξ, vξ) (3)

〈η〉 = (vη, vη, vη) 〈ζ〉 = (vζ) 〈φ〉 = (vφ) (4)

The charged lepton mass matrix is given as

Ml =
vχH

Λ


ye 0 0

0 yµ 0

0 0 yτ

 (5)

where, ye, yµ and yτ are the coupling constants.

2.1 Effective neutrino mass matrix

By utilizing the Lagrangian presented, it is possible to derive the mass matrices that pertain to

the neutrino sector once both ∆54 and electroweak symmetry breaking have occurred.

MRN =
yRN

Λ


vηvζ 0 0

0 vηvζ 0

0 0 vηvζ

 (6)

1Considering terms upto dimension-5.
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MNS =
yNS

Λ


vζ 0 0

0 vζ 0

0 0 vζ

 (7)

M ′
NS =

y′
NS

Λ


vζ 0 0

0 vζ 0

0 0 vζ

 (8)

MS =
yS

Λ2


vφ 0 0

0 vφ 0

0 0 vφ

 (9)

MνN =
v

Λ


y

ξ
ξ ysvs + yava ysvs − yava

ysvs − yava y
ξ
ξ ysvs + yava

ysvs + yava ysvs − yava y
ξ
ξ

 (10)

Effective neutrino mass matrix is given by

mν = MRN(M ′
NS)−1MSM

−1
NSMνN (11)

= λ


x s+ a s− a

s− a x s+ a

s+ a s− a x

 (12)

=


x′ s′ + a′ s′ − a′

s′ − a′ x′ s′ + a′

s′ + a′ s′ − a′ x′

 (13)

where, x = y
ξ
ξ , s = ysvs and a = yava

We now define the Hermitian matrix as

Mν = mνm
†
ν (14)

=


x′2 + 2(s′2 + a′2) s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′ s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′

s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′ x′2 + 2(s′2 + a′2) s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′

s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′ s′2 − a′2 + 2s′x′ x′2 + 2(s′2 + a′2)

 (15)
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where, λ =
vvnvsv3φyRNys

Λ4v2ζyNSy
′
NS

, x′ = xλ, s′ = sλ and a′ = aλ

3. Numerical Analysis and results

In the earlier section, we illustrated the method of enhancing the ∆54 model by incorporating

supplementary flavons. The subsequent section comprises a quantitative investigation aimed at

examining the effectiveness of the parameters in generating a departure from TBM in neutrino

mixing. The outcomes of this analysis, restricted to the normal hierarchy scenario, will be delib-

erated.

The neutrino mass matrix mν can be diagonalized by the PMNS matrix U as

U †m(i)
ν U

∗ = diag(m1,m2,m3) (16)

We can numerically calculate U using the relation U †MνU = diag(m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3), whereMν = mνm

†
ν .

The neutrino oscillation parameters θ12, θ13, θ23 and δ can be obtained from U as

s2
12 =

|U12|2

1− |U13|2
, s2

13 = |U13|2, s2
23 =

|U23|2

1− |U13|2
(17)

and δ may be given by

δ = sin−1

(
8 Im(h12h23h31)

P

)
(18)

with

P = (m2
2 −m2

1)(m2
3 −m2

2)(m2
3 −m2

1) sin 2θ12 sin 2θ23 sin 2θ13 cos θ13 (19)

To assess how the neutrino mixing parameters compare to the most recent experimental

data [54], we adjusted the modified ∆54 model to fit the experimental data by minimizing the

subsequent χ2 function:

χ2 =
∑
i

(
λmodeli − λexpti

∆λi

)2

, (20)

where λmodeli is the ith observable predicted by the model, λexpti stands for ith experimental

best-fit value and ∆λi is the 1σ range of the observable.

The parameter of the model space is illustrated in Fig.1, with restrictions based on the 3σ

limit of neutrino oscillation data presented in Table1. The illustration indicates a strong interde-

pendence among various parameters of the model. The best-fit values for |x|, |s|, |a|, φx, φs and

8



Figure 1: Allowed regions of the model parameters |x|, φx, |s|, φs and |a|, φa in NH. The best fit
values are indicated by red dots.

φa obtained are (0.062, 0951, 0.083, 0.505π, -2.953π, -0.092π).

Fig. 2 predicts the expected values of the neutrino oscillation parameters within the model

for NH. The best fit values of sin2 θ12, sin2 θ13 and sin2 θ23 are (0.320, 0.0214, 0.417) which are

within the 3σ range of experimental measurements. Additional parameters such as ∆m2
21, ∆m2

31

and δCP have their best-fit values, corresponding to χ2-minimum, at (6.88× 10−5 eV, 2.50× 10−3

eV, 0.115π).

Fig. 3 gives the correlation between the two mass square difference predicted by the model for

NH. The ∆m2
21 and ∆m2

31 have their best-fit values, corresponding to χ2-minimum, at (6.88×10−5

eV, 2.507× 10−3 eV) respectively.

Fig. 4 gives the correlation between the Dirac CP phase and atmospheric angle and also Dirac

CP with the ratio of the two mass squared difference. The best fit value of δCP is predicted to be

around 0.115π.

Thus, the model defined in this work indicates clear deviation from tri-bimaximal mixing.
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Figure 2: Correlation among the mixing angles and among mixing angle and ratio of mass-squared
difference. The best fit value is indicated by the red dot.

It is clear from the correlation plot among the neutrino oscillation parameters that the mixing

of neutrinos deviates from the TBM mixing in NH. The prediction of mixing angle θ23 in NH

scenario indicates a preference towards the lower octant. With the modification of ∆54 model

with additional term, it is possible to deviate from TBM mixing. The Table 3 shows the best-fit

values of the various oscillation parameters.

Parameter NH
sin2 θ12 0.320
sin2 θ13 0.0214
sin2 θ23 0.417
δCP/π 0.115
∆m2

21 6.880× 10−5

∆m2
31 2.507× 10−3

Table 3: Best-fit values for different parameters predicted by the model

Prediction for Jarlskog invariant Parameter: In Fig.5 We are sharing further forecasts

generated by the revised model concerning CP-violation’s Jarlskog parameter(J) and the effective

10



Figure 3: Variation of the mass squared differences with mixing angles and correlation between
two mass squared differences.

Majorana mass(mee) that defines the neutrinoless double beta decay. The Jarlskog constant is a

quantity that remains unchanged even after a phase redefinition.

J = Im{U11U22U
∗
12U

∗
21} = s12c

2
13s12c12s23c23sinδ (21)

Neutrinoless double beta decay (NDBD): The NDBD phenomenon is crucial in the field

of neutrino physics, as it involves the light Majorana neutrinos. The process is governed by an

effective mass, denoted as mββ, which can be calculated using the equation:

mββ = U2
Limi (22)

where ULi are the elements of the first row of the neutrino mixing matrix UPMNS. This equation

depends on certain known parameters such as θ12 and θ13, as well as unknown Majorana phases

denoted by α and β. The diagonalizing matrix of the light neutrino mass matrix, denoted by mν ,
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Figure 4: Correlation between Dirac CP (δCP ) and atmospheric mixing angle(sinθ23) and ratio of
mass squared difference respectively. The best fit value for 3σ range is given by red dot.

Figure 5: Correlation between the Jarlskog invariant parameter(J) with Dirac CP(δCP ) phase and
atmospheric mixing angle(sin2θ23) respectively. The best fit value for 3σ range is given by black
+.

is represented by UPMNS, such that

mν = UPMNSM
(diag)
ν UT

PMNS (23)

where, M
(diag)
ν =diag(m1, m2, m3). The effective Majorana mass can be expressed applying the

diagonalizing matrix elements and the mass eigenvalues as follows:

mββ = m1c
2
12c

2
13 +m2s

2
12c

2
13e

2ια +m3s
2
13e

2ιβ (24)

where c12 and s12 are the cosine and sine of the mixing angle θ12, respectively.

After analyzing the restricted parameter space, we have computed the value of mββ in the NH

scenario. The figure labeled as 6 depicts the changes in mββ as per the lightest neutrino mass.

Additionally, the sensitivity range of experiments like GERDA, KamLAND-Zen and LEGEND-1k

for 0νββ decay is also illustrated in the same figure. As per the findings, mββ falls well within the
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reach of these NDBD experiments for normal hierarchy.

Figure 6: Correlation between Effective Majorana neutrino mass(mee) with lightest neutrino
mass(m1) and Jarlskog invariant(J).

4. Conclusion

We have introduced ∆(54) flavor model with two SM Higgs along with Z2⊗Z3⊗Z4 symmetry that

generate a neutrino mass matrix. We have constructed a flavor-symmetric approach in Inverse

Seesaw mechanism to realize the neutrino masses and mixing to fit present neutrino oscillation

data, including the non-zero reactor angle (θ13) and Dirac CP (δCP ). We use additional flavons to

obtain the desired mixing pattern. The model under consideration clearly shows deviation from

TBM mixing of the neutrino mixing matrix. The predictions for the neutrino oscillation parameters

derived from the resulting mass matrix are in agreement with the best-fit values obtained through

χ2 analysis. The prediction of the mixing angles, mass-squared differences, and the Dirac CP

phase in the IH case do not agree with the experimental data. The prediction of mixing angles

in NH case indicates that for the parameter space under consideration, the model prefers lower

octant of θ23.

Furthermore, we investigated the Jarlskog invariant parameter and NDBD within the context

of our ∆(54) models. The effective Majorana neutrino mass |mee| is well within the sensitivity

reach of the recent 0νββ experiments. In extension of this work, the model can be used to study

leptogenesis and dark matter. The consistency of the model predictions with the latest neutrino

data implies that model may be tested in future neutrino oscillation experiments.
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Abstract

String compactifications on an orbi-folded torus with complex struc-

ture give rise to chiral fermions, spontaneously broken CP, modu-

lar invariance. We show that this allows simple effective theories of

flavour and CP where: i) the QCD angle vanishes; ii) the CKM phase

is large; iii) quark and lepton masses and mixings can be reproduced

up to order one coefficients. We implement such general paradigm

in supersymmetry or supergravity, with modular forms or functions,

with or without heavy colored states.
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1 Introduction

Data show that CP is violated by the order-unity phase δCKM ∼ 1 in the CKM matrix, while

the upper bound on the neutron electric dipole [1] implies the smallness of the QCD angle

θ̄ = θQCD + arg detMq, |θ̄|<∼ 10−10 (1)

where Mq is the mass matrix of quarks q and θQCD is the coefficient of the topological term in

the QCD Lagrangian

LQCD = q̄(i /D −Mq)q −
1

4
TrG2 + θQCD

g2
3

32π2 TrGG̃. (2)

This aspect of the Standard Model is puzzling, because a generic complex Mq leads to δCKM, θ̄ ∼
1. This puzzle has been interpreted in two different ways:

a) as a new light pseudo-scalar, the axion [2, 3], adjusting θ̄ = 0 dynamically; the axion is so

far not observed; special models are needed to avoid the ‘axion quality problem’ [3];

b) as special models that produce a large δCKM, a quark mass matrix Mq with real determinant

and θQCD = 0.

Models of type b) have been first realized by Nelson and Barr [4, 5] by the ad-hoc assumption

that CP is violated only by the mixings of SM quarks q with hypothetical extra heavy quarks,

and that the extended quark mass matrix has a special structure with vanishing entries such

that CP-violating terms don’t contribute to its determinant. To avoid that higher-order correc-

tions violate the needed structure, these models seem to need to operate at relatively low scale

and supersymmetry broken at low energy in a CP-conserving way, such as gauge mediation [6].

Other models assume real Yukawas and a complex kinetic matrix in supersymmetry [7], parity

suitably broken [8,9], mirror sectors that duplicate the SM [10,11]; texture zeroes enforced via

complicated patterns of symmetry breaking [12], warped extra dimensions with extra struc-

ture [13–15]. Problems with Planck-suppressed operators can be avoided assuming that these

mechanisms operate at low enough energy [16,17].

QFT models where CP is imposed and broken cannot however go to the heart of the prob-

lem: exploring if a theory that provides a fundamental origin of CP can select the special

configuration θ̄ � δCKM. A candidate is string theory, where chiral fermions, CP and its vi-

olation can arise geometrically from compactifications on a 6-dimensional space with complex

structure (e.g. [18, 19]). In the effective QFT below the string scale this physics is described

by CP-violating scalar moduli that control the shape of the compactification space. In N = 1

supersymmetric toroidal compactifications the moduli that remain after orbi-folding enjoy a

special modular invariance of stringy origin [20, 21]. Modular invariance is special because it

arises as a symmetry of how strings experience the geometry of the compactification space,

and more generically because an infinite number of heavy states are integrated out. It strongly

constrains interactions among states, both at the string level [22–25] and in the low-energy

regime [26,27].
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Modular invariance has been recently studied, independently of its string motivation, to

build more predictive flavour models for neutrino, lepton and quark masses [28]. This profits

from the fact that finite copies of the modular group are isomorphic to the non-Abelian finite

symmetries previously used in neutrino flavour model-building. Such symmetries are broken in

a specific way that can be predictive, since the complicated symmetry-breaking sector of the

earlier model-building reduces to a single complex field, the modulus. For the purpose of our

present discussion, we do not need to consider finite modular symmetries.

In section 2 we discuss how one modular symmetry non-anomalous under QCD neatly

explains θ̄ � δCKM in the minimal MSSM with global supersymmetry, even allowing for non-

minimal kinetic terms. In section 3 we ‘deconstruct’ modular models for θ̄ � δCKM, showing

how the key ingredients automatically provided by modular invariance could be artificially

implemented in simpler U(1) Froggatt-Nielsen-like models [29]. In section 4 we implement the

same basic idea in MSSM extensions with optional heavy quarks: integrating them out leads

to more general effective theories with apparently anomalous modular symmetry and with

modular forms replaced by singular modular functions, that still explain θ̄ � δCKM. Section 5

shows that the mechanism can be extended to supergravity, where the gluino gets involved

in modular transformations, making heavy colored states needed. In section 6 we discuss the

possibility of identifying such states as string states, speculating that the proposed mechanism

for θ̄ � δCKM could arise in string theory. In section 7 we discuss supersymmetry breaking and

other effects that shift θ̄ away from 0. Conclusions are given in section 8.

2 Modular invariance and global supersymmetry

2.1 Modular invariance

Here we consider an extension of the Standard Model with N = 1 global supersymmetry. As

usual the SM quarks are part of chiral multiplets Φ = {Q, uR, dR}, and two Higgs doublets

appear in chiral multiplets Φ = {Hu, Hd}.1 We assume an extra complex modulus τ , the scalar

component of another chiral multiplet τ . This is motivated by string theory, where τ controls

the geometry of the complex compactification space. For simplicity we assume a single τ ;

toroidal super-string compactifications tend to give multiple modular symmetries and moduli.

We ask the full low-energy effective physics to be invariant under

τ → aτ + b

cτ + d
(3)

where a, b, c, d are integers with ad − bc = 1. This defines the action of the modular group

SL(2, Z) on the modulus τ . We assume that the vacuum expectation value of τ is fixed by

some mechanism [30–33], though we do not need a special value of τ . Whatever value τ takes,

modular invariance is spontaneously broken by τ in a predictive way. In technical language,

1In our notation they all contain left-handed Weyl fermions. In particular our qR corresponds to what is

more commonly denoted as qcR or as qc.
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the modular symmetry is non-linearly realized. The modulus τ takes values in the upper half

of the complex plane. In a modular-invariant theory, we can further restrict this region to the

fundamental domain, see fig. 1.

The Kähler potential K(Φ,Φ†) (describing the kinetic terms), the super-potential W (Φ)

(describing the Yukawa couplings) and the gauge kinetic function f have the following minimal

form:

K = −h2 ln(−iτ + iτ †) +
∑

Φ

Φ†e2V Φ

(−iτ + iτ †)kΦ
, (4a)

W = Y u
ij (τ)HuuRiQj + Y d

ij(τ)HddRiQj, (4b)

f = f0, (4c)

where the ‘weight’ kΦ of Φ is a number (a rational number in string theory [34,27]) and f0 is a

constant. Similarly to the axion decay constant, h sets the scale of the dimension-less field τ .

The effective theory must be invariant under the modular group SL(2,Z). The kinetic term of

Φ is invariant if the vector multiplet V is invariant and Φ transforms as

Φ→ (cτ + d)−kΦρΦ · Φ (5)

with ρΦ a phase, possibly depending on a, b, c, d.2 This applies to SM quarks and Higgses Hu,d.

The first term in K describes the special kinetic term for τ and transforms as

ln(−iτ + iτ †)→ ln(−iτ + iτ †)− ln(cτ + d)− ln(cτ † + d) (6)

leaving K invariant up to a Kähler transformation K(τ, τ †)→ K(τ, τ †) + g(τ) + g(τ †) that has

no effect in global supersymmetry. The Kähler potential of eq. (4a) is not the most general

one allowed by modular invariance and can be easily generalized to include non-minimal (and

non-diagonal) terms. Although in our discussion we adopt the minimal form of eq. (4a), our

results are not modified by choosing the most general Kähler potential, as shown in section 2.3.

The Yukawa couplings Y must depend on the super-field τ such that the effective theory is

modular invariant. This means that each entry Y (τ) of the Yukawa coupling matrices Y q
ij(τ)

must transform as3

Y (τ)→ (cτ + d)kY Y (τ) (7)

with weight kY = kqRi
+ kqLj

+ kHq
− kW . Here kW = 0 is the modular weight of the super-

potential W (it will be non-vanishing in supergravity), and kHu,d
are the modular weights of

the Higgs doublets Hu,d. The functional dependence of the Yukawa couplings on τ must be

Y q
ij(τ) = cqij Fkij(τ), kij = kqRi

+ kqLj
+ kHq

(8)

2A non-trivial matrix ρΦ that represents a finite modular symmetry appears when considering a multiplet

Φ and normal sub-groups of SL(2,Z) of level higher than 1. Quotients of SL(2,Z) with respect to these normal

subgroups are finite non-Abelian groups. For simplicity we here focus on the full modular group with level 1,

where ρΦ is just a phase.
3If non-trivial phases ρΦ are present, they should sum up to zero in each term of W , see appendix A.
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Modular weight k 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Number of forms 1 0 1 1 1 1 2 1

Modular forms 1 – E4 E6 E8 = E2
4 E10 = E4E6 E3

4 , E
2
6 E14 = E2

4E6

Table 1: Modular forms up to weight k ≤ 14.

where the functions Fk(τ) with fixed modular weight k are nearly unique if we assume they are

holomorphic everywhere in the fundamental region of SL(2,Z), including the point at infinity

τ = i∞. This assumption will be critically discussed in section 4. Functions with these

properties are modular forms and they only exist if k is a non-negative even integer: F0 = 1

is a constant, F2 vanishes, the first non-trivial forms are F4 = E4 and F6 = E6. Here Ek(τ)

are the holomorphic normalized Eisenstein series with given modular weight k thanks to the

lattice summation over pairs of integers m,n:

Ek(τ) =
1

2ζ(k)

∑
(m,n) 6=(0,0)

1

(m+ nτ)k
(9)

where the normalization factor makes E4,6,... ' 1 at large Im τ . Some known mathematical

results: E2 is divergent and cannot be cured. The series E4,6 generate the whole set of modular

forms: a generic form Fk is a polynomial in E4,6. Therefore, going to higher orders one has

E8 = E2
4 and E10 = E4E6, see table 1. The forms E4(τ) and E6(τ) are plotted in fig. 1 and one

crucial property is that E3
4 6= E2

6 have different phases. The most generic function with weight

12 is a linear combination E3
4 +cE2

6 where c is a constant. The Eisenstein form E12 corresponds

to a specific value of c, not needed for our purposes. In general N +1 multiple functions appear

at weight 12N where N is a positive integer: e.g. at weight 24 one has E6
4 , E

4
6 and E3

4E
2
6 .

2.2 CP invariance

We choose a basis in field space where CP transformations act on τ and Φ as

τ → −τ † Φ→ Φ†. (10)

The Eisenstein functions satisfy Ek(−τ †) = Ek(τ)†. We focus on a CP-invariant theory [35,36],

where cu,dij in eq. (8) are real, Fk are polynomials in E4,6 with real coefficients and θQCD = 0.

Then CP invariance can only be broken spontaneously and we assume that the only source of

CP violation is the vacuum expectation value of τ . This occurs for a generic value of τ not

lying along the imaginary τ axis, nor along the border of the fundamental region of fig. 1.

2.3 CP violation: solving the θ̄ � δCKM puzzle

We now show how supersymmetric CP and modular-invariant theories can easily produce

Yukawa couplings such that the CKM phase is large and the QCD θ̄ angle vanishes. The rel-

ative phase between E3
4 and E2

6 allows to induce a physical CP-violating phase in the Yukawa
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Figure 1: Absolute values of the modular forms E4 (left plot) and E6 (middle) and their relative phase

in the physical domain for the modulus τ (right).

matrices, giving the CKM phase and possibly a contribution to θ̄ from the phase of the quark

masses, arg detMq. In such a case Re τ would be an axion that dynamically adjusts θ̄ = 0 if

the τ potential were dominated by QCD effects. However, supersymmetry-breaking effects are

expected to dominate [37], as no global continuous U(1)PQ symmetry keeps τ light. Theories

with modular invariance and an axion were considered in [38].

A different case that does not need this assumption is possible. The key observation is that

modular transformations are multiplicative, so detYq is a modular form with modular weight∑3
i=1(kqLi

+ kqRi
+ kHq

). The Higgs bosons acquire vacuum expectation values that would

break the modular symmetry: to avoid this we assume kHu
= kHd

= 0 (the weaker condition

kHu
+ kHd

= 0 would be enough for our purposes), so that arg detMq = arg detYu detYd. Our

final assumption needed to solve the QCD θ problem is

A ≡
3∑
i=1

(2kQi
+ kuRi

+ kdRi
) = 0. (11)

This guarantees that:

1. the modular symmetry has no QCD anomaly A: a τ -dependent redefinition of the phases

of quark super-fields does not affect the kinetic function of the gluon super-multiplet;

2. the product detMq = detMuMd of all quark masses is real, as it is a τ -independent

modular form with weight 0.

We thereby have θQCD = 0 and real detMq. The real constants cqij can be chosen such that

detMq > 0, yielding θ̄ = 0 rather than θ̄ = π. Finally, θ̄ = 0 is preserved provided that

the gluino mass is real: this is satisfied by any mechanism of supersymmetry breaking that

6



preserves CP. This can be easily realized by assuming that supersymmetry is broken in a sector

with vanishing modular charges.

The condition of eq. (11) allows for CP-violating Yukawa matrices, as long as they depend

on both E4 and E6. Generally speaking, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the quark mass

matrices depend non trivially on all quark weights. Specifically, a non-vanishing CKM phase

is signaled by the Jarlskog invariant Im det[Y †uYu, Y
†
d Yd] 6= 0 [39] for 3 quark generations, and

more generally by Im Tr[Y †uYu, Y
†
d Yd]

3 6= 0 [40]. These combinations are invariant under quark

field redefinitions, but are not holomorphic and have no special modular properties.

Wave function renormalization

Eq. (8) for the Yukawa couplings holds in a basis where the minimal kinetic term of quarks in

eq. (4a) is non-canonical. The canonically normalized superfield Φcan = Φ/(−iτ+iτ †)kΦ/2 trans-

forms acquiring a phase Φcan → [(cτ + d)/(cτ † + d)]−kΦ/2Φcan under a modular transformation.

The Yukawa matrices for canonically normalized quarks are

Y q
ij|can = cqij(2Im τ)kij/2Fkij(τ) where, again kij = kqRi

+ kqLj
+ kHq

. (12)

Furthermore, extra non-minimal kinetic terms are possible, because the 3× 3 kinetic matrices

Zf (τ, τ
†) of fermions f = {uR, dR, Q} are not holomorphic in τ , and modular invariance allows

them to depend on the CP-violating parameters τ, τ † in new ways. These non-minimal kinetic

terms reduce the predictive power of flavour models based on modular symmetries [28, 41–43]

and are often assumed to be negligible.

Such extra complex terms are not a problem for our proposed interpretation of the QCD

problem, θ̄ = 0. Indeed each kinetic matrix Zf can be brought to canonical form via a general

linear transformation of the three generations of f1,2,3 quarks: a linear transformation affects

both arg detMq and θQCD (via the anomaly) but leaves the physical combination θ̄ invariant.

Furthermore, these linear transformations can be chosen in ways that leave arg detMq and θQCD

separately invariant, by decomposing each kinetic matrix Zf either as Zf = H†fHf (where Hf

is an hermitian matrix, see e.g. [44]) or as Zf = V †f ∆2
fVf (where ∆f is a diagonal matrix with

real positive entries and Vf is a product of 3 complex rotations with unit determinant). The

consequent linear transformation of quark fields affects their masses and mixings (including the

CKM phase) without affecting arg detMq.

This discussion shows that, unlike fermion masses and mixing angles, the physical θ̄ angle

is a holomorphic quantity completely insensitive to the Kähler potential and can be effectively

constrained by modular invariance alone, at least in the limit of unbroken supersymmetry.

2.4 Concrete models for quark masses and mixings

A list of specific choices of modular weights that satisfy the above requirements is shown in

table 2. Solutions where all quarks are massive exist thanks to CKM mixing. In all solutions

Yu and Yd have the same non-diagonal structure, so that detMu and detMd are separately real.
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Yukawa matrices Modular weights Alternative bigger weights

Yu,d (uL, dL)1,2,3 uR1,2,3 dR1,2,3 (uL, dL)1,2,3 uR1,2,3 dR1,2,30 0 1

0 1 E6

1 E6 E3
4 + E2

6

 −6

0

6

 −6

0

6

 −6

0

6

 −4

2

8

 −8

−2

4

 −8

−2

4


0 0 1

0 1 E2
4

1 E4 E3
4 + E2

6

 −6

−2

6

 −6

2

6

 −6

2

6

 −4

−4

8

 −8

4

4

 −8

4

4


0 0 1

0 1 E2
4

1 E2
4 E4(E3

4 + E2
6)

 −8

0

8

 −8

0

8

 −8

0

8


0 0 1

0 1 E4E6

1 E6 E4(E3
4 + E2

6)

 −8

−2

8

 −8

2

8

 −8

2

8


0 0 1

0 1 E3
4 + E2

6

1 E4 E4(E3
4 + E2

6)

 −8

−4

8

 −8

4

8

 −8

4

8


Table 2: Simplest modular weights that lead to Yukawa matrices such that θ̄ = 0 and δCKM 6= 0. The

list is complete up to permutations and transpositions, and assumes vanishing modular weights of the

Higgs doublets and of the super-potential. Real constants cqij are here omitted.

Sorting quark generations in increasing order of modular weights we find

Yq|can =


qL1 qL2 qL3

qR1 0 0 cq13

qR2 0 cq22 cq23(2Im τ)k23/2Fk23
(τ)

qR3 cq31 cq32(2Im τ)k32/2Fk32
(τ) (2Im τ)k33/2

[
cq33Fk33

(τ) + c′
q
33F

′
k33

(τ)
]
, (13)

with q = {u, d}, k33 = k23 + k32 and Fk, F
′
k denoting independent modular forms of weight k.

The simplest model has k23 = k32 = 6 from modular weights kQ = kuR = kdR = (−6, 0, 6).

All modular anomalies vanish and the SM gauge group could be extended to SU(5) or SO(10)

unification.4 The Yukawa couplings are given by the combination of modular forms illustrated

in the upper row of table 2.5 In this model Y23 and Y32 have the same modular charge. In a

4Cancellation of mixed modular anomalies with other factors of the SM gauge group is not needed for our

purposes and would require also
∑

i(3kQi
+kLi

) = 0 and
∑

i(kQi
+ 8kuRi

+ 2kdRi
+ 3kLi

+ 6keRi
) = 0 (assuming

kHu
+ kHd

= 0). All anomalies cancel in the minimal model where the three generations of fermions have

modular weights −6, 0 and +6 respectively.
5Similar Yukawa matrices motivated by the QCD θ problem have been considered in [45] and in [12], where

they are obtained imposing supersymmetry and a A4⊗U(1)R⊗Z2⊗Z4⊗Z4⊗Z4⊗Z4⊗Z4 symmetry suitably

broken by 9 scalar flavons.
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different model Y23 and Y32 have different modular charges k23 = 8 and k32 = 4, so that giving

the modular forms shown in the second row of table 2. This model can be realized with modular

charges kQ = (−6,−2, 6), kuR = kdR = (−6, 2, 6) as well as with different bigger values. The

less minimal models listed in table 2 need bigger values of the modular charges.

We next verify that such models can reproduce the observed quark masses and mixings, in

addition to θ̄ = 0. All models predict quark Yukawa matrices Yu and Yd with vanishing 11,

12 and 21 entries. One such matrix Y contains one physical phase, that can be rotated for

example only into its 33 element. We thereby diagonalise a Yukawa matrix of the form

Y =


qL1 qL2 qL3

qR1 0 0 y13

qR2 0 y22 y23

qR3 y31 y32 y33e
−iδ

. (14)

The determinant is detY = −y13y31y22. Simple analytic expressions for masses and mixings

arise in the limit where all mixing angles are small. The eigenvalues are

y3 ' y33, y2 ' y22, y1 ' −
y13y31

y33

. (15)

The mixing angles among left-handed quarks are

θ23 '
y32

y33

, θ13 '
y31

y33

, θ12 '
y31y23

y22y33

(16)

and the CKM-like phase is δ. Notice that y13 and y23 only control y1 and θ12, that can be

computed by integrating out the heaviest eigenvalue. The CKM phase is observed to be large,

δCKM ≈ 1.2. In the present theory this comes from the relative phase between E2
6 , E3

4 and

E3
4 + cE2

6 , that thereby has to be large. Fig. 1 shows that the phase of E3
4/E

2
6 vanishes on the

boundary of tfthathe fundamental domain, and gets small at Im τ � 1, where E4 ' E6 ' 1.

So reproducing the CKM phase either needs Im τ ∼ 1 or a value of c ≈ −1 that gives a mild

cancellation (this cancellation could also help explaining mb � mt).

The Yukawa matrices can be diagonalized as Yq = VqR · diag (yq1, yq2, yq3) · VqL so that

VCKM = VuL · V
†
dL

. Assuming that the dominant contribution to the CKM matrix comes from

the mixing VdL (as down quarks experimentally exhibit a milder mass hierarchy than up quarks),

the above relations can be inverted obtaining Yd in terms of the observed down-quark Yukawas

yd,s,b and CKM mixings,

VCKM = R23(θ23) · diag (1, 1, eiδCKM) ·R13(θ13) · diag (1, 1, e−iδCKM) ·R12(θ12). (17)

The result is

|Yd| '

 0 0 yd/θ13

0 ys ysθ12/θ13

ybθ13 ybθ23 yb

 ≈ yb

 0 0 0.2

0 0.02 1

0.004 0.04 1

 , δCKM = δ. (18)

In this limit, data indicate that the right-handed angle in the 23 sector might not be small.
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2.5 Numerical example

Having understood the main result, we perform a precise numerical diagonalisation of Yu and Yd
and a global fit to all quark masses and mixings. As they can be reproduced exactly, we search

for special fits such that all constants cuij and cdij are of order unity, and the modular symmetry

explains the large δCKM, θ̄ = 0 as well as the hierarchies in quark masses and mixings.

As a numerical example, we consider the simplest model in the upper row of table 2,

corresponding to eq. (13) with k23 = k32 = 6. The model contains 16 real and 1 complex

free parameters (τ, tan β, cqij), that can be used to exactly reproduce the values of the 9 real

(six quark masses, three mixing angles) and 1 complex (the CKM phase) observables. We fix

tan β = 10 and τ = 1/8 + i and search for comparable values of the 14 cqij parameters that fit

values renormalized around the unification scale of 2 1016 GeV [46,47]. The possible choice

cuij ≈ 10−3

 0 0 1.56

0 −1.86 0.87

1.29 4.14 3.51, 1.40

 , cdij ≈ 10−3

 0 0 1.55

0 −2.59 4.59

0.378 0.710 0.734, 1.76

 (19)

demonstrates how modular forms can also explain the observed quark mass hierarchies in terms

of order one factors, similarly to what was achieved by Froggatt and Nielsen [29]. The mild

expansion parameter is built in modular forms, such as the 6 in E6. For example, the factor

that makes the third generation canonical is (2Im τ)6 = 64 in our example. The overall factor

10−3 was assumed in eq. (19) because it is the typical loop factor of SM couplings; in string

compactifications the overall size of couplings is controlled by the dilaton vacuum expectation

value. The numerical example contains no special tunings. An order unity CKM phase arises

in view of |E3
4/E

2
6 | ∼ 1.

Furthermore, if the same modular weights are extended to leptons, kL = keR = (−6, 0, 6), all

observed lepton masses and mixings can be reproduced with comparable coefficients of charged

lepton Yukawa couplings and of effective Majorana neutrino mass operators (LiHu)(LjHu) such

as

ceij = 10−3

 0 0 1.29

0 5.95 0.35

−2.56 1.47 1.01, 1.32

 , cνij =
1

1016 GeV

 0 0 3.4

0 7.1 1.2

3.4 1.2 0.19, 0.95

 . (20)

CP violation in quarks and neutrinos arises from the unique source Re τ , but the order unity

unknown factors c prevent precise predictions. The same structure of (LiHu)(LjHu) operators is

found applying the modular weights kνR = (−6, 0, 6) to right-handed neutrinos and integrating

them out, such that Re τ can also source baryogenesis via leptogenesis. With this choice of

modular weights the determinant of the right-handed neutrino mass matrix also has modular

weight 0, so the resulting mass matrix of left-handed neutrinos does not contain inverse powers

of E4,6. Large mixing angles are here obtained from cν values that compensate for the mild

hierarchy arising from the modular structure. This could be avoided choosing more equal

modular weights for the three-generations of left-handed lepton doublets L.
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As an aside comment, we mention that a simple modular-invariant supergravity potential

admits CP-violating minima at τ = ±0.484 + 0.884i [32]. These values of τ are near to the

special points ±e±2πi/3 where E4 vanishes, so in all our models an order unity CKM phase needs

cd33/c
′d
33 ∼ |E2

6/E
3
4 | ≈ 2800, and comparable values for all cqij coefficients are not possible.

2.6 Phenomenology and cosmology

The couplings of the modulus τ (not to be confused with the τ lepton) to SM particles are

predicted. Its components behave similarly to axion-like particles with special PQ-like charges

such that there is no coupling to GG̃. So the τ modulus gets no mass from QCD. Light particles

with no QCD anomaly were dubbed ‘arion’ in [48].

Moduli were considered problematically light when supersymmetry was expected to exist at

the weak scale for naturalness reasons. Collider data have now shown that this is not the case;

supersymmetry can exist at much higher energy compatibly with the observed Higgs mass [49].

In such a case, moduli such as τ can be heavy and decay fast enough to avoid cosmological

problems. The solution to both the hierarchy puzzle and the QCD θ puzzle can reside in new

physics far away from what is currently testable.

Denoting generically as Mτ the masses of the two τ scalar eigenstates, they decay into SM

particles such as Zqq̄ conserving baryon number with width Γτ ∼M3
τ /h

2. We omitted Yukawa

and phase space factors that are presumably dominant for τ decays into heavy right-handed

neutrinos. If the τ decay constant h is sub-Planckian, τ can be in thermal equilibrium during

the big-bang at large temperature, and decouple at temperature T ∼ Mτ if h2 ∼ MτM̄Pl. So

the modulus τ could have played a role in leptogenesis, but without opening a qualitatively new

mechanism for it. Depending on sparticle masses the fermionic component of τ might decay

slower, or even be a stable lightest supersymmetric particle, and a Dark Matter candidate.

Having assumed that CP is spontaneously broken only by the modulus τ , its potential is

CP-symmetric, V (τ) = V (−τ ∗), and thereby has a pair of degenerate CP-conjugated minima,

corresponding to CP broken in opposite directions. Regions of space in the two minima would

be separated by a stable domain wall. One must assume that CP breaking happened before

inflation, so that walls have been inflated away, to avoid the following problems: i) the gradient

and potential energy of the wall would dominate at late time [50,51]; ii) mechanisms of baryo-

genesis that rely on this source of CP violation produce opposite-sign asymmetries: matter on

one side and anti-matter on the other side.

3 Mimicking with Froggat-Nielsen models

We here ‘deconstruct’ the previous model, showing how ordinary Froggat-Nielsen models based

on a U(1)FN symmetry can mimic how modular symmetries give θ̄ = 0 and δCKM 6= 0. We

denote as kΦ the U(1)FN charge of a generic field Φ. If the U(1)FN symmetry is spontaneously

broken by a scalar with complex vacuum expectation value η, the Yukawa couplings can have

11



the forms of eq. (8) with modular forms replaced by powers of η

Fk(τ)→ ηk (21)

and weights replaced by charges. Unlike in modular models, negative powers of 1/η could

be replaced by positive powers of η∗; higher order terms would be allowed and contain extra

powers of ηη∗ which is real. Despite these differences, detY would again be real if the charges

of quarks involved in Yij sum to zero.

However, these Froggat-Nielsen models lead to vanishing CKM phase: the Yukawa matrices

are only apparently complex, and can be made explicitly real via appropriate re-phasings of the

quark fields, such that |η| replaces η. Equivalently, one can verify that δCKM ∝ Im Tr[Y †uYu, Y
†
d Yd]

3

vanishes.

Froggat-Nielsen models need at least two scalar fields with vacuum expectation values with

different phases to break CP and induce physical CP-violating effects in SM fermions (see

e.g. [52]).

This feature is built in modular invariance, as the mathematical properties of modular forms

imply that E4 and E6 have different phases. This property of modular invariance can be mim-

icked, within Froggat-Nielsen models, assuming two scalars η and η′ with charges 4 and 6. For

our purposes there is nothing special in these values. We can consider Froggat-Nielsen models

with a generic number of scalars ηa with charges ka. By adjusting quark charges, detY can

be invariant under U(1)FN phase rotations. We optimistically assume that the U(1)FN sym-

metry (if local) is not anomalous; that it is negligibly broken by Planck-suppressed operators;

that charges don’t receive quantum corrections. The resulting models generate a CKM phase,

but extra assumptions are needed to avoid generating the QCD phase. Indeed detMq, while

invariant under U(1)FN phase rotations, can be generically complex in two basic ways:

• By depending on positive powers of η∗a (such as ηη′∗ if η′ has the same charge as η).

These terms could be forbidden by imposing supersymmetry and by building models with

potentials such that super-fields ηa are not accompanied by opposite-charge super-fields

with non-vanishing vacuum expectation values.

• By depending on negative powers of ηa (such as η/η′ if η′ has the same charge as η). Such

unwanted terms can arise in QFT models where the fields η also contribute to the masses

of mediator particles.

Perhaps appropriate U(1)FN models could avoid the above contributions to the QCD angle. The

needed amount of model building highlights the elegance of supersymmetric CP and modular-

invariant models, where the needed ingredients are built in their mathematical structure: E4(τ)

and E6(τ) have different phases and terms such as E3
4E

2∗
6 and E3

4/E
2
6 are not included because

they are not holomorphic modular forms. This assumption is critically discussed in the next

section 4.
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4 Models with modular functions and anomalies

So far we have assumed that Yukawa couplings are modular forms, transforming as

Yk(τ)→ (cτ + d)kYk(τ), (22)

under SL(2,Z) and holomorphic everywhere in the fundamental domain, including the point

τ = i∞. Since invariance under the modular group only requires the transformation law in

eq. (22) and not the absence of singularities, we might be tempted to choose as Yukawa couplings

modular functions, that are singular functions obeying eq. (22). We now critically analyze the

rationale for our assumption.

The only modular form with weight zero is a constant, while the same is not true for modular

functions. The basic modular function with weight 0 is the modular-invariant combination of

E4 and E6, usually denoted as

j(τ) =
123E3

4(τ)

E3
4(τ)− E2

6(τ)
. (23)

Due to the denominator, j has a pole at τ = i∞, so j is a modular function but not a modular

form. If Yukawa couplings can depend on j(τ) the predictivity of modular flavour models is

lost. Furthermore, detMq would be generically complex, possibly preventing the understanding

of the QCD angle proposed in the present paper. As we now discuss, models with modular

functions can still lead to θ̄ = 0.

The choice of discarding modular functions like j, altought arbitrary, can be consistently

imposed on an effective field theory, since it is mathematically consistent. Moreover it has a

neat physical meaning. A pole in field space signals that the effective field theory breaks down,

because some extra state of the full theory with τ -dependent mass become massless at the pole

value of τ . The case of string theory with its infinite number of states will be discussed in

section 6. We here focus on QFT, where by simply including in the theory the extra states

that become massless gives a more complete theory with modular invariance realized through

modular forms. Modular invariance is expected to be exact in the full theory, and can become

apparently anomalous when restricted to light modes in the effective field theory. This allows

to build more general effective field theories with modular functions and QCD anomalies that

give rise to θ̄ = 0.

As a simple QFT example, right-handed neutrino masses could be modular forms Fk that

vanish at specific values of τ . Integrating out the right-handed neutrinos leads to Majorana

(LH)2 neutrino masses operators with a negative power 1/Fk. In this example poles indicate

points where right-handed neutrinos become massless [53, 54]. The overall modular weights of

Y LL
ij (LiHd)(LjHd) are determined by those of lepton doublets L, so that large mixing angles

can arise assuming kL1
= kL2

= kL3
.

Something similar happens in the presence of extra colored heavy fields. For example a

theory with 3 generations can be obtained by adding to the MSSM a family qH and an anti-

family q̄H of heavy quarks. We assume that this is a full theory, where the modular symmetry is

non anomalous and realized via modular forms. The quark modular weights could be ±6,±2, 0,
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so that the sum of the modular weights of all (light and heavy) quarks vanishes. The resulting

bigger quark mass matrix Mall contains a triangular block of 0 entries when written in the basis

of increasing modular weights. Similarly to the examples in table 2 this explicitly leads to a

real determinant, solving the QCD angle problem.

As an extra step, we discuss how this solution works in the effective theory of light quarks

only. The mass matrix of all quarks can be written as

Mall =


qLlight qLheavy qcRheavy

qRlight MLL MLH

qRheavy

qcLheavy

MHL MHH

. (24)

The effective theory can be computed in the basis of fixed qlight states (as they have a non

vanishing projection over the light eigenstates), by integrating out the fixed heavy quarks with

Mheavy = MHH . The effective mass matrix of the light quarks is

Mlight = MLL −MLHM
−1
HHMHL. (25)

Its entries have the form of eq. (8) with weights dictated by the weights of light fields (kept

fixed), except that now Fk can be modular functions with poles at the specific values of τ where

the heavy quarks become massless. In practice negative powers of E4,6,... appear if the heavier

states are those with higher weight. The more complicated mass matrices Mlight of light quarks

facilitate reproducing the observed quark masses and mixings, including δCKM 6= 0. We see

that modular functions describe the effective operators mediated by heavy states with mass

comparable to h, the τ decay constant. The resulting detMlight is no longer real: because it is

a modular function (no longer a modular form), and because its weight is given by the sum of

weights of light quarks only (no longer vanishing). Matrix algebra shows that it satisfies

detMall = detMlight detMheavy, (26)

and

detMlight → (cτ + d)klight detMlight, detMheavy → (cτ + d)kheavy detMheavy (27)

with klight + kheavy = 0. In the effective field theory containing the light states only, the

integration over the heavy quarks has produced an additional contribution to the gauge kinetic

function f :

fIR = fUV −
1

8π2 ln detMheavy, (28)

and θ̄ = 0 arises as a cancellation between6

arg detMlight and θQCD = arg detMheavy. (29)

6We use the notation where f = 1/g2
3 − iθQCD/(8π

2).
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At the same time, the field content of the low-energy theory is anomalous, but the overall

anomaly cancels. The variation of the path integral measure triggered by a modular trans-

formation generates a shift of the gauge kinetic function fIR proportional to klight, exactly

compensated by the transformation of fIR under SL(2,Z) :

fIR → fIR −
klight

8π2 ln(cτ + d)−
kheavy

8π2 ln(cτ + d) = fIR. (30)

Eq. (26) neglects higher-dimensional wave-function renormalization factors, that are non-negligible

if the heavy quarks are not much heavier than the MSSM light quarks. Again, wave-function

factors don’t affect arg detMq, and the same argument for θ̄ = 0 proceeds by replacing eq. (26)

with the equivalent exact relation between complex eigenvalues

all∏
i

mi =

light∏
`

m`

heavy∏
h

mh. (31)

This example shows how the breakdown of the low-energy effective field theory can generate

singularities in the Yukawa couplings, whose origin is related to the appearance of massless

modes in the spectrum of the would-be heavy particles. In this case, the particle content of

the infrared theory is generally anomalous but the lack of modular invariance due to the light

degrees of freedom is balanced by the new contribution to the effective theory arising from the

integration of the heavy particles.

5 Modular invariance in supergravity

Planck-suppressed effects could partially spoil the mechanism proposed here, generating a con-

tribution of order θ̄ ∼ h2/M̄2
Pl to the QCD angle. This would not necessarily be a problem,

since we can have h<∼ 10−5M̄Pl: the τ modulus is not subject to significant experimental bounds

because it does not need to be light (unlike the axion). In order to analyze the role of such a

correction, we extend our study from global supersymmetry to supergravity.

In supergravity the argument below eq. (6) gets modified: the modular variation of the

kinetic term for τ implies a Kähler transformation that had no effect in global supersymmetry,

but has an effect in supergravity. Indeed the supergravity action does not depend on K and

W separately, but only on the combination G = K/M̄2
Pl + ln |W/M̄3

Pl|2, as can be seen via

super-Weyl rescalings. So in supergravity a generic Kähler transformation of K needs to be

accompanied by a variation of the superpotential W such that G is invariant:

K → K + M̄2
Pl(F + F †) and W → e−FW (32)

where F is a generic dimension-less holomorphic function. In our case a modular transformation

must act on the the superpotential as

W → (cτ + d)−kWW with modular weight kW =
h2

M̄2
Pl

. (33)
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Notice that kW is necessarily positive. This implies that W , evaluated at vanishing values of

all matter multiplets Φ, cannot be a modular form. It has to be a singular modular function.

We come back to this point in the next section. The new kW effect is small if h is sub-

Planckian, recovering the global supersymmetric limit.7 As a result, a cubic coupling Y in the

superpotential must transform as

Y (τ)→ (cτ + d)
kqL

+kqR
+kHq

−kW Y (τ). (34)

Furthermore, in supergravity a Kähler transformation must be accompanied by a chiral rotation

of fermions [55–57]. This happens because, in the basis where the Einstein term is canonical,

the mass terms of chiral fermions ψi and of gauginos λ depend on K as

− eK/2M̄
2
Pl

[
1

2
(DiDjW )ψiψj − 1

4
Kij̄∂if(Dj̄W

†)λλ

]
(35)

where Kij̄ is the inverse metric and

DiW = Wi +
Ki

M̄2
Pl

W

DiDjW = Wij +
Kij

M̄2
Pl

W +
Ki

M̄2
Pl

DjW +
Kj

M̄2
Pl

DiW −
KiKj

M̄4
Pl

W − ΓkijDkW (36)

Γikl = Kih̄∂kKlh̄.

Thereby the action is invariant under the Kähler transformation in eq. (32) if it is accompanied

by a U(1)R phase rotation that acts on ψ and λ with opposite phase, preserving the λψφ†

super-gauge interaction:

ψ → e(F−F †
)/4ψ, λ→ e−(F−F †

)/4λ. (37)

(If the Kähler space is compact, global consistency of the phase rotation of eq. (37) implies that

h must be quantized in units of M̄Pl [56], so kW is an integer). Combining these ingredients,

a modular transformation acts on canonically normalized matter fields Φcan = {φcan, ψcan} and

gauginos λ as a phase rotation with an extra kW contribution:

φcan →
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

)− 1
2
kΦ

φcan, ψcan →
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

) 1
4
kW− 1

2
kΦ

ψcan, λ→
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

)− 1
4
kW

λ.

(38)

The QCD anomaly of the modular transformation is just the sum of the phases in eq. (38), and

acquires a new contribution proportional to kW :

A =
3∑
i=1

(
2kQi + kuRi

+ kdRi
− 2kW

)
+ CkW (39)

7The models based on a U(1) Froggat-Nielsen-like symmetry of section 3 can be extended to supergravity

without encountering this issue.
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where the term proportional to C = 3 comes from the gluino. The product of quark masses

relevant for the QCD angle transforms with the same modular weight as the quark anomaly8

detMq →
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

)∑3
i=1

1
2

(2kQi
+kuRi

+kdRi
−2kW )

detMq, (41)

having here assumed kHu
+ kHd

= 0, as in section 2.3. The gluino mass M3 transforms as

M3 →
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

) 1
2
kW

M3. (42)

The result is that the QCD modular anomaly coefficient A is again proportional to the modular

weight of the product of quark and gluino masses relevant for the QCD angle,

arg
(
MC

3 detMq

)
→
(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

)A/2
arg
(
MC

3 detMq

)
. (43)

Thus, we might believe that, by choosing weights such that A = 0, we obtain θ̄ = 0 as in the

rigid case. Even assuming that phases in quark and gluino masses are only sourced by modular

forms, in supergravity this solution is problematic. The gluino does not mix with quarks and,

if the supersymmetry-breaking gluino mass M3 has a positive weight as suggested by eq. (42),

this implies that detMq must have negative modular weight, leaving some quark massless.

A solution with vanishing anomaly requires a modification of the fermion spectrum. A

minimal extension is adding a chiral color octet multiplet whose fermion λ′ has modular charge

opposite to the gluino, such that the QCD modular anomaly is cancelled, a modular-invariant

real Dirac mass term λλ′ is allowed, possibly together with a Majorana mass term λ2, so that

θ̄ = 0. If λ′ is heavier than λ, integrating it out produces an effective theory where the modular

symmetry is anomalous, and θ̄ = 0 results from a cancellation between the gluino complex mass

term and the gluon kinetic function, analogously to the models of section 4.

5.1 Solving the QCD θ problem with anomalous MSSM content

Going beyond the minimal ‘Dirac gluino’ example we discuss how θ̄ = 0 can arise from more

general theories that feature more generic extra heavy colored fields, such as possibly string

theory. We here consider full theories where modular invariance is non anomalous, but a

QCD modular anomaly appears in the effective field theory describing the light MSSM fields.

8This is consistent with the modular transformation of the Yukawa couplings, eq. (34). A Yukawa coupling

in the canonical basis in supergravity is given by

Ycan = eK/2M̄
2
Pl(2Im τ)

1
2 (kqR

+kqL
+kHq

)
Y so Ycan →

(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

) 1
2 [kqL

+kqR
+kHq

−kW
1+1
2 ]

Ycan. (40)
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Specifically we choose weights such that kHu
+ kHd

= 0 and that the contribution to the QCD

modular anomaly of the light quark sector vanishes,

3∑
i=1

(
2kQi + kuRi

+ kdRi
− 2kW

)
= 0, (44)

while the gluino provides an anomaly. As discussed above, the presence of an anomalous field

content is not necessarily a problem, since a mechanism for modular anomaly cancellation com-

patible with a vanishing θ̄ can be naturally implemented. We remain with two independent

terms in θ̄, one from the gluino mass term and the other one cancelling the anomalous gluino

modular transformations. Under reasonable assumptions on the supersymmetry breaking sec-

tor, the two sum up to θ̄ = 0.

As in the example where we have integrated out a heavy sector, our low-energy effective field

theory becomes singular in some region of the fundamental domain. In our case all sources of

singularities are related to the presence of modular functions with negative weight. An example,

inherent in the realization of modular invariance in supergravity, is the superpotential W ,

evaluated at Φ = 0. As we have seen, this object is a modular function with negative weight

−kW .

As discussed in section 4 we allow for singularities provided they have a physical meaning.

Inspired by typical string theory compactifications, where the limit τ → i∞ gives rise to a tower

of massless states, we assume that the only singularity in modular functions with negative weight

occurs at τ = i∞. As an extra assumption we also ask the pole at τ = i∞ to exhibit the mildest

possible singularity. Under such conditions a modular function is necessarily proportional to

η2k if k is negative, η(τ) = [(E3
4(τ)− E2

6(τ))/123]1/24 being the Dedekind η function.

Finally, we introduce a supersymmetry breaking sector to make gluino massive. We assume

this consists of a new chiral multiplet S invariant under SL(2,Z) such that 〈DSW 〉 6= 0 with

a CP-conserving vacuum expectation value 〈S〉. As a minimal realization of this scenario, we

consider the Kähler potential and the superpotential

K = −kWM̄2
Pl ln(−iτ + iτ †) +

∑
Φ

Φ†e2V Φ

(−iτ + iτ †)kΦ
− M̄2

Pl ln(S + S†) (45a)

W = Y u
ij (τ)HuuRiQj + Y d

ij(τ)HddRiQj +
c0M̄

3
Pl

η(τ)2kW
. (45b)

Having assumed that the modular transformations of the matter sector are non anomalous,

eq. (44), we again have real detMq. The anomaly related to the gluino modular transformation

is cancelled by requiring that the gauge kinetic function f transforms as

f → f +
kW

8π2C ln(cτ + d). (46)
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To satisfy such a transformation property we can choose9

f = f0S +
kW

4π2C ln η(τ). (47)

The gluino mass term in supergravity is

M3 =
1

2
eK/2M̄

2
PlKSS̄DS̄W

†fS (48)

so

argM3 = argW † = 2kW arg η(τ). (49)

We finally have

θ̄ = −2kWC arg η(τ) + C argM3 = 0. (50)

We arrive at the same result by choosing a basis in field space where both the contributions from

the gauge kinetic function and from the gluino mass separately vanish. This can be achieved

by means of the field redefinition:

λ→
[
η(τ)

η(τ)†

] kW
2

λ. (51)

Now the chiral transformation of eq. (38) is accounted for by the η function and the new gluino

field is modular invariant. In this new basis the gluino mass M3 in eq. (48) is real and positive.

At the same time the field redefinition of eq. (51) is anomalous and generates a new term in

the gauge kinetic function:

f → f − kW

4π2C ln η(τ) ≡ f ′ (52)

By combining eq.s (46) and (52) we see that the new gauge kinetic function f ′ is invariant

under modular transformations (consistently with the new gluino being modular-invariant).

Assuming it has no singularity, it can be chosen τ -independent:

f ′ = f0S. (53)

In this new basis, our CP invariant supergravity theory trivially delivers θ̄ = 0.

Finally, we can still make use of the phenomenological analysis of section 2.4, since those

results can be reproduced by our supergravity theory through a common shift of the quarks

modular weights, e.g. kΦi
→ kΦi

+ kW/2.

9The Dedekind η function transforms with a nontrivial multiplier system, so the transformations of the

matter fields should also be accompanied by multipliers, as discussed in appendix A.
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6 Modular invariance in superstrings

For completeness, we finally recall the string motivation for the mechanism we implemented

in QFT, and discuss the possibility of deriving it from string compactification. Our solution

of the strong CP problem exploits i) a CP-invariant framework, where CP is spontaneously

broken, ii) field-dependent Yukawa couplings shaped by modular invariance and iii) a possible

interplay between ultraviolet and infrared contributions, strongly constrained by anomalies

and singularities. Indeed all these ingredients are naturally present in most string theory

compactifications.

First of all, there are strong indications that the four-dimensional CP symmetry is a gauge

symmetry in string theory compactifications [18,19,58], even starting from a higher-dimensional

theory where CP is not conserved. For example, in ten dimensions the heterotic string theory

has a charge conjugation symmetry equivalent to an SO(32) (or E8⊗E8) gauge transformation,

but has no parity symmetry since the theory is chiral. In the simplest compactifications, the

four-dimensional theory acquires a parity symmetry from a proper Lorentz transformation.

Four-dimensional charge conjugation is a combination of a gauge rotation and a proper Lorentz

transformation. Thus, both C and P are gauge symmetries: they arise as combinations of

ordinary gauge and general coordinate transformations. Many other compactifications have a

gauged CP symmetry. It has been conjectured, as a general property of string theory, that CP

is indeed a gauge symmetry of the four-dimensional theory. In this context, CP can only be

violated spontaneously, by complex expectation values of fields. The problem is to understand

why CP violation generated in this way affects dominantly the CKM mixing matrix, leaving no

observable effect in strong interactions. So far, the attempts to solve this problem have mainly

focused either on variants of the Nelson-Barr model [58, 6] or on tuning of the parameters in

the low-energy theory [38].

Second, string theory has no free parameters and Yukawa couplings are field-dependent

quantities. Their observed value is set by the vacuum expectation values of some scalar fields,

the moduli, describing the background over which the string propagates. Compactifying string

theory on suitable spaces with a complex structure, the four-dimensional low-energy effective

theory contains generations of chiral fermions with Yukawa couplings that depend in a predictive

way on such background. Part of this background can be geometrical and the corresponding

moduli describe the shape and the size of the compactified space. These fields can be seen as

Higgs fields that spontaneously break, via compactification, flavour and CP symmetries arising

from higher-dimensional geometry. Other moduli include the dilaton and the extra-dimensional

components of the gauge fields.

Third, modular invariance is a key aspect of most string-theory compactifications, allowing

a control of the system beyond perturbation theory. In the energy domain of interest for present

day particle physics, string theory can be approximated by a point particle picture. The full

theory has a spectrum consisting of an infinite number of particles, all having a mass of the order

of the Planck scale, except a finite number of them. Integrating out the massive modes leads to

an effective theory of the light particles. This picture resembles that of Kaluza-Klein theories
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Figure 2: Construction of a flat 2-dimensional twisted torus by dividing the complex z = x+ iy in a

lattice z = z + 1 and z = z + τ and identifying opposite points.

where the low-energy effective action results from the purely gravitational higher-dimensional

system. Nevertheless, the effective low-energy theory emerging from string theory turns out to

be very special, since it possesses a rich network of discrete duality symmetries [59].

The simplest example of such dualities arises from the compactifications of two extra di-

mensions on a torus. In this specific case, modular invariance is connected to the way the string

perceives the geometry of the compact space: it can wrap an integer number of times around

the cycles of the torus, and experiences a size R as equivalent to ∼ 1/(M̄2
PlR). A torus can be

built by dividing the flat complex plane in a lattice by identifying z = z + ω1 and z = z + ω2

where ω1,2 are two complex constants. Their absolute values describe the sizes of the two cycles

of the torus; their relative phase describes the twisting angle by which the portion of flat space

in one lattice period is glued at its extremities to form a compact torus. This procedure is

illustrated in fig. 2. The torus is intrinsically flat, despite it appears curved in the 3d visualisa-

tion. Up to rotations and rescaling (symmetries of string theory), it is described by a modulus

τ = ω2/ω1. However, this description is redundant, because ω′2 = aω2 + bω1, ω′1 = cω2 + dω1

where a, b, c, d are integers such that ad− bc = 1, give an equivalent lattice. Similarly to what

is done in gauge theories, this redundancy is removed by requiring the theory to be invariant

under the modular group SL(2, Z).

More generally, the effective action obtained from superstring orbi-folded toroidal compact-

ifications contains multiple moduli (moduli Ti = −iτi describe the torus sizes and the fluxes

on it; moduli Ui describe the shapes) with associated symmetries of modular or more complex

type. Phenomenological constructions often focus on a single modulus τ , that can be viewed

as associated to the overall scale of the internal six-dimensional manifold. In string compacti-

fications the modular weights k of fields commonly are integer fractions k ∈ Q [34,27] and can

have both signs, a key feature of our mechanism.

Finally, as in the case of gauge theories, modular invariance should be anomaly-free. How-

ever, when integrating out the infinite tower of heavy string states and restricting to the

sub-Planckian QFT states, an anomalous field content can appear in the low-energy theory.

Anomalies are then cancelled by gauge kinetic functions with special dependence on mod-

uli [60, 57,34,61]. A typical low-energy effective theory associated to an orbifold compactifica-

tion is described by N = 1 supergravity with Kähler potential K and super-potential W given
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by

K =− M̄2
Pl ln(S + S†)− 3M̄2

Pl ln(−iτ + iτ †) +
∑
i

Φ†ie
2V Φi

(−iτ + iτ †)kΦi

W =
Ω(S)H(τ)M̄3

Pl

η(τ)6 + ... (54)

where S is the chiral multiplet containing the dilaton,10 τ describes here a single overall modulus

associated to the volume of the compactified space and · · · stand for the contribution of matter

fields. The part of the superpotential W displayed above receives nonzero contributions only

from non-perturbative string effects [62,63,30,31,64], which are responsible for the characteristic

η(τ) dependence that makes G = K/M̄2
Pl + ln |W/M̄3

Pl|2 modular invariant. The function Ω(S)

depends on the specific non-perturbative mechanism, whileH(τ) is a modular-invariant function

of τ :

H(τ) = (j(τ)− 1)β/2j(τ)γ/3Pn(j(τ)), (55)

where j(τ) is the Klein absolute invariant, Pn(j(τ)) is a polynomial in j(τ) of degree n ≥ 0 and

β, γ are non-negative integers [65]. Notice that, since j(τ) has a pole at τ = i∞, the simplest

choice H(τ) = 1 determines the super-potential with the mildest singularity as τ approaches

i∞.

In general the field content (including weights and possibly phases associated to modular

transformations of the fields Φi) is anomalous, but the integration over the Planckian modes

produces a gauge kinetic function f of the type

f = f0S + fanomaly + · · · (56)

where · · · stand for additional modular-invariant contributions, f0 is a constant (here for the

sake of illustration we consider a single gauge group G) and fanomaly is given by [60,57,34,61]:

fanomaly =
1

4π2

[∑
Φ

2T (Φ)kΦ + 3

(
C(G)−

∑
Φ

T (Φ)

)]
ln η(τ). (57)

The Dedekind η function appears summing over string modes with squared masses |m +

inT |2/(T + T ∗) with integer n,m; each mode gives the usual QFT contribution [60, 66, 37].

The term fanomaly cancels the anomaly related to modular transformations [61,57,34], and the

expression in brace is exactly A of eq. (39), when G = SU(3) and kW = 3. This is known as

4-dimensional Green-Schwartz mechanism in string theory. We see that both non-perturbative

effects and anomalies produce a singularity at τ = i∞ in the effective action. Such a singularity

signals the failure of the low-energy effective theory, since in the limit τ = i∞ the theory de-

compactifies; an infinite tower of states becomes massless and the effective theory is no longer

appropriate to describe the system. Swampland distance conjectures generically suggest poles

in Planckian regions of field space [67,31].

10Here we work in a basis where S is modular invariant.
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String constructions thereby contain all the ingredients on which our mechanism to solve

the strong CP problem is based. On the one side, they appear qualitatively similar to the

QFT discussed in section 4, where we assumed an anomaly-free modular symmetry thanks to

some heavy fields, and integrated them out. On the other side, they can easily embed the

model of section 5, where both the mixed modular-QCD anomaly and the contribution to θ̄

from the gluino mass are cancelled by the gauge kinetic function. This leaves hope that the

understanding of the QCD θ̄ puzzle proposed here could be realized in string constructions.

7 Corrections to θ̄

Given the severe experimental bound on θ̄, special attention should be paid to any source of

corrections potentially affecting the result θ̄ = 0, which holds in a specific theoretical limit.

First, there are well-known corrections to θ̄ due to the Standard Model dynamics and the

CKM CP-violating phase. An additional set of corrections arises from supersymmetry break-

ing, needed to promote our framework into a realistic model. Higher dimensional operators,

compatible with the symmetry in question, can produce non-vanishing contributions to θ̄, an

effect often termed as ‘quality problem’.

7.1 Higher dimensional operators

Regarding the quality problem, the proposed mechanism scores better than the axion [3] and

Nelson-Barr solutions to the strong CP problem.

In the limit of unbroken rigid supersymmetry our framework includes all possible operators

depending on the modulus τ , the only source of CP violation. Modular invariance is so strong

to completely determine the functional dependence of the super-potential on τ , up to a set of

real coupling constants. There is no room for additional modular-invariant operators, provided

Yukawa couplings are free from singularities.

Modular invariance is not so effective to constrain the Kähler potential but, as we have seen

in section 2.3, this uncertainty does not impact on θ̄. We have also shown that this conclusion

equally applies in the presence of gravitational interactions, at least in the examples we have

illustrated in the context of N = 1 supergravity.

7.2 Additional sources of CP breaking

The supergravity models of section 5.1 include an additional modular-invariant chiral multiplet

S, sourcing spontaneous supersymmetry breaking. To the extent that S has CP-conserving

vacuum expectation value, no corrections to θ̄ = 0 are produced at tree-level. For instance, all

constants cqij in the Yukawa couplings can be promoted to functions of S, without modifying

our results.

Moving to string theory, additional gauge singlets of different type are often present in

string compactifications. If they are modular-invariant, we should assume that their vacuum
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expectation values are CP-conserving. This can be easily satisfied, since violating CP through

vacuum expectation values of ordinary modular-invariant scalars requires specific structures

with multiple scalars.

In string compactifications, modular invariance under one SL(2, Z) group is often extended

to a generalized invariance under multiple
∏

aSL(2, Z)a, with the appearance of multiple moduli

τa. Our mechanism remains viable if all moduli τa that acquire CP-violating vacuum expecta-

tion values have weights kaQ,uR,dR that satisfy independently in each SL(2, Z)a sector the same

condition we assumed e.g. in eq. (44). One simple possibility is that all moduli but one (our τ)

acquire CP-conserving vacuum expectation values. Then no extra conditions are needed. This

scenario does not require a fine tuning, since CP-conserving points of the fundamental domain

are good candidates for extrema of modular-invariant scalar potential [68,30,64]. CP-violating

minima exist, but are less easy to obtain [32,64].

7.3 Standard Model loops

Corrections to θ̄ from Standard Model dynamics are known to be negligible, because the SM

is invariant under U(3)Q ⊗ U(3)uR ⊗ U(3)dR redefinitions of quark fields, and θ̄ must be a

complex invariant under such transformations. The lowest power of SM Yukawa matrices with

the needed properties is

θ̄ ∝ Im [(Y †uYu)
2(Y †d Yd)

2(Y †uYu)(Y
†
d Yd)] (58)

times something that differentiates u from d (see e.g. [69]). Renormalisation-induced effects of

this type arise at 7 loops and contribute as θ̄ ∼ 10−30 [70]. The power suppression in eq. (58)

partially becomes logarithmic when considering IR-enhanced diagrams, and the largest SM

contribution to θ̄ ∼ 10−18 arises at 4 loops [71].

7.4 Supersymmetry breaking

Larger corrections to θ̄ can arise at the scale of supersymmetry breaking if sparticle masses

break CP and/or the U(3)Q ⊗ U(3)uR ⊗ U(3)dR flavour structure of the SM differently from

the SM Yukawa couplings. Whether this happens or not depends on the order between the

following mass scales:

• The scale Λflavour at which the SM or MSSM is replaced by a theory of flavour and CP

or, more in general, by new physics with a different flavour structure, such as SU(5) or

SO(10) gauge unification. In our case Λflavour is the mass scale Mτ of the modulus τ .

• The sparticle mass scale, that we generically denote as mSUSY. Based on data and theory

we expect that mSUSY is above the weak scale v = 174 GeV, and below the scale at which

supersymmetry is broken in some ‘hidden’ sector, that plays no role in the following

argument.
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• The mediation scale ΛSUSY, below which the supersymmetry-breaking soft terms mSUSY

appear as local operators. In gauge mediation models [72] ΛSUSY is the mass of mediator

multiplets.

A too large correction to θ̄ can be avoided if

mSUSY < ΛSUSY < Λflavour. (59)

In such a limit the set of supersymmetry-breaking corrections to θ̄ is not specific to our mech-

anism based on modular invariance; rather it is a common property of all supersymmetric

solutions to the strong CP problem relying on spontaneously broken P or CP. We can thereby

adopt results from previous studies [73–75]. The value θ̄ = 0 set at high-energy Λflavour re-

ceives no quantum corrections down to ΛSUSY as a consequence of the supersymmetric non-

renormalization theorems [76]. We are left with corrections below ΛSUSY, due to RG running

of soft terms down to mSUSY, and from integrating out sparticles at the scale mSUSY. Such

corrections are model-dependent.

Quark and gluino masses Mq and M3 receive loop corrections δMq and δM3 that induce a

correction to θ̄

δθ̄ = δθ̄q + δθ̄g = Im Tr(M−1
q δMq) + 3 Im

δM3

M3

. (60)

Here we are working in a basis where θ̄ = argM3
3 detMq = 0. A correction to the gluino

mass M3 can arise from RG effects, while the threshold correction to M3 decouples in the limit

mSUSY � v of heavy sparticles. This is not the case for the threshold correction δθ̄q, arising

from quark self-energies. The leading one-loop result for this quantity is [73–75]:

δθ̄q ∼
α3

4π
Im Tr

[
(Yq)

−1
∑
q=u,d

m2
q̃R

m2
SUSY

(
Aq

mSUSY

+
vq′

vq
Yq

)
m2
q̃L

m2
SUSY

]
. (61)

Here m2
q̃L,R

are the soft mass matrices of left and right-handed squarks q̃; Au,d are the trilinear

squark/Higgs soft interactions; q′ = u if q = d and viceversa. So far we have not assumed any

particular mechanism of supersymmetry breaking, and the approximate expression of eq. (61)

is generic. The correction δθ̄q is, in general, dangerously large.

To avoid a too large correction to θ̄, a commonly invoked assumption is the proportionality

between Aq and Yq together with the flavour degeneracy of squark masses. Corrections from

this ideal limit can be computed via a mass-insertion expansion

m2
q̃ = m

(0)2
q̃ + δm2

q̃, Aq = A(0)
q + δAq, Yq = Y (0)

q + δYq (62)

where RG effects can be included in the correction terms δ. Deviations from exact propor-

tionality and/or degeneracy are subject to strong constraints [73–75], calling for a theoretical

justification.

The needed structure can be justified assuming that supersymmetry breaking is gauge-

mediated [72] or anomaly-mediated [77–79] at energies below the τ modulus mass as in eq. (59).
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In such a case, the RG and threshold corrections due to supersymmetry breaking have the same

flavour and CP structure as the SM corrections, and thereby undergo the power-like suppression

of eq. (58). This makes the supersymmetric correction to θ̄ small enough even in the worst case

with large tan β and with RG running long enough that ln(ΛSUSY/mSUSY) compensates for the

loop suppression (4π)−2, thereby omitted:

θ̄ <∼
M4

tM
4
bM

2
cM

2
s

v12 JCP tan6 β ∼ 10−28 tan6 β. (63)

Finally, to avoid a too large θ̄ at tree level we must assume that the MSSM parameter usually

denoted as Bµ is real, otherwise the Higgses Hu,d acquire CP-violating vacuum expectation

values. Our assumption kHu
+ kHd

= 0 implies a real µ term.

8 Conclusions

The strong CP problem is one of the longstanding puzzles in particle physics. We addressed

it in a plausible theory of CP and flavour motivated by string compactifications: N = 1

supersymmetric theories with modular invariance. We found a neat simple understanding of

why |θ̄| � 1 and δCKM ∼ 1, that also allows to reproduce quark and lepton masses and mixings

up to order unity free parameters: CP broken by the modulus of a non-anomalous modular

invariance. This general scheme has been realized in multiple ways:

1. In section 2 we considered the MSSM with N = 1 global supersymmetry, and assumed

that the combination of quark modular weights that controls the QCD modular anomaly

sums to zero. In our simplest example the three generations of quarks have modular

weights −6, 0 and +6. Assuming that the gluino mass is real (for example because

supersymmetry is broken by CP-conserving dynamics), the QCD θ̄ puzzle is solved as

real detMq and θQCD = 0, assuming that the Yukawa couplings are given by modular

forms (modular functions without poles).

2. In section 4 we considered extensions of the MSSM where the modular symmetry is

anomaly-free thanks to extra heavy quarks. For example, adding one vector-like genera-

tion, the modular weights could be ±6,±2, 0. The QCD θ̄ puzzle is solved as before. Fur-

thermore, in the MSSM effective field theory obtained integrating out the heavy quarks,

the modular symmetry is anomalous and Yukawa couplings are given by modular func-

tions, with poles at the points in field space where the heavy quarks become massless. In

the effective field theory the QCD θ̄ puzzle is solved as θ̄ = θQCD + arg detMq = 0.

3. In section 5 we considered supergravity, where the gluino gets unavoidably involved in

modular transformations, and contributes to a QCD modular anomaly. These supergrav-

ity effects could either be negligible because Planck-suppressed, or controlled by dealing

with the gluino anomaly similarly to what was done at point 2. We presented one minimal

realization, and one class of models possibly motivated by string compactifications.
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In section 6 we discussed the possibility that the proposed mechanism for θ̄ = 0 might be

realized in string compactifications, and recalled why they provide a plausible motivation for

the modular-invariant theories we considered. In section 7 we discussed corrections to θ̄ = 0,

finding that non-renormalizable operators are not problematic, and that (similarly to Nelson-

Barr models) supersymmetry breaking must respect the flavour structure of the SM and be

mediated below the flavour scale. While section 2.6 discusses phenomenology, all new particles

can be heavy, up to around the Planck scale.

In section 3 we discussed if/how the modular understanding for the QCD θ puzzle can

be realized substituting modular invariance with a spontaneously broken U(1) symmetry a la

Froggatt-Nielsen (FN). We find that multiple FN scalars are needed to obtain CP-violating

Yukawa couplings, δCKM ∼ 1, and then extra ad hoc assumptions are needed to preserve θ̄ = 0.

Thanks to its mathematical properties, modular invariance automatically provides the needed

structure, and behaves like a symmetry automatically broken in a specific way, equivalent

to multiple Higgs scalars, allowing δCKM ∼ 1. Additionally, FN models need a mildly small

breaking parameter to reproduce quark and lepton masses and mixings up to order one factors.

A mild hierarchy can automatically come from modular invariance, as the first non trivial

modular forms have weights 4 and 6.
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A Multiplier systems and modular anomalies

The most general modular transformation of matter fields Φ reads

Φ→ e−iαΦ(γ)(cτ + d)−kΦΦ, (64)

where exp [−iαΦ(γ)] is a mutiplier system depending on the element γ = {a, b, c, d} of SL(2, Z). In

the presence of nontrivial phases αΦ, the modular invariance of the N = 1 supergravity Lagrangian is

still guaranteed by the Kähler transformation

K → K + M̄2
Pl(F + F †) and W → e−F

′
W (65)

where F = kW ln(cτ + d), F ′ = F + iαW (γ) and αW (γ) is an overall phase. This requires a condition

on both modular weights and multipliers:

kqLi
+ kqRj

+ kHq
− kY q

ij
= kW , αqLi

(γ) + αqRj
(γ) + αHq

(γ) = αW (γ), (66)

where we took into account that modular forms like E4,6(τ) have a trivial multiplier equal to one.

The phases α(γ) represent a potential source of anomalies, since a modular transformation acts on

27



canonically normalized fermions ψcan and gauginos λ as a phase rotation with extra, field-independent,

contributions:

ψcan →

(
e−

i
2
αΦ(γ)+ i

4
αW (γ)

e+ i
2
αΦ(γ)− i

4
αW (γ)

)(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

) 1
4
kW− 1

2
kΦ

ψcan, λ→

(
e−

i
4
αW (γ)

e+ i
4
αW (γ)

)(
cτ + d

cτ † + d

)− 1
4
kW

λ.

(67)

Now the QCD anomaly of modular transformations is the sum of two terms, A ln(cτ + d) + iAphase,

where

A =
3∑
i=1

(
2kQi + kuRi

+ kdRi
− 2kW

)
+ CkW

Aphase =
3∑
i=1

[
2αQi(γ) + αuRi

(γ) + αdRi
(γ)− 2αW (γ)

]
+ CαW (γ). (68)

Choosing αHu
+ αHd

= 0, eq. (66) gives Aphase = CαW (γ). If, in line with our mechanism for a real

quark determinant, we have weights satisfying

3∑
i=1

(2kQi
+ kuRi

+ kdRi
− 2kW ) = 0, kHu

+ kHd
= 0, (69)

the overall anomaly reduces to C [kW ln(cτ + d) + iαW (γ)]. The anomaly is cancelled by a gauge

kinetic function transforming under SL(2, Z) as

f → f +
C

8π2 [kW ln(cτ + d) + iαW ] . (70)

The modular transformation of the Dedekind η function is η(τ)→ eiθ(γ)(cτ+d)
1
2 η(τ) with θ(S) = −π/4

and θ(T ) = π/12 for the two generators S, T of the modular group. So, a choice satisfying eq. (70) is

f = f̃ +
C

4π2kW ln η(τ), (71)

where f̃ is modular invariant, and the formerly arbitrary phase αW (γ) is fixed to αW (γ) = 2kW θ(γ).

Eq. (66) becomes a constraint on the multiplier systems of matter fields.
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Highly charged ions (HCIs) are insensitive to external perturbations and are attractive for the
development of ultrastable clocks. However, only a few HCI candidates are known to provide optical
clock transitions. In this Letter, we show that, as a result of strong relativistic effects, there are
more than 100 suitable optical HCI clock candidates in more than 70 elements. Their transitions
are embedded in the fine-structure splitting of the nd4, nd5 and nd6 ground-state configurations
with n = 3, 4, 5 being the principal quantum numbers. The corresponding high multipolarity tran-
sitions in these ions have lifetimes and quality factors many orders of magnitude longer and larger,
respectively, than those in state-of-the-art clocks. Their polarizabilities are also orders of magnitude
smaller, rendering them more stable against external electromagnetic fields. Furthermore, within
the same electronic configurations, the clock transitions in heavy ions scale up to the XUV and
soft-x-ray region, thus enable the development of clocks based on shorter wavelengths. The exis-
tence of multiple clock transitions in different charge states of a single element, as well as in a whole
isoelectronic sequence, would significantly enrich the detection of fine-structure constant variations,
the search for new physics and the test of nuclear theories via high-precision spectroscopy.

High-precision optical clocks have wide applications in
fields such as the new definition of time units [1–3], the
test of variations of the fine-structure constant [4–6], and
the constrain of a conjectured fifth force [7–9] and other
new physics phenomena [10, 11]. The elements of these
clocks are either neutral atoms or singly charged ions [12]
based on hyperfine-induced ns2 1S0 − nsnp 3P0 [13–18]
and electric quadrupole (n+1)s 1S1/2−nd 2D5/2 transi-
tions [19–23] with a quality factor Q = ν/∆ν in the range
of 1014 ∼ 1017. Here, n is the principal quantum number,
ν the transition frequency and ∆ν the corresponding nat-
ural linewidth. For specific cases such as Lu+ and Yb+,
electric quadrupole and octupole transitions between
6s2−6s5d [24, 25] and between 4f136s2−4f146s [26, 27]
with Q factor in the range of 1021 and 1023, respectively,
are also employed.

Nevertheless, these clocks suffer from large systematic
shifts and uncertainties induced by black body radia-
tion [28, 29] and external trapping fields [12, 30]. To over-
come these difficulties, clocks based on a nuclear transi-
tion in the 227Th isomer [31–33] and electronic transitions
in highly charged ions (HCIs) [34–37] are put forward as
they bear smaller polarizabilities and are sensitive to α
variations. While the radioactive 227Th nuclear clock,
with Q = 2× 1020, is still to be implemented for a direct
laser excitation [38], a HCI clock based on Ar13+ with a
modest Q = 4× 1013 has already been demonstrated via
quantum logic spectroscopy [35].

One category of HCI candidates are based on hyperfine
transitions of the 1s electron in hydrogenlike ions [39, 40].
This transition has an energy of 6 µeV for the hydrogen
atom, but scales up to 1.4 eV (886 nm) for ions as heavy
as 207Pb81+. The second variety of HCI clock transitions
are from fine-structure splittings of np valence electron

∗ chunhai.lyu@mpi-hd.mpg.de

systems [41–44]. Though these ions have polarizabilities
many orders of magnitude smaller than neutral atoms
or singly charged ions, their clock transitions are of mag-
netic dipole transitions with Q ∼ 1013 [35, 40]. Thus, one
needs a long interrogation time to achieve high accuracy.
Another type of HCI candidates comes from level cross-
ings between the 4f − 5s [45–47], 4f − 5p [48–50], and
5f − 6p [51, 52] orbitals. However, only a small number
of ions close to the crossing points would provide opti-
cal clock transitions, not to mention that the close lying
orbitals usually induce large polarizabilities [41, 53].

In this Letter, we put forward a category of ultrastable
HCI clocks that possess Q factors beyond 1023 and elec-
tric polarizabilities in the range of 10−42 J m2/V2. As
shown in Fig. 1, the clock transitions come from fine-
structure splittings in ions with one of the open-shell nd4,
nd5 and nd6 ground-state configurations. These config-
urations have tens of terms with total angular momenta
ranging from J = 0 and 1/2 to J = 6 and 13/2. For
light ions, the energy levels order linearly according to
the values of the total angular momentum, and thus the
lifetimes of the excited states are dominated by M1 tran-
sitions to J ± 1 states. These forbidden transitions have

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

20

40

60

E
n
er
gy
(e
V
)

Mo-like U50+

[Kr]4d6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Total angular momentum J

0

20

40

60

Zr-like U52+

[Kr]4d4

1/
2
3/
2
5/
2
7/
2
9/
2

11
/2
13
/2

0

20

40

60

[Kr]4d5

Nb-like U51+
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(c) U51+ ions. Clock transitions are depicted by blue lines.
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Figure 2. Excitation energies of the nd6 5D3,2,1,0 state in
(a) Cr- and (b) Mo-like ions as functions of atomic number
Z. With a ground state of 5D4, term reordering leads to two
clock states with J = 2 and J = 0, respectively. Insets are
the enlarged depiction around the crossing points.

found numerious applications in the diagnostics of astro-
physical and laboratory plasma properties [54–56]. How-
ever, for heavy ions which are also highly charged, the
strong relativistic influence leads to a reordering of the
terms and renders it possible to obtain ultrastable clocks
based on high-multipolarity E2/M3 forbidden transi-
tions.

For the case of nd6, optical clock transitions exist
throughout the whole isoelectronic sequences up to U68+,
U50+ and U18+ for n = 3, 4, 5, respectively, providing
nearly a hundred of HCI clocks. Some HCIs, such as
U68+, might be challenging to produce, but in principle
can be obtained within an electron beam ion trap [57] or a
HITRAP [58]. High-precision spectroscopy of these tran-
sitions would enable an accurate determination of nuclear
parameters for more than 70 elements and their isotopes
ranging from 46

22Ti to 238
92U and beyond, and test state-of-

the-art nuclear theories [59–63]. For nd4 and nd5, tens of
optical clock transitions also exist in light elements, but
the transition energies scale up to the XUV and soft-x-ray
region for heavy elements. Considering that the stabil-
ity of optical lasers is approaching the fundamental limit
set by thermal fluctuations of reference cavities [64–67],
clocks based on lasers with shorter wavelengths [68, 69]
would be one of the approaches to further improve the
clock performance. Furthermore, most of these ions also
have more than two clock transitions with distinct sensi-
tivities to the variation of α, rendering them good can-
didates for the test of new physics beyond the standard
model [10].

MCDHF-RCI calculations — To accurately predict the
transition energies and lifetimes of these clock states,
we employ ab initio fully relativistic multiconfiguration
Dirac–Hartree–Fock (MCDHF) and configuration inter-
action (RCI) methods implemented in the GRASP2018
codes [70, 71]. Within this scheme, the many-electron
atomic state functions (ASFs) are expanded as a lin-
ear combination of configuration state functions (CSFs)
which are jj-coupled Slater determinants of one-electron
orbitals. The radial wavefunction for each orbital is ob-

Table 1. Predicted transition energy ~ω, lifetime τ , sensi-
tivity to α variations K, and differential polarizability ∆αeg

(10−40 J m2/V2) of clock states in selected [Kr]4d6 ions.

ions |e〉 ~ω (eV) τ (s) K ∆αeg

Ce16+
3D2 1.70(1) 1156 −0.55 −0.22
3P0 3.23(1) 602 −1.50 −0.45

Dy24+
3D2 2.20(1) 545 0.06 −0.10
3P0 5.98(2) 11.7 −1.02 −0.20

W32+
3D2 2.67(1) 332 0.01 −0.05
3P0 8.69(3) 1.63 −0.61 −0.10

Pb40+
3D2 3.23(1) 208 0.05 −0.031
3P0 11.25(4) 0.58 −0.38 −0.062

U50+
3D2 3.99(1) 125 0.07 −0.017
3P0 14.31(4) 0.27 −0.23 −0.035

tained via solving the self-consistent MCDHF equations
under the Dirac–Coulomb Hamiltonian. Then, the RCI
method is applied to account for corrections arising from
mass shift, quantum electrodynamic and Breit interac-
tions.

For the low-lying states in nd6, nd4 and nd5, the scal-
ing of their excitation energies with respect to the atomic
number Z are plotted in Figs. 2-4, respectively, where a
clear reordering of the levels is observed. These values
are obtained via simple calculations that only account for
correlation effects within the corresponding ground-state
configurations. However, for specific ions where accurate
values are needed, such as the ions around the crossing
points discussed below and the ions shown in Table 1,
large-scale calculations with millions of CSFs are per-
formed. This is obtained by allowing single and double
excitations from the ns, np, and nd orbitals up to the
8k orbitals. As a consequence, the calculated energies
and lifetimes bear a relative accuracy of 0.5% and 20%,
respectively [72]. Increasing the size of the CSF basis set
systematically shifts the values of the excitation energies
depicted in Figs. 2-4 downward by up to 10%, but has
little effects on the crossing points of the levels.

nd6 ions — For ions in this configuration, there are
34 atomic states with total angular momentum ranging
from J = 0 to 6, with a 5D4 term being the ground state.
In light ions, the corresponding low-lying excited states
are 5D3,2,1,0, respectively, and decay via M1 transitions.
Usually, the energies of the fine-structure multiplet scale
with Z2 [34], which is the case for J = 1, 3 shown in
Fig. 2. However, for heavy elements, strong relativis-
tic effects leads to large splitting between the nd3/2 and
nd5/2 relativistic orbitals (the subscripts are the corre-
sponding single-electron total angular momenta). As a
consequence, the ASFs for states J = 0, 2 become dom-
inated by the nd43/2nd

2
5/2 configuration [73], and their

energies only increase linearly with respect to Z, and be-
come the first two excited states. These two levels decay
via slow E2 transitions and thus represent the two clock
states illustrated in Fig. 1(a). We notice that a similar
unusual scaling of the fine-structure splittings also allows
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Figure 3. Excitation energies of the nd4 5D1,2,3,4 states in
(a) Ti- and (b) Zr-like ions as functions of atomic number Z.
Term reordering leads to long-lived J = 4 state. Insets are
the enlarged depiction around the crossing points.

clock transitions in low charged, so-called group-16-like
ions [74–76].

For Mo-like ions ([Kr]4d6) shown in Fig. 2(b), the level
reordering of the J = 2 state happens at Ba14+. The
transition energy between 5D4 and 3D2 is around 1.70 eV
for Ce16+, and scales up to 3.99 eV for U50+. With a
lifetime of 625 and 63 s for the two ions (see Table 1), re-
spectively, these transitions have a Q factor of 1.6× 1018

and 3.8 × 1017, respectively, which are orders of magni-
tude higher than those in current optical clocks [13–23].
Particularly, they are more than 4 orders of magnitude
higher than the first HCI clock based on Ar13+ [40, 43].
Thus, this isoelectronic system would contain more than
36 ion candidates suitable for optical HCI clocks operat-
ing at various wavelengths.

For Cr-like ions ([Ar]3d6) as presented in Fig. 2(a),
the J = 2 metastable state starts to emerge from Pd22+.
As the electrons are more tightly bound, the transition
energies are relatively larger than those in Mo-like ions
but are still accessible for optical lasers. Specifically, the
corresponding transition energy and lifetime are 3.78 eV
and 437 s, respectively, for Cd24+, and scale to 11.4 eV
and 18.3 s, respectively, for U68+. This corresponds to Q
factors around 1018 for more than 46 optical HCI clocks
in this isoelectronic sequence.

Furthermore, the second metastable state (labelled by
J = 0) lies 3.23-14.3 eV and 6.75-38.6 eV above the
ground state for Mo- and Cr-like ions, respectively. While
it decays to the ground state via a highly forbidden E4
transition, its lifetime is dominated by an E2 transition
to the J = 2 excited state and ranges from 64 ms to
800 s. As shown in Table 1, this J = 0 state is much
more sensitive to the variation of the fine-structure con-
stant than that of the J = 2 state. Taking the Mo-
like Dy24+ as an example, with the sensitivity defined
by K = (∆ω/ω)(α/∆α), one has a K = 0.07 for the
5D4−3D2 transition, but a K = −1.02 for the 5D4−3P0

transition. Though the absolute sensitivities are smaller
in comparison to some clock transitions near level cross-
ings [45–52], the distinct α disproportionality of two clock
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states in (a) V- and (b) Nb-like ions as functions of atomic
number Z. Term reordering leads to long-lived J = 11/2
state. Insets are level structures of given ions.

transitions in a single ion would largely reduce system-
atic uncertainties in detecting α variations. Similar dual-
clock transitions also exist in Yb+ [5, 6], which provides
the current most stringent constraint of α variations.
Nevertheless, one of the clock states in Yb+ has a life-
time of only 7.3 ms (Q = 2.2 × 1014) that limits further
improvements.

Another advantage of these clock ions is that they are
immune to external fields. This property is mainly char-
acterized by the small static dipole polarizability defined
by αa =

∑
k 6=a−3~2fka/2m(~ωka)2 [77] Here, |a〉 is ei-

ther the ground state |g〉 or the excited clock state |e〉 ,
~ the reduced Planck constant, m the electron rest mass,
fka the electric dipole oscillator strength of transition
from |a〉 to an intermediate state |k〉, and ~ωja the cor-
responding transition energy in units of eV. The typi-
cal polarizability values for optical clocks are larger than
10−40 J m2/V2 [78, 79]. However, for ions like U50+, the
lowest |k〉 state is from the 4d54f configuration which
lies 270 eV above the two clock states. Making use of
the Thomas–Reiche–Kuhn sum rule

∑
k 6=a fka = N (N

being the number of electrons in the ion) [80], one can
derive αe,g < 10−41 J m2/V2 which are orders of mag-
nitudes smaller in comparison to those in neutral atoms
and singly charged ions. Accordingly, the differential po-
larizabilities ∆αeg = αe − αg, as shown in Table 1, are
also much smaller.

nd4 ions — As a counterpart of the above mentioned
nd6 isoelectronic systems, the nd4 ions have similar spec-
troscopic terms but with a reversed level ordering. As
shown in Fig. 3, these ions start with 5D0 being the
ground state and 5D1,2,3,4 being the subsequent excited
states for light elements. Though the energies of all the
states scale dominantly with Z2, the 5D4 state gradually
becomes lower than the 5D3 and 5D2 states and becomes
a long-lived clock state shown in Fig. 1(b). Since their
energies span from 9.0 to 200 eV, they can be probed
with XUV frequency combs [68, 69] and are suitable for
future XUV and soft-x-ray ionic clocks. The higher tran-
sition energy would further increase the Q factor to the
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range of 1022 and beyond, thus improve the short-term
stability of a clock.

In the case of Zr-like ions ([Kr]4d4), the clock transition
energy varies from 9.0 eV in Gd24+ to 60 eV in U52+.
Through Gd24+ to Ta33+, the 3H4 state is still above the
5D2 state. Therefore, its lifetime is mainly determined
by the E2 transition and are of 5 hours to 20 days. With
an energy of 9 to 20 eV, these clock transitions have a
quality factor of Q = 1020 ∼ 1022. For heavier ions
starting from W34+, the 3H4 state becomes lower than
the 5D2 state. Thus, the lifetime of this metastable state
can be as long as tens to hundreds of years and the quality
factor of the transitions would go far beyond 1022. Such
a long lifetime makes excitation by lasers challenging,
but the position of these states can be determined with
a sub-eV accuracy through mass spectroscopy [72, 81].
Furthermore, the application of twisted lasers could also
enhance the transition rates of such high-multipolarity
transitions [82].

Similarly, for Ti-like ions with a configuration of
[Ar]3d4, the 3H4 state lies between the 5D2 and 5D3

states for ions throughout Xe32+ to Pm39+, with a qual-
ity factor of Q = 1020 ∼ 1023 for transition energies
between 17.9 and 33.0 eV. When the 3H4 state becomes
lower than the 5D2 state in Sm40+, its lifetime again
becomes as long as hundreds of years. However, for the
202-eV metastable state in 92U70+, its lifetime reduces to
48 days via an E4 spontaneous emission to the ground
state.

nd5 ions — For V- and Nb-like systems, the lowest
few states in neutral V and Nb atoms are formed by the
nd4(n+1)s and nd3(n+1)s2 configurations and have M1
forbidden transitions. However, for the singly charged
Cr+ and Mo+ ions, the nd5 6S5/2 term becomes the
ground state. Nevertheless, the first excited state is still
a long-lived 6D1/2 state from the nd4(n+ 1)s configura-
tion and represents a narrow near-infrared clock transi-
tion around 1.5 eV. Starting from V-like Mn2+ and Nb-
like Tc2+, the low-lying excited states become 4G11/2−5/2
from the nd5 configuration.

As shown in Fig. 4, for light elements, the separations
between these excited states are smaller than 10 meV
that even the M1 decay channel are extremely slow. As
a consequence, all of these states are ultrastable clock
states. Especially, through V-like Mn2+ to Br12+ and
Nb-like Tc2+ to Ag6+, our MCDHF-RCI calculations
show that all the nd5 4G terms have lifetimes longer than
1 s, with energies ranging from 3.0 to 9.4 eV. From Kr13+

to Y16+ and Cd7+ to Sb10+, even though the lifetime of
the 4G5/2 state becomes shorter than 1 s, the other three
states still provide highly forbidden clock transitions for
each ion in the range of 4.7 to 11.5 eV. These multiple

optical clock transitions can be employed to infer the α
variations and may also find applications in searching for
a fifth force with a multidimensional King-plot [83].

For elements heavier than V-like Mo19+ and Nb-like
Xe13+, the energies of the excited states scale quadrati-
cally with the atomic number Z (except for slightly ab-
normal behaviour of the J = 5/2 state). The splittings
between these states are far beyond 0.1 eV, thus fast
M1 decay emerges. As a result, only the state with
J = 11/2 that decays via a slow E2/M3 transition re-
mains metastable. As shown in Fig. 1(c) for Nb-like
U51+, this clock state lies 57.2 eV above the ground state.
With a lifetime of 8.3 days, it represents an XUV clock
with Q = 6.3 × 1022. In the case of V-like U69+, the
transition energy scales to 197 eV. With a lifetime of
12 hours, this soft-x-ray clock transition bears a quality
factor of Q = 1.3× 1022.

We note that, such a metastable state in Nb-like
Pb41+ [72] has been detected in a recent high-precision
mass spectroscopy experiment. The measured energy
agrees with our predicted 31.68(13)-eV value obtained via
large-scale MCDHF-RCI calculations. With a calculated
lifetime of 26 days, it represents an XUV clock transition
with Q = 1.1× 1023, and can be effectively probed with
state-of-the-art XUV frequency combs [36, 68, 69, 84–87].

5d4,5,6 ions — The above discussions also apply to Hf-,
Ta-, and W-like ions through Hg6+ to U20+. Though
most of them are radioactive, the energy and lifetime of
their clock state varies from 1.06 to 11.0 eV and from 2 s
to 500 days, respectively, with Q = 1016− 1023. Particu-
larly, the dual clock states in W-like ions, with energies of
1.06 and 1.92 eV in Hg6+, and 1.70 and 5.11 eV in U18+,
respectively, are also disproportional to α variations, with
the sensitivity of the J = 0 states being around −0.61 to
−1.23.
Conclusion — We have shown that there exist more

than 100 ultrastable optical HCI clock candidates. They
arise from fine-structure splittings in the open-shell nd4,
nd5 and nd6 (n = 3, 4, 5) ions, for more than 70 ele-
ments and their isotopes, ranging from 46

22Ti to 238
92U and

beyond. The corresponding transitions have Q factors
and polarizabilities many orders of magnitude larger and
smaller, respectively, than for current optical clocks, and
thus would allow for more accurate time keeping. Most
of the ions have multiple clock states with opposite de-
pendence on fine-structure constant variations. High-
precision spectroscopy of these clock transitions would
enrich the search for new physics beyond the standard
model, as well as the test of state-of-the-art nuclear the-
ories. Moreover, for heavy HCIs, these clock transitions
also scale up to the XUV and soft-x-ray range, and could
enable the construction of short-wavelength clocks. Simi-
lar clock transitions are also found in open-shell but more
complicated 4fm ions [88].
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I. SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

This material summizes the mixing coefficients for low-lying states in selected 4d6, 4d5, and 4d4 ions. For heavy
elements, the strong relativistic effect leads to large splittings between the 4d3/2 and 4d5/2 relativistic orbitals, with
the subscripts being the corresponding single-electron total angular momenta. As the atomic number Z increases,
the energies of atomic states dominated by the 4d3/2 orbital scale much slower than those of the states involving high
fraction of the 4d5/2 orbital. This impropotional scaling effect leads to the reordering of fine-structure terms, thus

the emergence of metastable states. The notation 4d23/2(0) means there are 2 electrons in the 4d3/2 orbital, and the

total angular momentum of these two electrons is 0.

I.1. 4d6 ions

For Mo and Mo-like Sn8+, the ASFs are dominated by the 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) configuration where d3/2 and

d5/2 orbitals are equally occupied. However, for U50+, the energy of the 4d3/2 orbital is 55.8 eV lower than that

of the 4d5/2 orbital. Thus, the dominate CSFs, for the low-lying J = 0, 2, 4 states, are given by 4d43/2(0)4d25/2(0),

4d43/2(0)4d25/2(4), and 4d43/2(0)4d2(4)5/2, respectively. However, the 4d43/24d25/2 confituration does not allow angular

coupling with J = 1, 3. Therefore, the terms with J = 1, 3 have more electrons occupying the 4d5/2 orbital, and thus

will have much higher energy than the other three terms. Similar analysis also applies to the 4d5 and 4d4 ions shown
in Sec. I.2 and I.3, respectively.

Table 2. Absolute binding energies of the 4d3/2 and 4d5/2 relativistic orbitals in 4d6 ions.

ion E4d3/2 (a.u.) E4d5/2 (a.u.) ∆E (eV)

42Mo0+ 0.214 0.207 0.190
50Sn8+ 5.916 5.866 1.361
92U50+ 107.599 105.548 55.811

Table 3. CSF components of the low-lying J = 0 state.

ion ASF ck
42Mo0+ 0 + 0.76080 0.37843 -0.35227 0.28425 0.27035

3 1 2 5 4
50Sn8+ 0 + 0.74400 0.37938 0.36036 -0.32716 0.25620

3 5 4 2 1
92U50+ 0 + 0.98227 0.16656 -0.07640 0.03946 0.00383

5 4 2 3 1

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d6(0)5/2 4d23/2(0)4d45/2(0) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d43/2(0)4d25/2(0)

Table 4. CSF components of the state with J = 1.

ion ASF ck
42Mo0+ 1 + 0.64164 -0.51824 -0.41117 -0.38816

1 3 4 2
50Sn8+ 1 + 0.57585 0.50747 -0.50443 0.39550

3 4 1 2
92U50+ 1 + 0.79804 0.59318 0.09266 -0.05178

4 3 2 1

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d55/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2)
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Table 5. CSF components of the state with J = 2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo0+ 2 + 0.72324 0.37426 -0.32648 -0.30319 -0.27253

5 1 8 6 4
50Sn8+ 2 + 0.62622 -0.49708 -0.35745 0.29182 -0.26834

5 8 6 1 4
92U50+ 2 + 0.99339 0.09839 -0.03938 0.03373 -0.02196

8 6 2 7 5

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d55/2(5/2) 4d23/2(0)4d45/2(2) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(0) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(2)
5 6 7 8
4d23/2(2)4d45/2(4) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d43/2(0)4d25/2(2)

Table 6. CSF components of the state with J = 3.

ion ASF ck
42Mo0+ 3 + 0.74515 -0.56412 0.22897 -0.20396 -0.14349

6 3 4 1 5
50Sn8+ 3 + 0.74515 -0.56412 0.22897 -0.20396 -0.14349

6 3 4 1 5
92U50+ 3 + 0.89099 0.32023 -0.30164 -0.10551 0.02863

6 4 5 3 2

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d55/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(2) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(4) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2)
5 6
4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(9/2)

Table 7. CSF components of the state with J = 4.

ion ASF ck
42Mo0+ 4 + 0.67191 0.47875 -0.40263 -0.29717 -0.18941

6 7 4 2 1
50Sn8+ 4 + 0.65905 0.59695 -0.31364 -0.26429 0.13655

6 7 4 2 5
92U50+ 4 + 0.99493 0.08798 -0.04455 -0.01577 -0.01165

7 6 2 4 3

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d5(5/2) 4d23/2(0)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(2) 4d23/2(2)4d45/2(4)
5 6 7
4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d43/2(0)4d25/2(4)
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I.2. 4d5 ions

Table 8. Absolute binding energies of the 4d3/2 and 4d5/2 relativistic orbitals in 4d55/2 ions.

ion E4d3/2 (a.u.) E4d5/2 (a.u.) ∆E (eV)

42Mo0+ 0.554 0.547 0.190
50Sn8+ 6.758 6.706 1.145
92U50+ 110.328 108.162 58.940

Table 9. CSF components of the ground state with J = 5/2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo+ 5/2 + 0.61759 0.50663 -0.45259 0.21928 -0.19577

7 9 3 10 4
50Sn9+ 5/2 + 0.58952 0.57196 -0.37560 0.29939 -0.19366

7 9 3 10 4
92U51+ 5/2 + 0.99305 0.09767 -0.05647 0.02543 0.01799

10 9 4 7 6

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d55/2(5/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(0)4d35/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(5/2)
6 7 8 9 10
4d23/2(2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(4) 4d43/2(0)4d5/2(5/2)

Table 10. CSF components of the excited state with J = 5/2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo+ 5/2 + 0.49676 -0.43361 0.35679 -0.31041 0.29820

6 8 2 9 7
50Sn9+ 5/2 + 0.68269 0.39504 -0.36717 0.27866 -0.24829

10 6 8 3 9
92U51+ 5/2 + 0.87733 0.45249 0.11797 -0.08731 -0.05064

9 8 7 10 3

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d55/2(5/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(0)4d35/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(5/2)
6 7 8 9 10
4d23/2(2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(4) 4d43/2(0)4d5/2(5/2)

Table 11. CSF components of the excited state with J = 7/2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo+ 7/2 + 0.59145 -0.47959 0.39208 -0.32789 0.28363

5 7 2 6 4
50Sn9+ 7/2 + 0.65387 -0.46013 0.38918 -0.31272 -0.24884

7 5 6 2 4
92U51+ 7/2 + 0.92695 0.37150 -0.03240 -0.02816 -0.02348

7 6 2 4 1

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(9/2)
6 7
4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(4)
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Table 12. CSF components of the state with J = 9/2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo+ 9/2 + 0.81369 -0.44351 0.37558 0.01020 0.00565

4 5 1 2 3
50Sn9+ 9/2 + 0.77477 -0.55675 0.29631 0.03996 0.01902

4 5 1 2 3
92U51+ 9/2 + 0.99487 -0.08321 -0.04440 -0.02742 -0.02423

5 4 2 3 1

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(0)4d35/2(9/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(4)

Table 13. CSF components of the state with J = 11/2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo+ 11/2 + 0.71539 -0.53453 0.44999

2 3 1
50Sn9+ 11/2 + 0.67722 -0.64170 -0.35999

3 2 1
92U51+ 11/2 + 0.99809 -0.04816 -0.03862

3 2 1

CSF 1 2 3
4d3/2(3/2)4d45/2(4) 4d23/2(2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d25/2(4)
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I.3. 4d4 ions

Table 14. Absolute binding energies of the 4d3/2 and 4d5/2 relativistic orbitals in 4d45/2 ions.

ion E4d3/2 (a.u.) E4d5/2 (a.u.) ∆E (eV)

42Mo0+ 0.968 0.960 0.218
50Sn8+ 7.628 7.574 1.469
92U50+ 113.079 110.888 59.620

Table 15. CSF components of the state with J = 0.

ion ASF ck
42Mo2+ 0 + 0.72165 0.51071 -0.36020 0.22064 0.19994

4 5 3 1 2
50Sn10+ 0 + 0.71207 0.58598 -0.34109 0.14457 0.11108

5 4 3 1 2
92U52+ 0 + 0.99720 -0.06621 0.03466 0.00303 -0.00088

5 3 4 1 2

CSF 1 2 3 4 5
4d45/2(0) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d23/2(0)4d25/2(0) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(2) 4d43/2(0)

Table 16. CSF components of the state with J = 1.

ion ASF ck
42Mo2+ 1 + 0.74455 -0.45667 0.35526 0.33301

4 1 3 2
50Sn10+ 1 + 0.84828 -0.36950 0.29390 0.23983

4 1 3 2
92U52+ 1 + 0.99761 -0.05523 0.03652 0.01960

4 1 3 2

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(2) 4d33/2(3/2)4d5/2(5/2)

Table 17. CSF components of the state with J = 2.

ion ASF ck
42Mo2+ 2 + 0.75176 -0.42854 0.26385 -0.26042 0.24193

7 8 2 6 1
50Sn10+ 2 + 0.75312 -0.50378 -0.23758 0.22462 -0.18064

7 8 6 2 4
92U52+ 2 + 0.98830 -0.14298 -0.04338 0.02404 0.01494

8 7 2 5 3

CSF 1 2 3 4

4d45/2(2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d
(

5/25/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d
(

5/23/2) 4d23/2(0)4d25/2(2)

5 6 7 8
4d23/2(2)4d25/2(0) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(2) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(4) 4d33/2(3/2)4d5/2(5/2)



13

Table 18. CSF components of the state with J = 3.

ion ASF ck
42Mo2+ 3 + 0.67715 -0.62242 -0.31231 0.19152 -0.10257

5 3 6 1 4
50Sn10+ 3 + 0.71626 -0.53100 -0.40474 0.17041 -0.08183

5 3 6 1 4
92U52+ 3 + 0.99140 -0.11531 -0.04676 -0.03413 0.01854

6 5 4 1 3

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(3/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(2)
5 6
4d23/2(2)4d25/2(4) 4d33/2(3/2)4d5/2(5/2)

Table 19. CSF components of the state with J = 4.

ion ASF ck
42Mo2+ 4 + 0.64516 -0.46912 -0.39396 0.32122 0.25876

3 6 1 4 7
50Sn10+ 4 + 0.55959 -0.52906 0.40707 0.33947 -0.28611

3 6 7 4 1
92U52+ 4 + 0.99728 -0.04564 0.04427 -0.02746 0.01816

7 2 4 6 5

CSF 1 2 3 4
4d45/2(4) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(5/2) 4d3/2(3/2)4d35/2(9/2) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(4)
5 6 7
4d23/2(2)4d25/2(2) 4d23/2(2)4d25/2(4) 4d33/2(3/2)4d5/2(5/2)
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Statistical approach of nuclear multifragmentation with realistic nuclear equation of

state
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In this work, Canonical Thermodynamical model for nuclear multifragmentation has been updated
with realistic nuclear equation of state. Mass distribution, intermediate mass fragment multiplicity
as well as isospin sensitive observables have been investigated with semi-microscopic approach of
determining nuclear binding and excitation energies. Production of neutron rich isotopes as well as
isoscaling and isobaric yield ratio parameters have been significantly modified due to inclusion of
this realistic nuclear equation of state.

PACS numbers: 25.70Mn, 25.70Pq, 64.10.+h, 64.60.-i, 24.10.Pa

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of nuclear multifragmentation is important
to understand the reaction mechanism in heavy-ion col-
lisions at intermediate and high energies [1, 2]. Nuclear
multifragmentation reactions are commonly used study
nuclear liquid gas phase transition [1, 3–9], nuclear equa-
tion of state [2, 10] and to extrapolate the thermody-
namic properties of astrophysical environment of worm
stellar matter from laboratory scenario [11, 12]. Sta-
tistical approaches are quite successful for studying nu-
clear multifragmentation reactions at intermediate en-
ergies. The disintegration of excited nuclei are com-
monly studied by implementing of different statistical en-
sembles. Statistical multifragmentation model proposed
by Copenhagen group [5], the microcanonical models of
Gross [13] and Randrup and Koonin [14] and Canonical
thermodynamical model (CTM) [15] are widely used. In
these statistical models, observables related to nuclear
fragment cross-section (and/or multiplicity) are usually
determined based on the available phase space calcu-
lation. Now, to get the accurate phase space, nuclear
binding and excitation of all clusters are required and in
most of the existing statistical approaches like Canonical
Thermodynamical model, Statistical multifragmentation
model etc. binding is determined from Bethe-Weizsacker
mass formula which successfully explained the ground
state properties at zero temperature and saturation nu-
clear density [16, 17]. However nuclear multifragmen-
tation occurs at sub-saturation density and higher ex-
citation energy. To include temperature effect in bulk
energy part Fermi gas model is commonly used in statis-
tical models of nuclear multifragmentation and for sur-
face energy part, various additional parametrization in
Bethe-Weizsacker mass formula is introduced. The den-
sity and/or temperature dependence of the nuclear bind-
ing also plays an important role in the study of stellar
matter properties. It also has significant influence for de-

∗Electronic address: swagato@vecc.gov.in

termining the nuclear properties extremely neutron rich
and neutron-deficient nuclei formed in multifragmenta-
tion reactions.
The aim of this work is to implement more realis-

tic binding and excitation in Canonical thermodynam-
ical model (CTM) for nuclear multifragmentation and to
study the impact of it on the basic observables like inter-
mediate mass fragment (IMF) multiplicity, mass distri-
bution as well as isospin sensitive observalbes like isotopic
distribution, isoscaling, isobaric yield ratio. In order to
study the decay of the excited fragments produced in the
multifragmentation stage, the evaporation model [18] is
also updated with the same realistic binding and excita-
tion.
The paper is structured as follows. In section II, a brief

introduction of the Canonical Thermodynamical model is
presented. The results are described in section III, finally
summary and conclusions are discussed in section IV.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

In CTM, [1, 15] it is assumed that statistical equilib-
rium is attained at freeze-out stage and population of
different channels of disintegration is solely decided by
statistical weights in the available phase space. The cal-
culation is done for a fixed mass and atomic number,
freeze out volume and temperature. In a canonical model
[15], the partitioning is done such that all partitions have
the correct A0, Z0 (equivalently N0, Z0). The canonical
partition function is given by

QN0,Z0
=

∑∏ ω
nN,Z

N,Z

nN,Z !
(1)

where the sum is over all possible channels of break-
up (the number of such channels is enormous) satisfying
N0 =

∑

N × nN,Z and Z0 =
∑

Z × nN,Z; ωN,Z is the
partition function of the composite with N neutrons & Z
protons and nNZ is its multiplicity. The partition func-
tion QN0,Z0

is calculated by applying a recursion relation
[19]. From Eq. (1), the average number of composites

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.09158v1
mailto:swagato@vecc.gov.in
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with N neutrons and Z protons can be expressed as,

〈nN,Z〉 = ωN,Z
QN0−N,Z0−Z

QN0,Z0

(2)

The partition function of a composite having N neu-
trons and Z protons is a product of two parts: one is
due to the the translational motion and the other is the
intrinsic partition function of the composite:

ωN,Z =
V

h3
(2πmT )3/2A3/2 × zN,Z(int) (3)

where V is the volume available for translational motion,
which can be expressed as V = Vf − V0 , where V0 is
the normal volume of nucleus with Z0 protons and N0

neutrons. zN,Z(int) is the internal partition function,
the proton and the neutron are fundamental building
blocks, thus z1,0(int) = z0,1(int) = 2, where 2 takes
care of the spin degeneracy. For 2H, 3H, 3He, 4He,
5He and 6He, zN,Z(int) = (2sN,Z + 1) exp[−βEN,Z(gr)]
where β = 1/T,EN,Z(gr) is the ground-state energy of
the composite and (2sN,Z + 1) is the experimental spin
degeneracy of the ground state. Excited states for these
very low-mass nuclei are not included.

A. Conventional approach of of determining

internal partition function in CTM

In conventional CTM approach as well as in most of
the other statistical models of multifragmentation, for
determining the internal partition function of nuclei with
Z ≥3 the liquid-drop formula is used for calculating the
binding energy and the contribution for excited states is
taken from the Fermi-gas model. In CTM approach, the
internal partition function is usually expressed as,

zN,Z(int) = exp
1

T

[

W0A− as(T )A
2/3 − a∗c

Z2

A1/3

−Csym
(N − Z)2

A
+

T 2A

ǫ0

]

(4)

The expression includes the volume energy [W0 = 15.8
MeV], the temperature dependent surface energy
[as(T ) = as0{(T

2
c − T 2)/(T 2

c + T 2)}5/4 with as0 = 18.0
MeV and Tc = 18.0 MeV], the Coulomb energy
[a∗c = 0.31ac with ac = 0.72 MeV and Wigner-Seitz
correction factor 0.31 [5]] and the symmetry energy

(Csym = 23.5 MeV). The term T 2A
ǫ0

(ǫ0 = 16.0 MeV)
represents contribution from excited states since the
composites are at a non-zero temperature. In Ref. [20]
the volume term of the nuclear binding for extended
canonical model is determined from relativistic mean
field approach.

B. New approach for determining more realistic

internal partition function in CTM

In this work the internal partition function is de-
termined from semi-microscopic approach where the
Helmholtz free energy of a nucleus with N neutrons and
Z protons can be decomposed as [21],

FN,Z = F bulk + F surf + F coul. (5)

where the bulk part F bulk is originated from bulk nuclear
matter at baryonic density ρc = ρc,n+ ρc,z (ρc,n and ρc,z
are neutron and proton density respectively) and isospin
asymmetry δc = (ρc,n − ρc,z)/ρc = N−Z

N+Z occupying a

finite spatial volume Vc = (N + Z)/ρc. The baryonic
density with isospin asymmetry δc is approximated [22]to
the corresponding saturation density (ρ0) of symmetric
nuclear matter at finite asymmetry according to:

ρc(δc) = ρ0

(

1−
3Lsymδ2c

Ksat +Ksymδ2c

)

. (6)

Therefore the bulk part of the Helmholtz free energy
given by,

F bulk = Vc

[

−
2

3

∑

q=n,z

ξc,q +
∑

q=n,z

ρc,qηq + v(ρc, δc)

]

(7)

where ξc,n and ξc,z are the kinetic energy density of the
nucleus due to neutron (q = n) and proton (q = p) contri-
bution respectively, which can be expressed as q = n, p,

ξc,q =
3h2

2πm∗
c,q

(

2πm∗
c,qT

h2

)5/2

F3/2(ηc,q) (8)

with ηc,q = F−1
1/2

{(

2πm∗

g,qT

h2

)3/2

ρc,q

}

, F1/2 and F3/2 are

the Fermi integrals. The expression of potential energy
per particle that can be adapted to different effective in-
teractions and energy functionals is given by:

v(ρc, δc) =

N
∑

k=0

1

k!
(visk + vivk δ2c )x

k

+ (ais + aivδ2c )x
N+1 exp(−b

ρc
ρ0

), (9)

where x = ρc−ρ0

3ρ0

,ais = −
∑N

k≥0
1
k!v

is
k (−3)N+1−k and

aiv = −
∑N

k≥0
1
k!v

iv
k (−3)N+1−k. N = 4 and b = 10ln2

are choosen for this model. This value of b leads to a
good reproduction of the Sly5 functional which is used for
the numerical applications presented in this paper. The

model parameters v
is(iv)
k can be linked with a one-to-one

correspondence to the usual EoS empirical parameters
[23], via:

vis0 = Esat − t0(1 + κ0)

vis1 = −t0(2 + 5κ0)

vis2 = Ksat − 2t0(−1 + 5κ0)

vis3 = Qsat − 2t0(4− 5κ0)

vis4 = Zsat − 8t0(−7 + 5κ0) (10)
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viv0 = Esym −
5

9
t0[{1 + (κ0 + 3κsym)}]

viv1 = Lsym −
5

9
t0[{2 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)}]

viv2 = Ksym −
10

9
t0[{−1 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)}]

viv3 = Qsym −
10

9
t0[{4− 5(κ0 + 3κsym)}]

viv4 = Zsym −
40

9
t0[{−7 + 5(κ0 + 3κsym)}] , (11)

where Esat, Ksat, Qsat and Zsat are saturation energy,
incompressibility modulus, isospin symmetric skewness
and kurtosis respectively and Esym, Lsym, Ksym, Qsym

and Zsym are symmetry energy, slope, and associated in-
compressibility, skewness and kurtosis respectively. Con-
cerning the κ0 and κsym, they govern the density depen-
dence of the neutron and proton effective mass according
to:

mq

m∗
q(ρc, δc)

= 1 + (κ0 ± κsymδ)
ρc
ρ0

, (12)

with q = n, p. For the applications presented in this pa-
per, all the parameters are taken from the Sly5 functional
[24].
The finite size corrections are included by the surface
part of the Helmholtz free energy (F surf ) [25] for which
we adopt the prescription proposed in ref.[26–28] on the
basis of Thomas-Fermi calculations with extreme isospin
ratios:

F surf = 4πr2cA
2/3
N σ(yc,p, T ) (13)

with r0 =

{

3
4πρ0

}1/3

, yc,p = Z/(Z +N) and

σ(yc,p) = σ0h

(

T

Tc(yc,p)

)

2p+1 + bs

y−p
c,p + bs + (1 − yc,p)−p

(14)

where σ0 represents the surface tension of symmetric nu-
clear matter and bs and p represent the isospin depen-
dence. For Sly5 functional the parameters were opti-
mized in [26] as σ0 = 1.09191, bs = 15.36563 and p = 3.0.
The temperature dependence is incorporated by

h

(

T

Tc(yc,p)

)

=

[

1−

(

T

Tc(yc,p)

)2]2

for T ≤ Tc(yc,p)

= 0 for T > Tc(yc,p). (15)

Tc(yc,p) is the maximum temperature, for a given value of
yc,p up to which nuclear liquid phase may co-exist with
the nuclear vapour and it’s expression in MeV unit is
given by

Tc(yc,p) = 87.76

(

Ksat

375

)
1

2

(

0.155

ρ0

)
1

3

yc,p(1− yc,p) (16)

where Ksat, n0 are expressed in MeV and fm−3 respec-
tively. The Coulomb contribution in Helmholtz free en-
ergy is considered as same as before i.e.

FCoul = a∗c
Z2

A1/3
(17)

III. RESULTS

Statistical model calculations are performed for two
fragmenting systems having same proton number Z0=75
but different mass numbers A0=168 and 186 which
are expected to be formed from the central colli-
sion of 112Sn+112Sn and 124Sn+124Sn reaction with
75% pre-equilibrium emission [29, 30]. The choice of
fragmenting systems is based on well known experi-
ments of 112Sn+112Sn and 124Sn+124Sn reactions at
50 MeV/nucleon performed by MSU group at NSCL
[33]. More precise calculation for identifying fragmenting
source mass number, isospin asymmetry and excitation
can be found in Ref. [31, 32]. As described in section
2, fragments with all possible proton number (i.e. Z=1
to 75) and neutron number (within neutron and proton
dripline each Z) will be produced in multifragmentation
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FIG. 1: Binding energy per nucleon of (a) Carbon (b) Oxygen
(c) Silicon (d) Calcium (e) Nickel and (f) Tin isotopes ob-
tained from nuclear liquid drop model (blue dotted lines) and
realistic compressible liquid drop approach with Sly5 param-
eters (red solid lines). Experimental binding energies taken
from AME2020 [34] are shown black squares.
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reactions and their multiplicities are linked to the nuclear
binding, therefore the binding energies of some selective
cases like various isotopes of Carbon, Oxygen, Silicon,
Calcium, Nickel and Tin are shown in Fig. 1. Bind-
ing energy per nucleon of the above mentioned isotopes
obtained from conventional liquid drop model and more
realistic compressible liquid drop approach with Sly5 pa-
rameters are compared with their experimental values.
From Fig. 1 it can be concluded that the bindings are
modified significantly for the neutron rich nuclei. Neu-
tron rich nuclei are remarkably produced in multifrag-
mentation reactions, hence the effect of this binding en-
ergy shift on the basic observables of multifragmentation
reactions is described below.

Fig. 2 represents the mass distribution obtained from
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FIG. 2: Mass distribution from fragmentation of Z0=75,
A0=168 system at temperature T=3 MeV (upper panel), 5
MeV (middle panel) and 8 MeV (lower panel) studied from
conventional CTM calculation (blue dashed lines) and CTM
calculation with realistic Sly5 EoS (red solid lines).

CTM calculation with conventional liquid drop model
and more realistic compressible liquid drop approach
with Sly5 parameters at three different temperatures 3
MeV, 5 MeV and 8 MeV from disassembly of Z0=75,
A0=168 at constant free-out volume 6V0. The interme-
diate mass fragment (IMF) multiplicity (MIMF ) is also
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FIG. 3: Variation of multiplicity of intermediate mass frag-
ments (MIMF ) with (a) temperature (upper panel) (b) freeze-
out volume (middle panel) and isospin asymmetry of the frag-
menting system (lower panel) from conventional CTM calcu-
lation (blue dashed lines) and CTM calculation with realistic
Sly5 EoS (red solid lines). Calculations are performed for
fragmenting system of atomic number Z0=75 and mass num-
ber A0=168.

an important observable in nuclear multifragmentation
process which is measured both experimentally and the-
oretically in many situations [35–41]. The IMF multi-
plicity (MIMF ) dependence with temperature (from dis-
assembly of Z0=75, A0=186 at constant free-out volume
6V0), freeze-out volume (for the same fragmenting system
Z0=75, A0=168 but at constant temperature 5 MeV) and
neutron to proton ratio of the fragmenting system (from
disassembly with constant Z0=75 at constant tempera-
ture 5 MeV and free-out volume 6V0) are presented in
Fig. 3. From Fig. 3, it can be verified that, the effect
of nuclear binding on intermediate mass fragment mul-
tiplicity is more significant at higher temperature and
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freeze-out volume i.e. the conditions at which the sys-
tem breaks more. For a given temperature and freeze-
out volume, the IMF multiplicity is strongly modified for
the fragmentation from very isospin asymmetric systems
due to significant production of neutron rich nuclei. Fig.
4 represents the isotopic distribution of some selective
lower (Helium), intermediate (Carbon, Oxygen, Silicon
and Calcium) and heavy (Nickel) mass fragments orig-
inated from the multifragmentation of Z0=75, A0=168
system at temperature 5 MeV and free-out volume 6V0.
As in IMF region, neutron rich isotopes are more bound
in compressible liquid drop approach with Sly5 parame-
ters compared to conventional liquid drop model, hence
the production of neutron rich isotopes of Carbon, Oxy-
gen, Silicon and Calcium is significantly enhanced.

One of the important aspect of intermediate energy
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FIG. 4: Isotopic distributions for Z=2, 6, 8,14,20 and 28 from
fragmentation of Z0=75, A0=168 system at T=5 MeV stud-
ied from conventional CTM calculation (blue dashed lines)
and CTM calculation with realistic Sly5 EoS (red solid lines).

heavy ion reactions study is to reduce the uncertainty
in nuclear equation of state. Isoscaling [31, 32, 42–48]
and isobaric yield ratio [47–51] methods are commonly
used to search the precise nuclear equation of state. In
this work, the effect of nuclear binding on isoscaling and
isobaric yield ratio are investigated in the framework of
CTM. It has been observed both experimentally and the-

oretically that the ratio of yields from two different re-
actions(having different isospin asymmetry), exhibit an
exponential relationship as a function of the neutron(N)
and proton(Z) number and this is termed as ’isoscal-
ing’. Two fragmentation reactions ”1” and ”2” at a given
energy are being considered whose fragmenting systems
have different mass A01 and A02 (A02 > A01) but same
charge Z1 = Z2 = Z0.

R21 = 〈n2N,Z〉/〈n1N,Z〉

= C exp(αN + βZ) (18)

Where α and β are the isoscaling parameters and C is
a normalization factor. Fig. 5 represents, the isoscaling
ratios obtained from CTM calculation at constant tem-
perature T = 5 MeV and freeze-out volume Vf = 6V0

for two fragmenting sources with identical atomic num-
ber Z0 = 75 but different mass number A01 = 168 and
A02 = 186. The isoscaling ratio R21 is plotted as function
of the neutron number (N) for Z = 2, 4, 6 and 8 in the
left panel whereas the right panel displays the ratio as
function of the proton number (Z) for N = 2, 4, 6 and 8.
The lines are the best fits of the calculated R21 ratios to
Eq. 18. From Fig. 5, it can be concluded that CTM cal-
culation with more realistic semi-microscopic binding and
excitation also shows isoscaling behavior but with the in-
clusion of realistic semi-microscopic binding, the magni-
tude of the isoscaling parameters α and β decreased.
The isobaric ratio of yields [49] of two different types

of fragments having same mass number A but different
isospin asymmetry I = N − Z and I

′

= N
′

− Z
′

origi-
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FIG. 5: Ratios(R21) of multiplicities of fragments of produc-
ing the nucleus (N,Z) where system 1 is Z0=75, A0=168 and
system 2 is Z0=75, A0=186. Conventional CTM results (blue
dashed lines) are compared with CTM calculation with real-
istic Sly5 EoS (red solid lines). For each case reactions are
simulated at constant temperature T=5 MeV and freeze-out
volume Vf = 6V0. The left panel shows the ratios as function
of neutron number N for fixed Z values, while the right panel
displays the ratios as function of proton number Z for fixed
neutron numbers. The lines drawn through the points are
best fits of the calculated ratios.
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FIG. 6: Variation of isobaric yield ratio lnR[1,−1, A] with

A2/3 for Z0=75, A0=168 (left panel) and Z0=75, A0=186
(right panel) from conventional CTM approach (blue dashed
lines) and CTM calculation with realistic Sly5 EoS (red solid
lines). Calculations are performed at temperature T=5 MeV

and freeze-out volume Vf = 6V0.

nating from the fragmenting system is given by,

R[I
′

, I, A] = 〈nI,A〉/〈nI′ ,A〉 (19)

The quantity R[I
′

, I, A] shows linear behavior with A2/3

for I=1 and I ′=-1 from conventional liquid drop ap-
proach [48]. Fig. 6 confirms that, for semi-microscopic
realistic binding this linear behavior also holds but for a
given fragment mass number, production of neutron rich
isotopes is more with realistic binding compare to con-
ventional liquid drop approach, hence the isobaric yield
ratio value is less. This reduction is more for fragmenta-
tion from more isospin asymmetric system (Z0 = 75 and
A0 = 186) compare to other one (Z0 = 75 and A0 = 168).

The excited fragments produced in the multifragmen-
tation stage decay to their stable ground states. They can
γ-decay to shed energy but may also decay by light parti-
cle emission to lower mass nuclei. Hence an evaporation
model with the same realistic semi-microscopic binding
and excitation is developed. Emissions of n, p, d, t,3He
and 4He particles are considered. Particle-decay widths
are obtained using Weisskopf’s evaporation theory [52].
To study the cluster functional effect on cold fragments
for isospin sensitive observables like isotopic distribution,
isoscaling and isobaric yield ratio, two separate cases are
considered-(a) CTM calculation described in II-A fol-
lowed by evaporation model [18, 53] with binding from
conventional liquid drop model and excitation from Fermi
gas model and (b) CTM calculation described in II-B fol-
lowed by evaporation model with realistic binding and
excitation. The results are presented in Fig. 7, which
confirms relative enhancement of multiplicities of very
neutron rich isotopes and reduction of isoscaling param-
eters as well as isobaric yield ratio due to introduction of
new cluster functional exist strongly even after secondary

decay.
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FIG. 7: Upper panels: Isotopic distributions for Z=6 (upper
left panel) and Z=8 (upper right panel) after secondary decay
from Z0=75, A0=168 system. Lower left panel: Ratios(R21)
of multiplicities of secondary fragments (N,Z) where system
1 is Z0=75, A0=168 and system 2 is Z0=75, A0=186 (The
lines drawn through the points are best fits of the calculated
ratios.) Lower right panel: Variation of isobaric yield ratio

lnR[1,−1, A] of secondary fragments with A2/3 for Z0=75,
A0=168. Blue dashed lines represents results from CTM cal-
culation described in II-A followed by evaporation model [18]
with binding from conventional liquid drop model and excita-
tion from Fermi gas model where as red solid lines indicates
results obtained from CTM calculation described in II-B fol-
lowed by evaporation model with realistic binding and ex-
citation.All calculations are performed at temperature T=5
MeV

IV. SUMMARY AND FUTURE OUTLOOK

The canonical thermodynamical model of nuclear mul-
tifragmentation is upgraded with more realistic semi-
microscopic binding and excitation. The bulk part of
the binding is determined from newly proposed meta-
modelling of the equation of state with Sly5 parameters.
The effect of cluster functional has been examined for
basic obseravables of nuclear multifragmentation like in-
termediate mass fragment multiplicity and mass distribu-
tion as well as isospin sensitive observables like isotopic
distribution, isoscaling and isobaric yield ratio at differ-
ent thermodynamic conditions of temperature and freeze-
out volume and isospin asymmetry of fragmenting system
which can be accessed in laboratory experiments. Semi-
microscopic realistic binding significantly modifies inter-
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mediate mass fragment production (from isospin asym-
metric fragmenting systems), multiplicity of neutron rich
isotopes as well as isoscaling, isobaric yield ratio parame-
ters. These modifications due to inclusion realistic cluster
functional also present after the secondary decay of the
excited fragments.
In a future work it will be interesting to study the

effect of different nuclear EoS of fragmentation observ-
ables in the framework of this upgraded statistical model.
Hybrid model calculations are quite successful for ex-
plaining projectile fragmentation reactions in the limiting
fragmentation region, but one of the major constraint of
presently available hybrid models is that the dynamical
stage is performed with microscopic interaction where as
fragmentation is treated with statistical models where
conventional liquid drop binding and level density are

used, hence substantial error may arise due to this in-
consistency during the coupling of the transport model
output result and further statistical model calculation,
this newly proposed CTM model will bypass such diffi-
culty and can be coupled more efficiently with dynamical
model with identical interaction in both stages. It will
be very interesting to pursue that in a future work.
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Abstract. This paper gives an overview of the scientific opportunities at the ARIEL electron
accelerator identified in open discussion at the workshop, including applications in hadron
structure, astrophysical processes, tests of quantum electrodynamics, dark matter and other
BSM physics, and material science.

1. Introduction

The Advanced Rare Isotope Laboratory (ARIEL), now under construction, will extend
TRIUMF’s existing isotope program, enabling world-class research on the nature of atomic
nuclei, the origin of the heavy chemical elements, and contributing more broadly to nuclear
medicine, materials science, and nuclear and particle physics research. ARIEL is driven jointly
by the TRIUMF cyclotron and by a newly constructed superconducting electron accelerator
(e-linac) which will enable isotope production via photo-production and photo-fission. Designed
to provide a continuous, 10 mA beam with energies up to 30 MeV (300 kW), and with several
upgrade paths available (see T. Planches’s contribution to these proceedings for details), this
e-linac can also enable new physics programs independently of the ISAC facility, both in its
current form and through those upgrades.

In the open discussion sessions of the May, 2022 workshop, a number of possible new scientific
opportunities at the e-linac were identified. We have collected them here with the purpose of
providing a starting point for the interested reader to consider them in more depth.

2. Hadron Structure and Astrophysics
2.1. Low Q2 Elastic Electron Scattering
Non-perturbative Quantum Chromodynamics describes the physics inside nucleons and nuclei,
with many of the bulk properties emerging from the dynamics of the system instead of being
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determined by the properties of the constituents—in contrast, for example, to the QED
description of atoms. Elastic electron-hadron scattering allows us to directly access these
intrinsic, emergent properties, validating our current theoretical model. Precision measurements
are benchmarks for lattice calculations and provide important input to other fields, from
astrophysics to atomic physics.

2.1.1. Proton Targets Using electron-proton scattering on a hydrogen-containing target, one
can determine the elastic form factors GE and GM , which describe the distribution of charge
and currents inside the proton. Intrinsic properties of the proton can be related to these, such
as the charge and magnetic radii of the proton, which are related to the slope of these form
factors at zero four-momentum transfer. Other emergent phenomena, such as a meson cloud
that forms around the bare nucleon, leave signatures in the shape of the form factors as well.

To first order, the elastic electron-proton scattering cross section can be written as

dσ

dΩ
=

1

ε(1 + τ)

[
εG2

E + τG2
M

]( dσ

dΩ

)
Mott

, (1)

where the photon polarization ε varies between 0 and 1 for backward to forward scattering, and
τ = Q2/(4m2

proton) is proportional to the exchanged four-momentum squared. The electric and
magnetic radii are given by

〈
rE(M)

〉2
= − 6~2

GE(M)(0)

dGE(M)

dQ2

∣∣∣∣
Q2=0

, (2)

in both cases requiring an extrapolation of the measured form factor to Q2 = 0.
The charge radius also plays a role in spectroscopy as part of the Lamb-shift. It has

attracted interest over the last decade, in form of the so-called proton radius puzzle, originally
established in 2010 by a 4 % difference between extractions using muonic spectroscopy [1]
(rp = 0.841 84(67) fm) and both the results of the Mainz high-precision form factor experiment
[2] (rp = 0.879(5)stat(6)syst fm) and the CODATA value [3] (rp = 0.8768(69) fm), based on a series
of normal hydrogen spectroscopy measurements and radius extractions from earlier scattering
data.

Recent measurements, especially in spectroscopy, tend to agree with the smaller radius,
however some measurements prefer the larger. In the regime of scattering, the recent PRad [4]
result gives the smaller result but exhibits a clear difference from all earlier measurements not
only in the extrapolation to Q2 = 0, but also over the whole overlap with earlier measurements
(see Fig. 1), putting our knowledge about the proton form factors, not only at small Q2, into
question.

To minimize the effect of the extrapolation, experiments try to reach smaller and smaller
Q2. PRad does so by instrumenting extremely small scattering angles at comparatively large
beam energies. A complementary measurement would measure the form factors in the same Q2

range by instrumenting larger scattering angles using smaller beam energies. This would also
allow the measurement of backward angles and the extraction of the magnetic radius; since the
contribution of GM is suppressed by τ ∝ Q2, data is sensitive to GM only if ε is small, i.e., if
θ is close to 180◦. Currently, data at low Q2 are measured at higher beam energies, moving
data sensitive to GM to larger Q2. Therefore any extraction relies on the stiffness of the fit to
extrapolate from larger Q2. The Mainz fit [2], which is relatively flexible, finds some structure
at Q2 = 0.03 (GeV/c)2, while other fits with less flexibility do not resolve this structure. This
leads to large variations in the extracted value for the magnetic radius. Similar to the charge
radius, the low-Q2 shape of the magnetic form factor is important for spectroscopy via the so-
called Zemach-radius. A reliable determination of the magnetic radius and low-Q2 magnetic
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Figure 1. Recent results for GE , normalized to the standard dipole. Red data points are the
Mainz data [2] with fit and error band. Additionally, a fit to the Mainz data with a radius forced
to the small value from muonic spectroscopy is shown (green, dashed). The PRad data and fit
[4] are shown in blue. The lilac dashed line labeled “Arrington 07” is a fit to pre-Mainz data
[5]. The teal dot-dashed line is from [6], a dispersively improved effective-field-theory calculation
with the radius as the only free parameter, chosen here to be the value from muonic spectroscopy.
The general agreement between the Mainz and earlier data, the PRad data, and this calculation
is poor, raising questions about the reliability of all existing form factor measurements.

form factor shape would therefore be another connection to atomic physics. The sensitivity of
current data to GM as well as the possible reach of an experiment at ARIEL are shown in Fig. 2.

The large beam current possible at ARIEL would permit a dramatically thinner target while
maintaining sufficient luminosity, even at backward angles. As part of the MAGIX program,
the A1 and MAGIX collaborations are developing a jet target [8] which would realize such a
thin target, potentially without any background from cell walls or similar. Additionally, the
beam-jet interaction region is essentially point-like, reducing systematic uncertainties stemming
from acceptance shifts for extended targets and from external radiation.

2.1.2. Stable Nuclei In addition to a proton target, it is possible to extend such a program
to light nuclei such as 2H, 3H, 3He, 4He and lithium—nuclei which are also the focus of
muon spectroscopy, with some results already available (see [9] and references therein) and
others planned. This would open the way to additional cross checks between spectroscopic and
accelerator-based measurements.

Additionally, measurements of low-Q2 form factors for solid materials like carbon are almost
trivial, but could improve the world data set considerably.

2.2. Electron Scattering from Radioactive Nuclei
The production of radioactive isotopes and the study of their structures and reactions are the
primary objectives of TRIUMF’s facility. With its 300 kW superconducting electron driver, the
ARIEL facility will expand the isotope production capabilities and further increase its research



0.1%

1%

10%

100%

0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1

World data

20 MeV
30 MeV

40 MeV
50 MeV

GM

GE

E
�
ec
ti
ve

re
la
ti
ve

pr
ec
is
io
n

Q2 [GeV2]

Figure 2. Effective relative precision of the form factors from cross section measurements. Teal
(GM ) and red (GE) lines show the reach and sensitivity for DarkLight@ARIEL assuming cross
section measurements on the 0.2% level. Blue points represent the precision on GM for existing
data [7]. Precise data on the form factors at Q2 below 0.1 GeV2 are required to extract a reliable
radius with minimal model dependence.

opportunities at TRIUMF.
In addition to isotope production, there is the potential to develop a program to perform

electron scattering on these isotopes, which would take full advantage of ARIEL’s powerful
electron driver with TRIUMF’s ISOL (Isotope Separation On-Line) facilities and to differentiate
research opportunities in the field of nuclear physics from the other radioactive-isotope (RI)
facilities, especially fragmentation facilities, in operation and under construction worldwide.

Although such electron scattering work has played an essential role in structure studies of
atomic nuclei, it has never been applied to exotic nuclei to date. Studies of the structure and
reaction of exotic isotopes have, without exception, been conducted with strongly-interacting
particles.

Discussions on the possible application of electron scattering to radioactive nuclei started in
the late 1990s [10], when powerful heavy-ion accelerator facilities began to be planned, assuming
a collider scheme consisting of an electron ring and a large-scale storage ring to store an energetic
radioactive-nucleus beam.

The world’s first electron scattering facility dedicated to short-lived RIs, the SCRIT facility
at RIKEN in Japan, is in operation today. It is not a collider, but instead consists of an
electron storage ring and an ISOL, based on a novel ion-trapping technique named SCRIT
(Self-Confining Radioactive-isotope Ion Target) [11]. The SCRIT technique achieves a high
luminosity, ∼ 1027cm−2s−1 with a very small number of ions, typically 109 [12], whose luminosity
is comparable with those expected at the collider projects. This luminosity allows measuring
the charge form factor of medium-heavy nuclei covering the first diffraction maximum, and one
can determine, in addition to their charge radii, the size and shape of exotic nuclei [13]. For
more information on the facility, see T. Suda’s contribution to these proceedings.

The radioactive isotopes at the SCRIT facility are produced at an ISOL for the photo-fission
reaction of 238U, but the driver beam power will be limited to a maximum of a few kW due
to regulations. This SCRIT scheme looks quite compatible with the ARIEL facility, and the
ARIEL driver power is more than two orders of magnitude higher.

If an electron storage ring with a few 100 MeV electron beam energy is equipped at ARIEL,



the powerful SC electron driver of ARIEL will significantly expand accessible RIs for electron
scattering compared with those at the SCRIT facility.

2.3. Photonuclear Reactions for Radioactive Isotopes
Photonuclear reactions provide a way to study the structure of nuclear excited states with well-
understood transition operators. Indeed, the photo-absorption cross sections so far available
for many stable nuclei [14] provided crucial information to the current understanding of the
structures of excited states including collective excitation dynamics.

For radioactive nuclei, the Coulomb excitation in a nucleus-nucleus collision at a forward
angle has been the only way so far to study their photonuclear responses. Unfortunately, its
interpretation has been always questioned due to the fact that it is not a purely electromagnetic
reaction.

Installing an electron scattering facility as discussed above at ARIEL would also be the first
to make possible the measurement of the total photoabsorption cross section of radioactive nuclei
with a purely electromagnetic probe. As is well known, the inelastic electron-scattering cross
section at the ultra-forward angle, θ ∼ 0◦, is related to the photo-nuclear cross section by virtual-
photon theory [15], exactly in the same manner as the Coulomb excitation in a nucleus-nucleus
collision.

Detecting scattered electrons that have lost energy in inelastic electron scattering off exotic
nuclei at a very forward angle allows for determining the total photo-absorption cross section.
One can cover fully the Giant Dipole Resonance (GDR) region with an electron beam energy of
∼ 100 MeV [13] under the luminosity of ∼ 1027cm−2s−1, which is required for elastic electron
scattering as mentioned above. It should be stressed that this is not possible in a nucleus-nucleus
collision even using ∼ GeV/u energetic RI beams.

photo-nuclear responses of exotic nuclei　
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Figure 3. a) Photoabsorption cross section in the GDR region for nuclei having ground-state
deformation. b) A conceptual drawing of the future upgrade of SCRIT facility for photonuclear
reaction measurements of radioactive nuclei [13]. Those with the black lines indicate existing
facilities and the red lines required equipment.

One physics case-study at such a facility is shown in Fig. 3 a). Photonuclear responses of
exotic nuclei in the GDR region may reveal exotic deformations in the ground state including
the triaxial deformation [16]. This idea has been discussed as one of the possible future upgrades
of the SCRIT facility as shown in Fig. 3 b). Such studies could potentially be adapted to serve
broader purposes, such as searches for permanent electric dipole moments in atomic nuclei,



where detection of a nonzero result would imply sources of CP violation beyond the Standard
Model. The sensitivity of these searches would be enhanced by the appearance of pear-shaped
deformation in the ground states of exotic nuclei [17, 18, 19, 20, 21]. Radioactive beam studies
at ISOLDE, e.g., have used Coulomb excitation [17, 19] and other methods [18, 20] to help
identify the best-suited nuclei for such studies, and electron-scattering studies could potentially
play an important complementary role.

2.4. Nuclear Astrophysics
Radiative capture reactions, i.e. nuclear reactions in which the incident projectile is absorbed
by the target nucleus and γ radiation is then emitted, play a crucial role in nucleosynthesis
processes in stars [22], hence knowledge of their reaction rates at stellar energies is essential to
understanding the abundance of the chemical elements in the universe. However, determination
of these reaction rates has proven to be challenging, principally due to the Coulomb repulsion
between initial-state nuclei and the weakness of the electromagnetic force. For example, the
decay of unbound nuclear states by the emission of a particle of the same type as that captured,
or by the emission of some other type of particle, is often 103–106 times more probable than
decay by γ emission.

The availability of an intense, low-energy electron beam rather than a photon beam allows
the possibility to measure the inverse reaction. This idea has been previously proposed but
not measured, and was more recently considered in detail [23] for the case of C12(α,γ)16O. See
contribution by I. Frǐsčić in this proceedings. In addition to a low-energy electron beam, a gas
jet target, high resolution magnetic spectrometer and α recoil detector are required to carry out
the experiment.

3. QED Tests
3.1. Threshold Positron Production
In both pair and triplet production a positron and electron are produced spontaneously as a
photon interacts with a strong electric field from either a nucleus (pair production) or an electron
(triplet production) as shown in Fig. 4.

Figure 4. Pair and triplet e+e− production from an atom.

The threshold electron beam energy for these effects to take place is

(hν)min = 2m0c
2
(

1 +
m0

M

)
, (3)

where m0 and M are the incident electron and target masses, respectively and

M ≡ Mnucleus >> m0 (pair production) (4)

M = m0 (triplet production) . (5)



The mean kinetic energy given to each of the two particles is half of the available kinetic energy
Tavail (actually the positron gets a bit more energy because of the push from the positively
charged nucleus). The mean angle given to each of the two particles with respect to the incident
electron directions is

θ± =
2m0c

2

Tavail
. (6)

The 1/T dependence is similar to bremsstrahlung: higher energy particles get more forward
directed.

Bethe and Heitler [24] derived the cross section per atom for pair production as

dκpaira

dT±
= σ0

Z2

Tavail
P , (7)

where P is a function shown in Fig. 5, Z is the nuclear charge and σ0 ≡
r20
137 = 4.8 ×

10−28cm2/atom.

P

Figure 5. P vs. kinetic en-
ergy fraction given to the positron
from [25]. Notice the symmetry:
energy not given to the positron is
given to the electron and vice-versa.

In the case of triplet production, the electric field is now from an electron, a very light
particle, which becomes indistinguishable from the created particle. The mean kinetic energy
given to each of the three particles is now one-third of the available kinetic energy. The threshold
is now 4m0c

2. The triplet production cross section is related to the pair production cross section
as

κtripleta = κpaira · 1

CZ
, (8)

where C ≈ 1 and has no Z dependence.
Measurements have been reported [27, 28, 29, 30] with sporadic sightings of triplet events.

The first definitive observation of triplet production was in 1972 [26] using a streamer chamber
(Fig. 6). At ARIEL, such an experiment could be mounted as well. With 2 µA of 2.5 MeV
electron beam on a 5 micron thick carbon foil (luminosity = 3 × 1033 cm−2 s−1) the rate
of positrons produced via the triplet mechanism is estimated (using [26]) at about 2 Hz into
a spectrometer of solid angle 1 msr. This should allow much more precise measurements of
positrons at threshold than previously possible. Clearly, low electron beam energies of order 1-3
MeV are required.

3.2. Radiative Møller Scattering
Møller (electron-electron) scattering is a background in electron scattering experiments, and is
a purely QED process at low energies. It is theoretically straightforward to calculate, and has
been so for decades. However, a modern retrospective has revealed gaps in previous treatments,



Figure 6. Positron angular dis-
tribution relative to the projected
emission angle from [26]. Exper-
imental histograms are given for
triplet and pair production. The
theoretical curve is plotted for pair
production.

particularly the omission of the electron mass in the calculation of the radiative diagrams shown
in Fig. 7. Corrections due to these diagrams are typically included as a multiplicative factor to
the Born cross section:

dσ

dΩ
|soft = (1 + δ)

dσ

dΩ
|Born , (9)

with δ = δ(∆E,Ω). This traditional method requires defining a cut-off ∆E, the maximum
amount of energy a photon can carry away for which the event passes acceptance cuts. For an
experiment having spectrometers with small, well-defined energy and angular acceptances, this
formulation of the radiative corrections can be applied straightforwardly.

Figure 7. Feynman diagrams for radiative Møller scattering.

Radiative corrections for hard-photon bremsstrahlung emission in both Møller and Bhabha
scattering have been performed [31] in a consistent approach without ultra-relativistic
approximations and permit a complete analysis at next-to-leading-order.

Measurement of radiative Møller scattering as a function of energy between 10 and 100 MeV
is highly desirable to validate the correction procedure. This has been carried out at 2.5 MeV
(where radiative effects are negligible) using a focusing spectrometer [32] by the DarkLight
collaboration. The desired measurements can be straightforwardly carried out using the ARIEL
electron linac with the apparatus proposed for the DarkLight experiment.

4. Searches for Dark Matter and BSM Physics
A dark sector search is already being undertaken at the ARIEL e-linac by the DarkLight
collaboration, so it is natural to explore related searches that might be done with the same



Figure 8. Comparison of the
Møller radiative correction term δ
for a 100 MeV electron beam at
5◦ in the CM frame for different
electron masses from [31].

accelerator. The physics scope for the ARIEL e-linac is limited by its maximum energy of 50
MeV, and it is important to note that the low-energy dark sector landscape in both visible and
invisible final states is well populated by a range of existing experiments. Finding a new area
where an experiment at TRIUMF can make a strong contribution depends on either identifying
an uncovered niche outside of the benchmark simplified models typically used by the field, as
DarkLight did with protophobic bosons [33], or by taking advantage of the ARIEL e-linac’s
unique strength: the high intensity of its beam. The clearest opportunities presented are, e.g.
rare processes at low mass which are too time-consuming to probe with lower intensity beams,
or for which the low energy allows for some particular access to challenging kinematics or limits
SM backgrounds. In what follows we offer concrete examples that illustrate the possibilities.

4.1. Delbrück Scattering to Search for Dark Photons of sub-MeV in Mass
A dark photon, the boson A′ associated with a U(1) gauge symmetry of a dark sector [34],
can mix with the SM photon with strength ε, with ε � 1, to produce millicharged couplings,
namely, Lmix = εA

′
µJ

µ
EM, with the electromagnetically charged fermions of the SM. The nature

of this “portal” interaction between the dark and visible sectors allows an enormous range of
dark photon masses and mixing parameters to appear, and we must look to experiment to
constrain the possibilities. Studies in e−e+ collisions [35, 36] have been very effective in limiting
the parameter space for dark photons in excess of 2me in mass, and there are a broad sweep of
astrophysical and cosmological constraints as well [37, 38]. However, if the dark photon mass
mA′ satisfies mA′ . 2me, then its mixing with the photon guarantees that the decay A′ → 3γ
can occur, though the dark photon in this case can be quite long-lived, because the decay is a
one-loop process with a rate that scales as ε2α4.

Nevertheless, there may be discoverable phase space yet to explore [39]. This conclusion
largely stems from a proper assessment of the decay rate: Earlier work computed the decay
rate in the Euler-Heisenberg limit [40], which assumes that mA′ � me, but the exact one-loop
calculation yields a result some 10-100 times larger if 850 keV . mA′ . 1 MeV, shortening
the dark photon lifetime and altering the excluded phase space significantly [39]. Referring to
Fig. 4 of [39], we note that 850 keV . mA′ . 1 MeV and 10−5 . ε′ . 10−4 represents an
interesting window of opportunity [39], with constraints coming from big-bang nucleosynthesis,
which would appear to demand τA′ < 1 sec, and from the anomalous magnetic moment of the
electron, (g − 2)e [41, 42]. A constraint also comes from nonobservation of A′ + e → e + γ
in the LSND experiment, presuming the production of A′ from π0 → A′γ decay [43]. The
authors of [43] thus contend this region is excluded, but the LSND constraint can be evaded
through a non-minimal dark vector model, such as the protophobic gauge boson. We note, too,
the experimental controversy in the precise value of the fine-structure constant α from atom
interferometry [44, 45], noting [46] for context, with resolutions that would alter the (g − 2)e
constraint of [42] somewhat.

Delbrück scattering, in which a photon is deflected in a strong Coulomb field due to vacuum
polarization, would be sensitive to the A′ in this region without assumption concerning the
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Figure 9. Representative Feynman diagrams to illustrate (a) Delbrück scattering, which is
light scattering in the Coulomb field of an atom or nucleus, as indicated by the appearance of
γ∗, (b) A′ → 3γ decay, and (c) Delbrück scattering modified to probe a sub-MeV dark photon,
with the appearance of missing momentum giving the experimental signature. Note that crossed
diagrams exist but have not been shown. The solid lines denote any of the electrically charged
fermions of the SM, with the electron/positron giving the dominant contribution.

production mechanism. Pertinent diagrams are illustrated in Fig. 9. We note that at ARIEL
energies, Delbrück scattering has been clearly identified [47]. The suggested new-physics search
would require the ability to assess the existence of missing momentum or energy.

4.2. |∆B| = 2 Processes in Nuclei
Experimental limits on processes that would change baryon number by one unit, i.e., |∆B| = 1,
are among the most stringent known to science [48, 49]. Experimental studies on processes that
would change baryon number by two or more units, however, have been much more limited [50],
although their physical origin can be altogether different [51, 52, 53]. There is clear reason to
search for such effects: The existence of |∆(B−L)| = 2 violation is necessary to make a massive
neutrino its own antiparticle [54], and observable B and/or B − L violation in the quark sector
would help to identify its dynamical mechanism.

The ARIEL accelerator facility’s intense electron beam would be well suited to the search
for |∆B| = 2 through low-energy channels. Of particular note are the processes e−p → e+p̄ or
e−p→ n̄ν̄ [53], with the B−L -violating channel e−n→ e−n̄ also open to study [55] — here the
use of a deuteron target could prove advantageous [55, 53]. The estimated event rates for the
B violating, but B −L conserving, processes we have noted are no more than O(10) events per
year [56, 57]. Thus the low energy of the existing electron linac at ARIEL is a key advantage,
rather than a limitation, both in controlling backgrounds and in detecting the produced anti-
nucleons. At ARIEL, backgrounds are controlled by the extremely low energy of the electron
scattering process; in particular, the accelerator operates at energies far below pion production
threshold. Moreover, the produced anti-nucleon would be at sufficiently low energy that the
annihilation should be prompt and thus occur within the target, typically yielding a five-pion
final state, as determined in R&D studies of searches for n − n̄ oscillations [58, 59]. In the
ARIEL environment, the supposed five-pion final state signal should be quite striking. Their
total charge, in a proton target, should signal the electric charge of the anti-nucleon and hence
the precise process. This search could potentially run parasitically at ARIEL.



4.3. Beam-Dump Experiments to Search for Dark Matter
The high intensity of the ARIEL e-linac makes it an interesting potential location to consider
a beam dump dark matter experiment as well. The sensitivity relative to DarkMESA, LDMX,
and other light DM searches should be examined using an appropriate benchmark model and
the usefulness of such an experiment determined in light of the fact that it would necessarily
begin much later than already-approved experiments.

Dark matter searches at beam dumps are relatively model-independent. A high-current beam
is directed to a target where dark sector particles may be created. Enough shielding to stop
essentially all Standard Model particles is placed behind or incorporated into the target, and a
detector behind the shielding searches for dark matter particles exiting the dump. The detector
is sensitive to dark matter particles via their scattering in the target material. Examples of such
experiments, interpretations, and proposals include BDX [60], DarkMESA (see contribution
by L. Doria in this proceedings), E137 [61], the SHiP Scattering Neutrino Detector [62],
COHERENT [63], and MiniBooNE ( in its dedicated dark matter configuration [64]). A
schematic of a beam dump DM experimental setup, including a simplified detector of moderate
scale, is shown in Fig. 10.

Figure 10. Schematic of a beam dump experiment searching for light dark matter, from [65].

Beam-dump experiments probe the same types of final states as missing-momentum or
missing-energy based experiments (LDMX, NA64). They share with them the advantage that
these approaches, unlike visible final state searches, are relatively agnostic to the lifetime of
the mediator particle(s) and to the decay chain producing the dark matter and can therefore
constrain a wide range of models [66]. Scattering-based beam dump experiments are, however,
disadvantaged relative to missing-momentum experiments in that they depend on an additional
interaction and therefore gain a ∼ αDε

2 suppression factor [67]. The difference could be made
up with sufficient beam intensity, since missing momentum experiments must run at low current,
and the ARIEL e-linac’s uniquely high power makes it worth investigating as a potential site.

A viable location for a beam dump experiment does exist at the ARIEL e-linac. A small
room behind the ARIEL targets could host a detector, allowing this new experiment to take
data parasitically to ARIEL and without disrupting the operation of DarkLight or another future
experiment in its position. One potential experimental challenge is the low momentum transfer
from scattering DM particles in the detector at the mass and momentum ranges accessible at
ARIEL. This is not insurmountable but would require thoughtful detector design.

The current and proposed future exclusion landscape for light dark matter in the context of



invisible dark photon decays is shown in Fig. 11. The dominant sensitivity in the sub-10 MeV
mass range is projected to come from LDMX. For reference, the landscape for visible dark
photon decays is shown in Fig. 12.

Figure 11. Constraints on light dark matter in the context of invisible decays of dark photons
from current, future, and proposed experiments [68].

It could also be considered whether there is any scope for a missing-energy or missing-
momentum search at the ARIEL e-linac. The practical advantages of a classic beam dump
experiment at TRIUMF would be negated, since such an experiment could not operate
parasitically behind the ARIEL targets, but it would offer the opportunity for significantly
higher sensitivity. This approach would require a solution to the experimental challenges of
missing momentum reconstruction in the presence of extremely high electron multiplicity in the
beam bunches.

We conclude this section by noting another way in which dark-sector searches at the ARIEL
facility could be complementary to accelerator-based DM experiments planned elsewhere. At
the proposed LDMX experiment [66, 67, 70], e.g., invisible decays of a dark photon A′ can be
probed through its missing-momentum signature. That is, as shown in Fig. 13, an A′ produced
through bremsstrahlung in electron-nucleus scattering can decay invisibly via A′ → χχ, and
this possibility can be probed through the measurement of the momentum of the final-state
electron. This may be a unique possibility to probe χ because χ carries no SM harges. However,
in place of the usual dark photon, the gauge boson mediator could couple to baryon number
instead [71, 72, 73, 49].The gauge boson in such a model couples to neutrons and photons, and
it can couple to electrically charged particles, through kinetic mixing with the SM photon. In
this case the dark gauge boson can still be produced via bremsstrahlung, but it could decay to
a χχ̄ pair, in which χ carries baryon number B = 1/3. Figure 13 also illustrates this possibility
upon the replacement of χχ with χχ̄.
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Although this model would generate a missing momentum signature, χ and χ̄ could also
interact with neutrons and protons in the far detector. One possibility with a striking observable
signature concerns destabilization of the nucleus. Here the incoming DM particle χ stimulates
the decay of a nucleus in the far detector via the neutron-decay process χ̄n→ χχ. We note that
n → 3χ has also been considered in the context of the neutron lifetime anomaly [74], noting
[75], and the decay rate need not be exceedingly small [49]. The breakup of the nucleus, with
roughly a GeV of energy loss, could be documented through gamma detectors placed at the
far detector. The latter could be sufficiently removed from the electron beam environment to
make such a photon fingerprinting process possible. The viability of such an approach has been
studied in work by KamLAND [76], and references therein.

4.4. Search for X17 in e+e− Decay of Giant Dipole Resonance
It has been suggested that the X17 may also be able to be produced in the decay of giant nuclear
resonances. Both Isoscalar Giant Monopole Resonances (ISGMR) and Isovector Giant Dipole
Resonances (IVGDR) can be readily excited in an electron beam fixed target experiment, and
the typical energy scale of these resonances (ISGMR) follows Eq. 10. For atomic numbers above
about 20, these can be readily reached with a 30-50 MeV beam.

Ec = 80A−1/3MeV (10)

Final states may carry angular distributions associated with the excited multipole but should be
randomly oriented in the detector frame, producing a signature that is independent of the angle
with respect to the electron beam, distinguishing those decay particles from the forward-peaking
prompt events.
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FIG. 1. A diagram of the LDMX detector apparatus, illustrating production of DM in the target from
a scattering beam electron, and the corresponding response of the various sub-systems to the missing-
momentum signature. The drawing is not to scale.

FIG. 2. At left, the complete LDMX detector apparatus is shown including mechanical supports, with a
human for scale. At right, the detector has been partially cutaway to show the various sub-detectors.

readout bars. The first 9 layers contain 2 quad-counters, while the remaining layers have 3 quad-
counters to better capture the hadronic shower. A scintillator layer is shown in Figure 3. The
bars have a through-hole into which a wavelength-shifting fiber is inserted, which is read out at
each end with silicon photo-multipliers (SiPMs). The layers are arranged in an x-y configuration,
and can be moved to measure the response as a function of the distance to the readout. These
components rest on a movable mounting structure adjustable to take measurements at different
angles with respect to the beam direction.

b. Readout electronics A prototype custom readout system for the LDMX HCal was de-
signed and commissioned in preparation for the CERN testbeam. The system is designed to take
the SiPM signals described above, transmitted over HDMI, and digitize and transmit those sig-

Figure 13. Illustration of the production of dark matter particles χ through dark photon decay,
apropos to the LDMX detector, from [70]. Replacing χχ with χχ̄ illustrates the possibility of a
dark gauge boson coupled to baryon number, as discussed in the text.

Unfortunately, electron scattering has a large contribution from the radiative tail, which
increases the background associated with identifying a resonance, and identifying the particles
from that resonance’s decay, substantially. At the collision energies of the current or upgraded
ARIEL accelerator, techniques to separate prompt and resonant final states spatially or
temporally would need to have exquisite resolutions that are not currently feasible. The lifetime
of the resonance is extremely short (typically 10−21 to 10−19 s), and its recoil energy essentially
zero. At higher beam energies these constraints are relaxed, but these are beyond the upgrades
currently discussed for ARIEL.

We note that different excitation techniques, in particular tagged photons, may make giant
resonances a more fruitful area both for exotic particle searches and other studies of resonance
structures, but would require the development of a photon-tagging station on the beamline.

5. Positron Source for Materials Science Research
Low energy positrons are a unique probe of materials and surfaces that allow measurements of
surface properties not possible with other probes such as electrons or X-rays. Though nuclear
decay sources are available for positron studies, accelerator sources can provide higher fluxes
and much higher brightness. See [77] for a detailed consideration of such a source at the Low
Energy Recirculator Facility at Jefferson Laboratory, Newport News, VA, USA.

ARIEL upgraded in energy and operating with energy recovery has the potential to produce a
positron source of great interest for materials science research. The addition of spin-polarization
capability to the positron source would enhance the research scope. Full realization of such a
capability would likely attract a high demand from users.

6. Summary

A high-intensity electron beam at low energies as can be provided at ARIEL offers the potential
to pursue a suite of important scientific questions. We have presented many here, along with
initial exploration of the challenges and potential reach for each. Several require significant
investment to realize more sophisticated capabilities. Further study will be essential to determine
whether the investment is merited.
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Final results from the CUPID-Mo 0νββ experiment

T. Dixon on behalf of the CUPID-Mo collaboration
Université Paris-Saclay, CNRS/IN2P3, IJCLab, 91405 Orsay, France

CUPID-Mo is a demonstrator experiment for the next generation 0νββ experiment CUPID.
It consisted of an array of 20 Lithium Molybdate (LMO) cryogenic calorimeters with 20 Ge
LDs for a dual readout of heat and light. In this proceeding, we describe the final results
of CUPID-Mo. We show CUPID-Mo reached performances compatible with or close to the
CUPID goals. We describe the new limits on double beta decays to both ground and excited
states. In addition, we present the results of a detailed background model of the experimental
data, leading to a measurement of the lowest ever background index for a bolometric 0νββ
experiment.

1 Introduction

Neutrino oscillations show that neutrinos have mass 2,1, however the origin of this mass is still
unknown. One way to probe this is with neutrinoless double beta decays (0νββ), or the creation
of electrons3. This process consists of:

(A,Z)→ (A,Z + 2) + 2e−, (1)

with the emission of only two electrons and no other particles. Since Lepton number is violated
the observation of this process would provide clear evidence of beyond Standard Model physics.
The experimental signature would be a mono-energetic peak in the summed electron energy.

One of the most promising experimental techniques to search for 0νββ decay is with bolome-
ters (or cryogenic calorimeters). The CUORE experiment 4 has stably operated an array of 988
TeO2 bolometers for the past several years. However, the sensitivity to 0νββ is limited by a
background from α particles. To improve the sensitivity CUPID (CUORE Upgrade with Par-
ticle IDentification), will switch from TeO2 to Li2MoO4 (LMO) bolometers and employ a dual
readout of heat and scintillation light to remove the α background.

CUPID-Mo was a demonstrator experiment for CUPID5. It consisted of an array of 20 LMO
bolometers and 20 Ge light detectors (LDs) for particle identification. An individual CUPID-Mo
module consisting of an LMO bolometer, Ge LD and copper holder is shown in Fig. 1 (Left).
The 20 detector modules were then arranged into 5 towers and mounted in the EDELWEISS
cryostat 6 at the Laboratoire Soutterain de Modane (LSM) as shown in Fig. 1 (Right).

CUPID-Mo took data between 2019 and 2020 collecting 2.71 kg-yr of exposure of LMO. It
achieved performance close to the CUPID goals of:

• Energy resolution: ∼ 7.4± 0.4 keV FWHM at 3034 keV

• Crystal radiopurities: < 0.5 µBq/kg for 228Th and 226Ra

• α-particle rejection: > 99.9% rejection
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Figure 1 – Left: An individual CUPID-Mo detector shown from both the top and bottom, we label the LMO
detector, Ge LD, copper holder, PTFE clamps and neutron transmutation doped (NTD) thermistor. Right: The
CUPID-Mo detectors mounted in the EDELWEISS cryostat.

• Selection efficiency: ∼ 90 %.

These results let to this technology being chosen for the next generation experiment CUPID
7. In addition, CUPID-Mo was an important experiment in its own right with the potential to
study the 2νββ decay of 100Mo and set world leading limits on many physics processes.

In this proceeding we will first briefly summarize the CUPID-Mo data analysis in Section
2. In Section 3 we will describe our extracted limits on double beta decay, both to ground and
excited final states. Next we will describe the CUPID-Mo background model in Section 4. We
will give the status of measurements of the 2νββ decay spectral shape including constraints on
beyond Standard Model physics. Finally, in section 5 we will give the prospects for CUPID.

2 Data analysis

For this work we use the full CUPID-Mo data corresponding to 2.71 kg-yr of LMO. The data
were processed using the DIANA software developed by the CUORE, CUPID-0 and CUPID-
Mo collaborations. This analysis is described in detail in 8. In particular an optimal filter
which maximizes the signal to noise ratio is used to trigger events and evaluate their amplitude.
Calibration and thermal gain correction are performed using events from Th/U calibration data.
Non-physical events such as pileup are removed using a pulse shape discrimination cut based on
principal component analysis 9. A cut on the light detector energies is used to remove α particle
induced events. The multiplicity of an event is defined as the number of triggered detectors with
energy above a 40 keV analysis threshold within a ±10 ms window. Due to the short range of
electrons in LMO 2νββ and 0νββ decay to ground state signal events are likely to reconstruct
as multiplicity one (M1). Multiplicity two (M2) events are used to constrain backgrounds and
extract measurements of double beta decays to excited states. We also remove probable muon
events using coincidences with a muon veto system and events likely originating from Th/U
decay chains with a delayed coincidence cut (see 8 for details). The CUPID-Mo data is shown
in Fig. 2, we also show the effect of the data selection cuts. One can see that the light yield cut
almost completely removes the background from α particles above 3 MeV.

3 Limits on double beta decays

3.1 0νββ to g.s.

We perform a Bayesian counting analysis to search for 0νββ to the ground state 8. After
unblinding the data no events were found in the region of interest, as shown in Fig. 3 (Left).
This leads to a limit of:

T1/2 > 1.8× 1024 yrs. (2)
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Figure 2 – CUPID-Mo experimental data, showing the effect of the pulse shape discrimination (PSD) selection
cut, anti-coincidence (AC) cut requiring multiplicity equal to one and light yield cut selecting γ/β events.

Under the Light Majorana neutrino exchange mechanism a limit of mββ < 280 − 490 meV.
This is the most stringent constraint obtained with 100Mo and is compared to those from other
experiments in Fig. 3 (Right). CUPID-Mo is competitive with experiments with orders of
magnitude larger exposure.

3.2 Decays to excited states

We also performed a search for double beta decays (both 2νββ and 0νββ) to excited states as
described in10. 2νββ decays to the 0+1 excited state can provide information to constrain nuclear
physics models. In addition, both 0νββ and 2νββ decays to excited states can be sensitive to
exotic physics such as Bosonic neutrinos 11.

In these decays, γ particles are produced in coincidence to the β’s. Due to the longer range of
γ with respect to β particles these events often reconstruct as multi-detector events. We perform
a topological search by searching for patterns of energies consistent with being from a ββ decay
to excited states. For example as shown in Fig. 4, for events with multiplicity two, categories
are defined based on the two energies. We then project onto the energy variable containing the
γ line and perform a simultaneous Bayesian fit, one example fit is shown in Fig. 4 (Right).

After unblinding the data we observed a clear signal of 2νββ to the 0+1 excited state leading
to a measurement of the half-life of:

T1/2(2ν → 0+1 ) = 7.5± 0.8 (stat.)+0.4
−0.3 (syst.) × 1020 yrs. (3)

No evidence for 2νββ decays to 2+1 excited state or 0νββ to 0+1 or 2+1 state was observed leading
to limits:

T1/2(2ν → 2+1 ) > 4.4× 1021 yrs (90% c.i.), (4)

T1/2(0ν → 0+1 ) > 1.2× 1023 yrs (90% c.i.), (5)

T1/2(0ν → 2+1 ) > 2.1× 1023 yrs (90% c.i.). (6)

These are the most stringent limits on these processes for 100Mo.

4 Background model

The CUPID-Mo background suppression leads to a very clean 2νββ spectrum. A detailed un-
derstanding of the experimental backgrounds 12 is important both to exploit this spectrum for
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physics measurements and to provide information on the radioactivity of components for CU-
PID.

We perform Monte-Carlo simulations using Geant4 of the various contributions to the back-
ground. These can be categorized into:

• 2νββ signal,

• radioactivity in the LMO crystals,

• contamination in the reflective foils and other materials surrounding the detectors,

• sources inside the cryostat 10 mK vessel,

• contamination in the cryostat shields,

• pileup events where two energy deposits occur close enough in time to be indistinguishable
from a single event.

We perform a Bayesian fit to our experimental data over 3 data spectra: M1,γ/β (single crystal
events tagged as γ or β),M1,α (single crystal events at high energy likely to be from α particles)
and M2 events (two crystal events where we fit the summed energy). This fit is implemented
using Markov Chain Monte Carlo with JAGS 13.

We show the best fit reproduction of theM1,γ/β data in Fig. 5. One can see that the model
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√
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is able to describe very well the experimental data and that the 2νββ decay signal to background
ratio is very high. We reconstruct the background index in the region of interest as:

b = 3.8± 1.0× 10−3 cts/FWHM/moliso/yr, (7)

this is the lowest background index in a bolometric double beta decay experiment.
This model also enables us to extract the radioactivity of the LMO detectors which is

consistent with the CUPID requirements (see 12).

4.1 2νββ decay measurement

The background model reconstructs the half-life of 2νββ decay to the ground state. We consider
systematic uncertainties related to the number of 100Mo nuclei, energy reconstruction, theoretical
spectral shape, binning, model choice and selection efficiencies. The analysis is currently being
finalized and will be presented in a future publication.

4.2 Exotic physics processes

Beyond Standard Model (BSM) physics processes can distort the 2νββ spectrum14. The spectral
shape of Standard Model 2νββ decay is proportional to (Qββ −E)n where n = 5 is the spectral
index of the decay. Beyond Standard Model spectra can depend on a different spectral index.

We are performing a search for 2νββ decay with Lorentz Violation (LV) and 0νββ with the
emission of Majorons. We insert one by one the BSM spectral shapes into the background model
fit. The analysis is being finalized and we expect to present results in a future publication.

5 Conclusion

The final results of CUPID-Mo confirm that scintillating bolometers based on LMO are a ma-
ture technology for CUPID with performance close to the CUPID goals. In addition, we have
performed a variety of physics studies with world leading results, this demonstrates the possible



sensitivity of CUPID which will have a factor ∼ 100 × larger mass and will have a sensitivity
to CUPID fully covering the inverted ordering mass region.
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